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

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 19, 2004.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ToMm
LATHAM to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

———

PRAYER
The Reverend Pete Wall, Pastor,
Jackson Baptist Church, Sylvania,

Georgia, offered the following prayer:

Lord, I thank You that You allow me
the great privilege and opportunity to
speak to You, the King of Kings and
the Lord of Lords.

Lord, I know based on Your word
that You respond favorably to those
who obey You. Therefore, Lord, I ask
that even now You might deal with all
those in this House on the urgency of
that obedience. Lord, we as a Nation
face challenges in the days ahead, prob-
lems we have brought on ourselves be-
cause many have forgotten whose Na-
tion we are.

Lord, help all to understand that the
Earth does not just quake, that fires do
not just burn, that the storms do not
just show up, but that all are under the
control of You, an awesome God who
will be heard. Lord, that we might un-
derstand that it is not knowledge
which is the opinion of man but wis-
dom which is the gift of God that needs
to prevail here in this place this day
and every day. Convict those who so
foolishly overlook the guidance that
You so wonderfully and generously
offer. Deal with us now individually

and collectively, that our hearts’ desire
might be Your desire, that our will
might be given over to do Your will,
that we would only think and say and
do those things that we are led to do by
You. 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 Texas (Mr. BRADY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BRADY of Texas led the Pledge
of Allegiance 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.

————————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 923. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Investment Act of 1958 to allow certain
premier certified lenders to elect to main-
tain an alternative loss reserve.

H.R. 3104. An act to provide for the estab-
lishment of separate campaign medals to be
awarded to members of the uniformed serv-
ices who participate in Operation Enduring
Freedom and to members of the uniformed
services who participate in Operation Iraqi
Freedom.

————

WELCOMING THE REVEREND PETE
WALL
(Mr. BURNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
recognize the guest chaplain for today.
The Reverend Pete Wall is the pastor
of Jackson Baptist Church in rural
Screven County, Georgia. It is my
home church in my home community.
It was the church of my father and my
grandfather. It is just across the road
from our family farm. As my col-
leagues might imagine, this church and
the community that surrounds it has
been a guiding force in my life and is
dear to my heart.

We rarely call him ‘‘Reverend” at
home. It is just ‘‘Brother Pete.” Pete
Wall is a shepherd, both literally and
figuratively. He is widely known for his
knowledge of livestock, especially
sheep. But he is more widely known
and loved for his ministry to others.
Pete has a shepherd’s heart. He cares
for his flock. His homespun wisdom and
amazing storytelling ability easily
wins friends and disarms those who
might be put off by a more formal reli-
gion or a typical preacher. He has a
deep and abiding faith in Jesus Christ,
and he lives it every day. Pete readily
shares his faith with those who wish to
learn about a Christ-centered life, yet
he never forces his views on others.

Pete has been a Dblessing to our
church and our community for 7 years.
It has been a great joy in my life to
know him, his wife, Gina, and their
family.

Mr. Speaker, it is a great honor and
privilege to have the Reverend Pete
Wall as our guest chaplain today. He is
my pastor, he is my friend, but most
importantly he is my brother in Christ.

———

COURT MARTIAL OF SPECIALIST
JEREMY SIVITS

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, today
the United States proved that we are a
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Nation of laws and a Nation of justice.
In Baghdad, Army Specialist Jeremy
Sivits pleaded guilty to three charges
surrounding his mistreatment of pris-
oners in Abu Ghraib prison. The judge
in the case sentenced him to confine-
ment for 1 year, reduced his rank to
private, and gave him a dishonorable
discharge from the Army. Three other
soldiers have appeared for arraignment
of charges regarding their roles in
these incidents.

While the outrage over the abuses at
the prison are justified, I am hopeful,
Mr. Speaker, that we will see greater
justice for those murderers who com-
mitted the disgusting, vile act in the
killing of American civilian Nick Berg.
I hope the Iraqis and the Arab world re-
alize that law and justice are universal
values for all nations.

