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moved to Pasadena, CA, where he grew up 
and attended Pasadena public schools. As a 
young adult he attended Pasadena City Col-
lege and though his education was interrupted 
by his service in the military, he continued his 
academic pursuits at USC and completed his 
BA degree from the University of Omaha. 

Mr. Hickambottom served in the U.S. Army 
during World War II and at 19 years old was 
one of the youngest first sergeants in Europe. 
He was recalled by the Army during the Ko-
rean war and commissioned as a second lieu-
tenant. After 20 years of distinguished service, 
he retired in 1967 with the rank of major. Dur-
ing his career, he was awarded many decora-
tions including twice receiving the Medal for 
Outstanding Service and three times the Army 
Commendation Medal. Elbie was a past com-
mander of the Pasadena chapter of the Mili-
tary Order of the World Wars and a recipient 
of the Pasadena Chamber of Commerce Pa-
triot of the Year Award. 

After Elbie’s military retirement, he joined 
the Pasadena Redevelopment Agency in 1967 
where he served as director of Relocation and 
Property Management, managing programs 
that assisted displaced families and small 
businesses. He subsequently worked as sen-
ior vice president of Municipal Services, Inc. a 
private redevelopment consulting firm from 
which he retired in 1985. 

In 1979 Mr. Hickambottom was elected to 
the Pasadena Unified School District Board of 
Education, where he served until he retired 
from the board in 1994. A champion for excel-
lence in education and a strong voice for im-
proving academic achievement for all stu-
dents, particularly for disadvantaged and mi-
nority students, Elbie was often the con-
science of the school board. He was an active 
member of the California Coalition of Black 
School Board Members, where his tenure in-
cluded holding office on the Executive Board. 

A dedicated community volunteer, Elbie par-
ticipated in many organizations, including the 
NAACP, the Pasadena Educational Founda-
tion, Young and Healthy, the Pasadena Com-
mission on Children and Youth, Project Day, 
ROTC, and various other civic groups. 

Elbie is survived by his wife of 52 years, 
Dolores, his children, Ann Marie, Elbie Jr., 
Leslie and John, sisters Verdia Arnold and 
Wilmer Lane, niece Robin Foster, sister-in-law 
Agnes Brumfield, two brothers-in-law, Joseph 
Arceneaux and Oscar Dupre II, and many 
other nieces, nephews, cousins, and beloved 
friends. 

I would like to convey my deepest sym-
pathies to Elbie’s family and friends, as well 
as extend my heartfelt thanks for his many 
contributions to the community. Elbie J. 
Hickambottom, Sr., will be missed by all who 
knew him.
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend the efforts made by the Enhanced 
9–1–1 Institute for their lasting efforts to im-
prove our Nation’s 9–1–1 system. The E9–1–
1 Institute is committed to educating and in-

forming citizens of the vital role the 9–1–1 
service plays in our communities. Since 1968, 
9–1–1 has been a means in which to report 
emergencies. Today, 9–1–1 is a key compo-
nent to saving lives and property. 

The E9–1–1 Institute has included every 
level of government, corporations large and 
small in addition to government policy makers, 
to convey the significance of the 9–1–1 serv-
ice to all Americans. The institute continues to 
work very hard to show that every citizen of 
this country plays a vital role in making this 
system successful. 

The outstanding efforts of E9–1–1 are most 
evident in a recent event in my district. I am 
honored to acknowledge Kristy Wickliff a resi-
dent of Southlake, Texas, who is being hon-
ored by the E9–1–1 Institute for the heroic act 
of saving her father’s life in April of 2003. 
Kristy, age five at the time, successfully called 
9–1–1 and then proceeded to the medicine 
cabinet where she was able to obtain and ad-
minister medication to her father while he was 
suffering from diabetic shock. Miss Wickliff will 
receive the Enhanced 9–1–1 Institute’s ‘‘Cit-
izen in Action’’ Award on Tuesday, February 
24, 2004. 

If it were not for the E9–1–1 Institute’s dedi-
cation to improving the 9–1–1 system or their 
commitment to education, our ability to save 
lives and property would be greatly hindered 
by a lack of communication. 

