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When George W. Bush joined the 

Texas Air National Guard, he could 
have volunteered for overseas duty as 
did JOHN KERRY, but he checked the 
other box on the form, the one that 
said ‘‘do not volunteer.’’ 

In March 1969, JOHN KERRY’s swift 
boat was one of five on patrol in the 
Bay Hap River. They came under at-
tack. The boat was hit. An intense fire 
fight ensued. Suddenly a mine deto-
nated near his boat. JOHN KERRY was 
hit and bleeding. Viet Cong fired auto-
matic weapons from the shore. A man 
in KERRY’s boat fell overboard. JOHN 
KERRY would not leave that man be-
hind. Under intense fire, JOHN KERRY 
turned the boat around. With both 
sides exchanging fire, JOHN KERRY 
moved to the bow of the swift boat, ex-
posed to enemy fire. Still bleeding, 
JOHN KERRY did not hesitate. He 
reached down into the water, bullets 
whizzing by. JOHN KERRY grabbed hold 
of the sailor and pulled him into the 
boat. For his courage and valor under 
fire, JOHN KERRY was awarded the dis-
tinguished Combat ‘‘V.’’ 

JOHN KERRY was wounded three 
times in battle serving his country. 
Yet, Republicans on this floor rose to 
dishonor every combat veteran by at-
tacking JOHN KERRY and others. 

In 2000, Senator Max Cleland of Geor-
gia lost both legs and one arm in Viet-
nam. Republicans disgraced themselves 
by impugning the man’s courage and 
service to the Nation. America needs to 
know. Where was President Bush dur-
ing the Vietnam War? 

Missing without action, that is where 
the President was. 

In February 1972, the military 
stripped George W. Bush of his flight 
status. He was suspended from flying 
for failure to take a required physical 
exam. Why? Why did George W. Bush 
not take the physical? Would a phys-
ical have revealed a top gun or a smok-
ing gun? We do not know. 

There is an 11-month gap in George 
W. Bush’s record, from May 1, 1972 to 
April 1, 1973. George W. Bush was not 
only grounded during this period, he 
was on the ground in Alabama working 
in a political campaign. That is not a 
mission in the National Guard manual. 
We would like to know more, but the 
National Guard Bureau Chief told a 
Spokane, Washington newspaper he 
was under orders not to talk. 

Why is that? 
We know that Senator JOHN KERRY 

was wounded in battle three times. We 
know that Senator JOHN KERRY never 
left a man behind. We know that Sen-
ator JOHN KERRY fought with courage 
and valor on behalf of his country. 

We know that George W. Bush flew 
under the radar, because that is the 
only explanation of how a pilot sus-
pended from flying parachuted into a 
Republican political campaign in Ala-
bama. 

JOHN KERRY, Max Cleland. America 
has many heroes from the Vietnam 
War. It is time Republicans and the ad-
ministration honor the courage and 

valor of American veterans, no matter 
what party they belong to.

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
of the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
DEFAZIO). 

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

There was no objection.

f 

b 1945 

IN COMMEMORATION OF THE 89TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE ARME-
NIAN GENOCIDE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BURGESS). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the one and a half mil-
lion Armenians who perished in the Ar-
menian genocide that began 89 years 
ago on April 24, 1915. I consider this a 
sacred obligation, to ensure that future 
generations of Americans remember 
the first genocide of the 20th century 
and to ensure that the men, women and 
children who perished at the hands of 
the Ottoman Empire are not lost to 
history. 

We have always recognized the tran-
sience of memory. It is why we set 
aside holidays and build monuments to 
honor our heroes and the events that 
have shaped our societies. The stone 
and concrete of a memorial serve to 
freeze history and to preserve it for 
those who will follow. The written 
word cannot be burned when it is 
etched into rock. 

Time is the ally of those who would 
deny or change history. Such has it 
been with the government of Turkey 
and the Armenian genocide. Although 
the genocide was perpetrated by mod-
ern Turkey’s predecessor, generations 
of Turkish leaders have steadfastly de-
nied that the genocide ever took place, 
despite overwhelming evidence to the 
contrary. 

Time is on their side. The generation 
of Armenians with direct memory of 
the genocide is gone. Their children are 

aging. Much of the rest of the world 
has moved on, reluctant to dredge up 
unpleasant memories and risk the ire 
of modern Turkey. For those of us who 
care deeply about the issue, we must 
redouble our efforts to ensure that our 
Nation, which has championed liberty 
and human rights throughout its his-
tory, is not complicit in Ankara’s ef-
fort to obfuscate what happened be-
tween 1915 and 1923. Worse still, by tac-
itly siding with those who would deny 
the Armenian genocide, we have ren-
dered hollow our commitment to never 
again let genocide occur. 