———

THE HEALTH OF THE AMERICAN
PEOPLE AND ECONOMY: WORSE
OFF UNDER BUSH

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
look back to the year 2000 and I see a
different country from the one we live
in today. In 2000, we entered a new cen-
tury having enjoyed a decade of un-
precedented economic growth. During
the 1990s we got our priorities together,
erased the Federal budget deficit, and
put in place the fiscal discipline that
created a $5.6 trillion surplus. That $5.6
trillion surplus gave us the ability to
tackle problems and ensure the sol-
vency of Social Security and Medicare.

The election of President Bush, how-
ever, ushered in a new era of misguided
priorities that have failed. Without a
doubt, our country is worse off now
than it was 4 years ago. We stand now,
this administration has taken that $5.6
trillion surplus and turned it into $4
trillion of red ink. Their insistence on
tax cuts we cannot afford has starved
our States, forcing them to cut count-
less services. We have lost 2.8 million
jobs, most of them in manufacturing.
Today, 44 million Americans are unin-
sured. We have an administration that
cuts people from overtime pay and pro-
hibits lifesaving stem cell research.

Mr. Speaker, this administration’s
track record shows a derailment. The
American people deserve a stable econ-
omy and a reliable health care system.

——

SENIORS BENEFIT FROM MEDI-
CARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG DIS-
COUNT CARD

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, since
May 3, the first day that seniors could
sign up for a Medicare prescription
drug discount card, I have had the op-
portunity to hold workshops at senior
centers in Smyrna, Cedartown, Rome,
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Cartersville, Talbotton, and
Thomaston, all cities in Georgia’s 11th
Congressional District.

Here is what I tell the people at these
town hall meetings: call 1-800-Medi-
care, everybody can do that, or visit
www.medicare.gov on the Web and find
out which card will save you the most
money and sign up ASAP. It is that
simple. All the naysayers want to con-
vince seniors that signing up for the
card is too confusing or will not save
them any money. I cannot think of any
reason why any senior should not sign
up for the card.

Beneficiaries with incomes of less
than $12,000 for an individual or $16,000
for a couple, they get $600 in addition
to the discount on the card. That is a
total of almost $20 million in addi-
tional help for 16,500 seniors in Geor-
gia’s 11th District for 2004 and 2005.

Yes, we have already seen the power
of market forces at work. The prices
are coming down, and it is not by gov-
ernment price controls. For seniors
who have struggled to buy drugs, they
certainly are better off now than they
were 4 years ago.

————

ARE WE BETTER OFF TODAY
THAN WE WERE 4 YEARS AGO?

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

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, are we bet-
ter off today than we were 4 years ago?
Let us look at the facts.

Three years ago, our country was
thriving. We were running on a $236 bil-
lion budget surplus and 22 million jobs
were created between 1992 and 2000.
However, today 9 million Americans
are out of work and 44 million Ameri-
cans are without health insurance. Gas
prices are at a 23-year high, and house-
hold income has decreased by almost
$1,500. We have the largest budget def-
icit ever for the second year in a row in
our Nation’s history. Our government
spends $900,000 more a minute than it
takes in, and it borrows $1.1 billion a
day. Corporate profits are up, but
wages for working families are down. It
is the most anemic growth since World
War II.

So are we better off today than we
were 4 years ago? I think it is easy to
see the answer is clearly ‘‘no.”

————

KERRY’'S NEW SLOGAN—ARE YOU
BETTER OFF NOW THAN 4 YEARS
AGO?

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
here they go again. Candidate KERRY
and the Democrats are trying to take a
page out of President Reagan’s hand-
book. Unfortunately, for the taxpayers,
it is not a page dealing with tax relief.
KERRY’s consultants are telling Demo-
crats to ask this question: Are you bet-
ter off now than you were 4 years ago?
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Four years ago under a different ad-
ministration, this Nation slept while al
Qaeda plotted. We were deceived by a
hollow technology bubble. Our seniors
had no assistance with prescription
drugs. And 4 years ago, Americans paid
a marriage tax, a death tax, an estate
tax, and across the board Americans
paid higher income taxes.