The 9–1–1 service is a necessary part of 
our daily lives. Like those who have used the 
service in a time of crisis, the individuals who 
work to make 9–1–1 a better system deserve 
to be honored.
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Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, during the lengthy 
debate over campaign finance reform, some of 
us warned that appearances can be deceiving. 
The McCain-Feingold bill was supposed to 
empower ordinary voters, who were evidently 
thought incapable of exercising their own rea-
son during election campaigns. The power 
shift has actually been to the unelected media 
and unaccountable special interest groups, 
mostly liberal, who have concentrated their 
control over what voters see and hear. Other 
voices have been muzzled, which is why U.S. 
Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia called 
the failure to strike down the law ‘‘a sad day 
for freedom of speech.’’ 

I commend to your attention this George 
Will column published in the Washington Post 
on February 22.

RENDERING POLITICS SPEECHLESS 
(By George F. Will) 

Two years ago President Bush, who had 
called it unconstitutional, signed the 
McCain-Feingold bill—furtively, at 8 a.m. in 
the Oval Office. The law expanded govern-
ment restrictions on political speech, osten-
sibly to combat corruption or the ‘‘appear-
ance’’ thereof. Bush probably signed it partly 
because the White House, thinking corruptly 
or appearing to do so, saw reelection advan-
tage in this fiddling with the First Amend-
ment. 

And partly because the nation’s newspaper 
editorial writers nearly unanimous in praise 

of McCain-Feingold. The editorialists’ advo-
cacy of McCain-Feingold could appear cor-
rupt: The bill increases the political influ-
ence of unregulated newspaper editorializing 
relative to increasingly restricted rival 
voices (parties, candidates and their finan-
cial supporters). 

Last December the Supreme Court found 
no serious constitutional infirmity in the 
law because, although the Constitution says 
Congress shall make ‘‘no law’’ abridging 
freedom of speech, Congress has broad lati-
tude to combat corruption or its appearance. 
There is the appearance of corruption when a 
legislator’s views attract contributions from 
like-minded people, and then he acts in ac-
cordance with his and their views. 

Today McCain-Feingold itself does not just 
appear to be corrupting. It is demonstrably 
and comprehensively so. 

Most campaign money is spent on speech—
disseminating ideas, primarily by broad-
casting. McCain-Feingold’s stated premise 
was that there is ‘‘too much’’ money in poli-
tics—hence, it follows, too much speech. 
McCain-Feingold’s prudently unstated 
premise was that legislators know—and 
should legislate—the correct quantity of 
speech about themselves, the proper times 
for it and certain restrictions on the content 
of it. 

Such legislating may not be corrupt, but it 
might appear so. And appearances are the es-
sence of ethics, as understood by Washing-
ton’s ethics industry. 

Perhaps the White House embraced 
McCain-Feingold because it doubled to $2,000 
the permissible ceiling on ‘‘hard money’’ 
contributions crucial to the president’s re-
election campaign. Also, Republican na-
tional committees do better than their 
Democratic counterparts at raising smaller 
hard-dollar contributions. 

Supposedly, the principal purpose of 
McCain-Feingold was to ban large ‘‘soft 
money’’ contributions to the parties osten-
sibly for ‘‘party-building’’ purposes. The de-
lusional assumption of many McCain-Fein-
gold enthusiasts was that when such con-
tributions were banned, the people who had 
been eager to exert political influence by 
such contributions would say ‘‘Oh, well’’ and 
spend their money instead on high-definition 
televisions. Or something. 

Actually, McCain-Feingold was moral 
grandstanding by many liberals who had no 
intention of abiding by its spirit—or its let-
ter, for that matter—any more than they 
had abided by existing campaign finance law. 
To compensate for Republican advantages in 
raising strictly limited hard dollars, Demo-
crats quickly formed a slew of committees 
technically disconnected from the party but 
allowed to receive unlimited soft dollars. 

Allowed, that is, as long as the committees 
do not spend money ‘‘for the purpose of in-
fluencing any election for federal office.’’ 
Under McCain-Feingold, and for 30 years be-
fore it, entities that raise and spend money 
for that purpose are subject to hard-dollar 
limits. 

McCain-Feingold’s ban on large soft-money 
contributions to political parties has 
spawned many groups, mostly liberal ones, 
to receive and spend such contributions as 
surrogates for the parties—groups such as 
America Coming Together. Ellen Malcolm, 
ACT’s president, says her group aims to in-
crease voter turnout in 17 states crucial to 
the presidential election in order ‘‘to beat 
George Bush.’’

It appears that she intends to influence a 
federal election. Nothing wrong with that. 
Citizens are supposed to do that. But liberals 
have been the prime movers in enacting laws 
against doing so with soft money, which or-
ganizations such as ACT exist to receive. 
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