Among historians there is no dispute 
that what happened to the Armenian 
people was genocide. Thousands of 
pages of documents sit in our National 
Archives. Newspapers of the day were 
replete with stories about the murder 
of Armenians. Appeal to Turkey to 
stop massacres headlined the New York 
Times on April 28, 1915, just as the kill-
ing began. On October 7 of that year, 
the Times reported that 800,000 Arme-
nians had been slain in cold blood in 
Asia Minor. In mid-December of 1915, 
the Times spoke of a million Arme-
nians killed or in exile. 

Prominent citizens of the day, in-
cluding America’s ambassador to the 
Ottoman Empire, Henry Morgenthau, 
and Britain’s Lord Bryce reported on 
the massacres in great detail. Morgen-
thau was appalled at what he would 
later call the sadistic orgies of rape, 
torture, and murder. Lord Bryce, a 
former British ambassador to the 
United States, worked to raise aware-
ness of and money for the victims of 
what he called the most colossal crime 
in the history of the world. In October 
1915, the Rockefeller Foundation con-
tributed $30,000, a sum worth more 
than half a million dollars today, to a 
relief fund for Armenia. 

Others, too, reacted in horror to what 
Ambassador Morgenthau called, for 
lack of a specific term, race murder. In 
the early 1930s, 10 years after the geno-
cide, a young Polish attorney named 
Raphael Lemkin, who had read of the 
genocide as a child, tried to get Euro-
pean statesmen to criminalize the de-
struction of ethnic and religious 
groups. He was dismissed as an alarm-
ist. A few years later, when Hitler in-
vaded Poland, Lemkin lost 49 members 
of his family in the Holocaust. 

Lemkin escaped, first to Sweden, 
where he documented the horrors going 
on in Nazi-occupied Europe and then to 
the United States, where he worked for 
the Allied war effort. He resolved to 
create a word to convey the mass 
atrocities being committed by the Ger-
mans. In 1944, while working for the 
U.S. War Department, he coined the 
term ‘‘genocide,’’ citing the slaughter 
of Armenians three decades earlier. 

In 1948, in the shadow of the Holo-
caust, the international community re-
sponded to Nazi Germany’s methodi-
cally orchestrated acts of genocide by 
approving the Convention on the Pre-
vention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide. It confirms that genocide 
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is a crime under international law and 
defines genocide as actions committed 
with the intent to destroy a national, 
ethnic, racial or religious group. 

The United States, under President 
Truman, was the first Nation to sign 
the convention. Last year marked the 
15th anniversary of President Reagan’s 
signing of the Genocide Convention Im-
plementation Act. 

Just over a year ago, I introduced 
H.R. 193 with my colleague, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. RADANO-
VICH), with the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), with the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLEN-
BERG), and other Members of this 
House. This resolution reaffirms the 
support of the Congress for the geno-
cide convention and commemorates 
the anniversary of our becoming a 
party to this landmark legislation. 

On May 21 of last year, we achieved a 
huge victory when we passed the geno-
cide resolution by a very strong bipar-
tisan vote. 

This should be an easy resolution for 
all of us now to support on the House 
floor. Genocide is the most abhorrent 
crime known to humankind; and unfor-
tunately, it still exists. Exactly 10 
years ago, before the cameras of the 
world, Rwanda’s majority Hutus 
exterminated over 500,000 Tutsi in just 
over 3 months’ time, mostly with ma-
chetes and homemade axes. 

The reason that we have not yet suc-
ceeded in passing this resolution on the 
House floor is simple. The government 
of Turkey refuses to acknowledge the 
genocide and the strongest Nation on 
Earth fears their reaction if we do.

All over the globe—from South Africa, to Ar-
gentina, to the former Yugoslavia, govern-
ments have set up truth commissions and 
other bodies to investigate atrocities. Nowhere 
has this process been more extensive than in 
Germany, which has engaged in decades of 
soul-searching and good works that have not 
only restored the nation’s standing, but also its 
moral authority. 

I call upon the government of Turkey and 
our own government to do the same. When 
the burden of the past is lifted, then the future 
is brighter. As long as Ankara engages in pre-
varication, equivocation and evasion, Turkey 
will exist under a cloud—not because of its 
past, but because of its refusal to address that 
past. And as long as we fail to do our duty in 
this country, in this Congress, we do not live 
up to our great name and our great heritage. 