President Bush has led us through
some of the most challenging times in
our Nation’s history. Our economy is
growing hundreds of thousands of jobs
each month. More Americans are work-
ing than ever. More Americans own a
home than ever. Our Armed Forces
have terrorists on the run.

In Candidate KERRY’s world, we
would treat terrorism as a law enforce-
ment issue. Mr. Speaker, I think those
advisers need to go back to the drawing
board.

———
ECONOMIC INDICATOR?

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, on
April 24, President Bush visited the
Timken Company, a plant in Canton,
Ohio. He touted there his economic
program and his tax cuts. Just the
other day in Timken, Ohio, they closed
the plant, firing 1,300 employees.

The President went on to say on his
visit that his tax cut would end the
double taxation of stock dividends
which would mean, and I quote the
President, ‘‘companies like Timken
have got a better capacity to expand,
more jobs.” He went on to say, ‘“We
can do whatever it takes to overcome
the obstacles in our way. I know you’re
optimistic about the future of this
company.”’

Three tax cuts, $3 trillion in debt, 3
more million Americans without jobs, 3
more million Americans in poverty
since he has been President, and 43 mil-
lion uninsured Americans. I am not
sure we can afford this much progress
in America. After announcing his tax
cut in Timken, Ohio, the other day,
just 2 days ago, the executive closed
the plant firing 1,300 workers.

We can do better. There is a new di-
rection in America that puts working
families at the center of our economic
policies rather than dividend tax cuts
for contributors who support the Presi-
dent’s reelection.

———

MESSAGE TO TROOPS: WE ARE
WITH YOU

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

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
the Abu Ghraib prison guards in Iraq
betrayed their fellow soldiers and our
Nation with their indefensible acts.
But this past week in Washington
watching some Members of the House
and Senate exploit this behavior to de-
grade our entire military and just
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score political points, I believe they be-
tray our troops as well.

It is never wrong to seek the truth,
and we will find it in Abu Ghraib. But
let us not make a bad situation worse
with ill-chosen words and broad accu-
sations. I reject the claim that
“Saddam’s torture chambers reopened
under new management, U.S. manage-
ment.” I reject those who malign the
character of our entire military. And I
reject those around the world who
clamor that the prison guards reform
the values of America, our soldiers, or
our President. They are wrong.

The real truth is that over 130,000
American fighting men and women en-
danger their own lives in Iraq each day.
They serve far from the comfort of
their families for long periods of time.
The rest of the world should be down
on its knees every night thanking
them for it. We are.

I have a message for our troops: Ig-
nore the blowhards in Washington. Do
not listen to the national media. You
are good and decent people fighting for
our freedom and security. Your friends
and families know this. America knows
this. We are with you.

———
O 1015
LOWER GAS PRICES NOW

(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, I rise
today to call on this administration to
take action now to reduce the price of
gasoline in this country. Across my
district folks are suffering painfully
from the skyrocketing fuel costs to
record levels. Yet this administration
has failed to provide relief.

Last month, OPEC cut production of
crude oil by 2 million barrels, and the
national average price for a gallon of
gasoline has risen to more than $2 a
gallon. Yet the administration has
done nothing to get OPEC to open the
spigots back up.

North Carolina’s economy is hurting.
A truck driver approached me at
church on Sunday and complained that
his business is suffering because of the
record high fuel prices. These gas
prices will make the administration’s
record on job growth even worse while
the big 0il companies laugh all the way
to the bank.

First quarter profits for Conoco-Phil-
lips went up 44 percent. Exxon-Mobil
reported a 125 percent increase. Chev-
ron-Texaco hit a gusher with a 294 per-
cent increase.

Mr. Speaker, I call on the White
House and the administration to get to
work, to get OPEC and the big oil com-
panies to lower gas prices now.

———

BIPARTISAN PROBLEM SOLVING
NEEDED

(Mr. SHAW 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. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I have to
address the previous speaker regarding
the price of energy and the shortage of
energy that is claimed throughout the
world. I think it is important that all
of us realize that for the gentleman
from Massachusetts, the candidate for
President of the United States in the
other party, to go and complain about
fuel prices is like the kids that kill
their parents and then claim that they
are orphans and should be given special
treatment. That is absolutely absurd.

When the Senate blocked the energy
bill, it blocked the administration’s
plan to have an energy bill, an energy
bill for this country. It is time that we
stop the rhetoric, we stop the bipar-
tisan quibbling. Republicans and
Democrats are paying too much for
fuel. We need an energy policy in this
country, and the first step was the en-
ergy bill that stalled over in the other
body. It is time for us to work together
to solve problems instead of just cre-
ating them.

———

HEALTH CARE IS NOT BETTER
OFF

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

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have a
question for the audience here today.

Are we better off now than when
President Bush took office? When you
look at health care it certainly does
not look like it.

Since President Bush took office an
additional 3.8 million Americans are
uninsured, and for Americans lucky
enough to have health insurance, their
premiums have increased by almost 50
percent since President Bush took of-
fice. In fact, total family premiums
have risen more than $2,700 in 4 years,
a rate four times as fast as workers’
salaries. This is basically a tax in-
crease on the middle class. It is hard to
be healthy when you have to choose be-
tween paying rent and going to the
doctor.

This is a real crisis. It has real con-
sequence. Eighteen thousand people die
prematurely each year because they do
not have health insurance. And how do
the administration and the Repub-
licans running the Congress respond?
With special interest proposals like
tort reform, health savings account
and association health plans.

These proposals will not lower health
care costs. We are not better off in
these last 4 years.

———

USER FRIENDLY MEDICARE DRUG
CARD

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, there is
no question in my mind that the avail-
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ability of the Medicare prescription
drug discount card this June is going
to have a dramatic influence on the
cost of prescription drugs in this coun-
try. For the first time, seniors are
going to have an open and transparent
market; and we have seen in the last 3
weeks how this has brought the price
of medications down with people being
able to be compare for the first time,
go to a database on the Internet and
compare drug prices for themselves.

1-800-Medicare, that the gentleman
from Georgia pointed out, or
www.Medicare.gov can take you
through the process. I have done it my-
self. It is easy. It is simple. It is self-ex-
planatory. Simplicity and efficiency
are the keys to bringing the cost down
in this market.

Liability reform is not a special in-
terest reform. It affects everyone in
this country. The embedded costs of 1li-
ability in the medical justice system in
this country and the results of defen-
sive medicine that we all pay for cost
the Medicare system $50 billion a year.

————
BROKEN PROMISES TO STUDENTS

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, are families and college
students better off than they were 4
years ago? Not when it comes to being
able to afford a higher education.

In the year 2000, when candidate
George Bush said we should make the
path to college open for all, that was
his promise. Four years later that path
is covered in weeds and broken prom-
ises, and President Bush and the Re-
publicans must accept responsibility
for their failed leadership in this area.

Since 2001 a 4-year public college tui-
tion has increased by almost 30 per-
cent. How has President Bush re-
sponded? Each year, he broke his prom-
ise to provide a $5,100 maximum Pell
grant to all first-year college students.
In fact, the Pell grant this year is
worth $5600 less than it was 30 years
ago, and the President’s 2005 budget
eliminates Pell grants from 95,000 de-
serving students who need that money
to pursue a higher education.

Now the Republicans are rubber-
stamping the President’s legislation
that would force the typical student
borrower to pay $5,600 more for their
student loan than they currently do. I
do not think those students believe
they are better off than they were 4
years ago.