I also call upon the distinguished Speaker of 
the House to allow us to vote on the Genocide 
Resolution. One hundred ten of my colleagues 
have cosponsored this resolution and I expect 
that it would pass overwhelmingly if given the 
chance, but we must do it soon, for with each 
year the events of 1915–1923 recede a bit 
more into the dark of history. 

Time, Mr. Speaker, is not on our side.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent for 1 additional minute. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair cannot recognize that unanimous 
consent request. The gentleman’s time 
has expired.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that I utilize the 5 min-
utes, that I am on the list, at this time. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

GEOTHERMAL ENERGY INITIATIVE 
ACT OF 2004 

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

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to bring to the atten-
tion of this Congress legislation that I 
have recently introduced. 

The Geothermal Energy Initiative of 
2004, H.R. 4094, is legislation that ad-
dresses a critically underdeveloped en-
ergy segment of our national renewable 
energy portfolio. The problem was 
cited in a January 2004 Associated 
Press article which stated that the 
Federal Government has a backlog of 
230 lease applications for the prospect 
of the utilization of geothermal energy. 

This Associated Press article also 
stated that the average age of an appli-
cation for the prospect of geothermal 
sites is 9 years. 

February 2004 supply projections 
from the American Gas Association 
show that natural gas supplies will re-
main tight into the foreseeable future 
and will result in continued high 
prices. The high cost of natural gas af-
fects electricity and home heating 
costs. 

In March of 2004, the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration’s 
climate monitoring laboratory re-
ported that carbon dioxide levels in our 
environment are rising at alarming 
rates. Carbon dioxide contributes to 
global warming that disrupts climate 
and causes seas to rise. 

The last national resource assess-
ment of geothermal sites in the United 
States was completed in 1978. There 
have been substantial improvements in 
technology and advances in geological 
sciences in the intervening 26 years. 

Clearly, there is a lack of resources 
and priority in the Department of the 
Interior concerning geothermal energy 
efforts. 

Now, in the current situation, most 
of our Nation’s geothermal power 

plants were built in the mid-1980s and 
early 1990s when our energy markets 
were searching for alternative energy 
investments. Unfortunately, since that 
time, there has been a significant de-
cline of focus on geothermal energy. 
Specifically, the Department of the In-
terior has steadily de-emphasized the 
geothermal energy program in the Bu-
reau of Land Management and the U.S. 
Geological Survey. 

We must restore that focus. I believe 
we have an important opportunity to 
reemphasize this vital energy sector 
and greatly enhance our Nation’s re-
newable energy portfolio. 

For example, the Bush administra-
tion has repeatedly championed the 
need to expand our renewable energy 
sources and to prioritize the develop-
ment of our country’s geothermal en-
ergy sources. 

Department of the Interior Secretary 
Gail Norton and Department of Energy 
Secretary Spencer Abraham have 
jointly stated their commitment to in-
creasing our energy security by ex-
panding the use of indigenous resources 
on Federal lands, while accelerating 
protection of the environment. 

That is not a true assessment as I see 
it, however. In fact, a 2003 report from 
the Department of Energy found that 
California, Nevada, New Mexico, Or-
egon, Utah, and Washington State have 
the greatest potential for quick devel-
opment of geothermal resources. Both 
those Secretaries, Norton and Abra-
ham, should look at this report. In 
fact, the study listed nine top sites in 
California and 10 in Nevada. 

Unfortunately, progress has not been 
made by either one of these depart-
ments. That is why I have introduced 
the Geothermal Energy Initiative of 
2004, so that Congress, this administra-
tion and States can all work in con-
cert. 

The Geothermal Energy Initiative 
Act of 2004 is straightforward legisla-
tion that will do the following: author-
ize the update of the 26-year-old na-
tional assessment of geothermal re-
source. Significant advances in energy 
development technology and advances 
in geological sciences need to be har-
nessed to better understand and man-
age our geothermal resources. 

We must provide financial incentives 
to encourage the development of geo-
thermal resources by expanding the 
production tax credit to include geo-
thermal resources. 

Direct the Federal land management 
agencies to responsibly consider geo-
thermal resources in their land use 
planning process. The initiative also 
provides direction to assist in stream-
lining the permit approval process. 

Provide provisions to defray costs as-
sociated with preparation of documents 
and analysis for compliance with Fed-
eral environmental protection regula-
tions. 

Speaking from a California perspec-
tive for a moment, the immediate ben-
efits of this initiative is the enormous 
positive impact that it will have on air 
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