———
HONORING MARO K. ROGERS

(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, this week, one of South Caro-
lina’s most beloved educators will re-
tire after 41 years. Maro K. Rogers has
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been teaching at the Little Red School-
house kindergarten since 1963, and has
personally taught around 1,500 students
in the community of Lexington, South
Carolina. Maro and her husband, Hugh
Rogers, a former mayor of Lexington,
built the schoolhouse in their own back
yard where it stands today.

Maro has taught the essentials of
learning to three generations of chil-
dren. Students learned their ABCs,
sang songs, listened to Mrs. Rogers
read stories, and took fields trips
throughout the midlands of South
Carolina for first-hand education.

Maro Rogers, a native of Baghdad,
Iraq, of Armenian heritage, stands as a
shining example of how one dedicated
teacher can make a dramatic impact in
the lives of our children. I ask all of
my colleagues to join me in thanking
Maro Rogers for her service to South
Carolina’s youngest students.

In conclusion, may God bless our
troops and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11.

———
REFORM HEALTH CARE

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, like
the economy the war and the United
States’ credibility around the world,
health care is another casualty of the
Bush administration.

Today, nearly 44 million Americans
are without health insurance. The vast
majority of those people live in house-
holds where someone is working full
time. The cost to cover the uninsured
is about 5 months’ worth of the war in
Iraq. Meanwhile, Americans who have
health insurance are being forced to
pay more than ever before. And the ad-
ministration wants to shift even more
of the burden to every American under
the guise of reform.

A new study by researchers at Oregon
Health and Science University put it
bluntly, ‘“We spend much more than
any other industrialized country in the
world on a per capita basis and we get
much less in return.”

Health care is a crisis that demands
real leadership and real solutions. So
health care will remain a crisis as long
as the administration remains in of-
fice. The 2nd of November cannot come
soon enough for Americans without
health insurance.

———
BE HONEST TO OUR SENIORS

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

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Speaker, it has
been 6 months since President Bush
signed the historic Medicare prescrip-
tion drug bill into law, and although
the ink is hardly dry, there has been a
steady campaign of misinformation by
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle.
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They say that these cards will not
work, that they are too confusing, that
they will not actually save seniors
money. Mr. Speaker, the verdict is in.
Medicare’s new drug discount cards
will save seniors money. In many in-
stances, seniors will save hundreds, if
not thousands of dollars.

For example, a senior living in Wheat
Ridge, Colorado, my district, who
takes three commonly prescribed drugs
for seniors, Zocor, Nexium, and
Fosamax, can save $1,365 per year on
their prescription drugs. I have done
the math. That is money you can take
to the bank, pay the rent or give to the
grandkids.

The false accusations and scare tac-
tics used by the political opponents of
the prescription drug cards reminds me
of something my mother used to say,
“If ifs and buts were candy and nuts,
we would all have a merry Christmas.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, these seniors do
not deserve to be lied to. They deserve
the truth and they deserve a prescrip-
tion drug card that will save them
money.

———

LOAD THE WAGON

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

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, as I listen
to the retorts from the other side, I
think they must have adopted that
great Republican philosophy that has
kind of come back here recently, ‘“‘Do
not worry about the mule going blind,
just load the wagon.”” And that sure is
what we are doing right now: loading
the wagon for our children and grand-
children.

I hear them talking about drug cards.
You just call that 800 number and see
what happens. Nothing. It is just like
the drug card. You get nothing. It is
another way to trick people.

We are going to be asked this week to
raise the debt ceiling again, by $700 bil-
lion, and to put our children again
deeper and deeper and deeper in debt. It
is insane to continue to do this to the
next generations. If we are doing so
frazzling good, then how come we are
broke? I just do not understand that.

I hear them get up here every day
and talk about how good things are. It
is time to do the right thing.

MEDICARE CARD PROVIDES
GREAT SAVINGS

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, seniors
throughout West Virginia are learning
about potential savings on their pre-
scriptions because of recent reforms to
Medicare. No matter what critics may
say, it is very easy to find out informa-
tion about the new prescription drug
card. Just ask Ann Brown, one of my
constituents.
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I worked with Ann. We went on line
together. And she was able to see very
easily what her savings would be by
going onto the Medicare.gov website.

But Ann is not alone. A senior living
in Charleston, West Virginia in a 25304
zip code who takes Fosamax for
osteoporosis, Zocor for cholesterol, and
Nexium for acid reflux can save $170 a
month by using a Medicare-endorsed
cards, which is a savings of over $2,000
a year. That is a real savings.

Why are they saving? Because the
competition and buying power of over
40 million seniors across the country is
driving down the cost of prescriptions.

Beginning on June 1, seniors will
begin to realize these significant sav-
ings, and through the Medicare-en-
dorsed prescription drug card, they will
see that this benefit is significant,
meaningful and hits the bottom line.

——

WE NEED A POLICY CHANGE

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

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, when
the national Republican Party took us
to war in Iraq, the average price of gas-
oline across the country was $1.40 cents
a gallon, and we were told that the cost
of the war in Iraq would be negligible
because it would be paid for by the oil
in Iraq.

Now, 14 months later, the price of
gasoline in America is more than $2 a
gallon and the war in Iraq is costing us
$200 billion. The Republican energy
plan is to increase our dependence on
foreign oil. Their plan for Iraq is more
of the same.

With, now, almost 800 American serv-
icemen and -women dead, 4,000 injured,
it is quite obvious we need a different
policy and a different leadership. It is
time for a change.

———

PRESCRIPTION DRUG CARD A
BENEFIT

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

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. On
May 3, 2004, constituents of the First
Congressional District of South Caro-
lina began signing up for their new
Medicare discount card. The enroll-
ment fee for the discount card will
range from zero to $30 per eligible per-
son.

The discount card will save the sen-
iors and disabled Medicare bene-
ficiaries of my district between 10 and
25 percent off the retail price of most
drugs. In addition to the discounts,
seniors whose income is below $12,569
for individuals and $16,862 for married
couples may qualify for an additional
$600 credit to cover the full cost of
their prescription.

Military retirees can now enroll in
Medicare Part B without a late enroll-
ment penalty through December 31,
2004.
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Many seniors and disabled Medicare
recipients have been waiting a long
time for Medicare prescription drug
coverage. I am proud that this Con-
gress has answered their call.

O 1030

This discount card is just the begin-
ning of more health care options and a
greater quality of life for our seniors.

——————

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE SHOULD
HOLD HIMSELF ACCOUNTABLE

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, this morning one of the mili-
tary personnel whose actions were con-
sidered part of the horrific acts in the
Iraqi prison stands for his court-mar-
tial. The words offered were a deep
apology as members of his community
indicated his service to his community,
the kind of human being he was and to
them still remains.

The reason why I rise is because his
indictment and court-martial today
does not in any way take away the ul-
timate responsibility all the way to the
Secretary of Defense. Nothing I have
heard from the Secretary of Defense
commends me to believe that he should
not go, and he frankly should hold him-
self accountable for the lack of proce-
dures and lack of training and the lack
of training given to these enlisted Na-
tional Guard and others who came
there without training, without re-
sources, despite the fact that we all
should know right from wrong.

Today, with the Defense authoriza-
tion bill, nothing in the bill speaks to
this issue; and this bill is wracked with
problems because it does not address
the tragedy in Iraq.

——————

WE ARE BETTER OFF NOW THAN
FOUR YEARS AGO

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, it really is
a very good question posed frequently
on the House floor today, Are we better
off today than we were 4 years ago? Let
us think.

Four years ago, we had a morally dis-
graced President in the United States
of America in the Oval Office. Today
we have a man of integrity, of virtue,
of principle, of purpose.

Four years ago, the terrorists
planned their attacks against America
and our allies. Today, America attacks
the terrorists while they cower in the
mountains of Pakistan.

Four years ago, Saddam Hussein
amassed weapons of mass destruction,
the Taliban was in power, and Libya
had a WMD program. Today, the
Taliban is gone. Saddam Hussein is in
a cell. We have found pieces of his
WMDs, and Libya has ended its pro-
gram.
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Four years ago, the Clinton recession
took hold. Today, last month, 300,000
new jobs.

Four years ago, partial birth abor-
tion was legal in America. Today, that
moral horror has ended.

We are better off today than we were
4 years ago.

———

PEOPLE IN THE 32ND CONGRES-
SIONAL DISTRICT ARE NOT BET-
TER OFF THAN FOUR YEARS
AGO

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

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask, Are
we better off now than we were 4 years
ago? Unfortunately, for people that I
represent in the 32nd Congressional
District, including the San Gabriel
Valley in East Los Angeles, it is a re-
sounding ‘‘no.”

Nearly 20,000 people have lost jobs in
my district. Unemployment has hov-
ered from 9 to 10 percent for 3 chronic
years. Thirty-three percent of the peo-
ple I represent have no health insur-
ance, and a good number of those peo-
ple are young children under the age of
six.

Yet the House Republican leadership
continues to push for wealthy families’
tax breaks.

This week, the House will vote on a
bill that would provide new tax breaks
to rich families earning over $309,000 a
year. Most of the people in my district
do not make that much. They actually
make anywhere around 20 and $10,000 a
yvear. People making $10,000 a year
would get nothing in this tax break,
$150 at the most, compared to those at
the very wealthy end who will get more
money.

We need to do better, and our folks
are not better off now. Four years ago
they were.

———

LAW  ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES
ACT TO STAMP OUT PEER-TO-
PEER CHILD PORN

(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, on Friday
several Federal agencies announced a
national law enforcement initiative
aimed at combating the growing vol-
ume of illegal child pornography dis-
tributed through peer-to-peer file trad-
ing networks.

Since last fall, the effort has resulted
in hundreds of searches nationwide, the
identification of thousands of com-
puters used to traffic in child pornog-
raphy, and the arrest of more than 65
individuals.

This action should be commended
and further action encouraged, but Fri-
day’s announcement is a disturbing
confirmation that peer-to-peer pro-
grams are being manipulated. They are
becoming an ever-more dangerous plat-
form used by child predators, some
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convicted child molesters, to attack
kids.

Parents need the ability to protect
their kids before they are harmed by
cyberpredators using peer-to-peer soft-
ware. H.R. 2885 would give parents the
tools and help parents prevent this
from happening in the first place. I
urge support.

———
DISCOUNT DRUG CARD IS A FARCE

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened to my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side talk about the discount drug
card, so-called, that goes into effect
June 1. It is such a farce.

First of all, there is no drug benefit.
We all know that. They have postponed
that to sometime 2 years from now, in
2006, when you will actually have to
put out more money than the benefit
you would get, so nobody would sign up
for it anyway. But what a farce these
cards are.

In my district in New Jersey, you can
already get most of these cards. You do
not even need to go through the Fed-
eral Government.

In addition to that, if you look on
this Web site and it shows you that
there is a lower price, well, if you look
and compare with other Internet sites,
the prices are usually lower in other
Internet sites. You do not even need
the drug card.

In addition to that, the price can
change. Whatever price is on that Web
site, a week later they can change the
price and simply raise it.

In addition, my constituents have
been complaining about how they go to
a particular pharmacy, they will not
even take the card.

I have never seen so much chaos.
Seniors are disgusted by this proposal.
It is just a bureaucratic nightmare. It
gives them no discount whatsoever and
no benefit.

———

REGULATORY BURDEN ON SMALL
BUSINESSES

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

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, as a
former small businessman, I rise today
in support of Republican efforts this
week to reduce the regulatory burden
on small businesses, the job engine of
this country.

I know firsthand that the Federal
regulatory burden strangles small busi-
ness in America and keeps American-
owned businesses from creating more
jobs. In the year 2000, the estimated
total regulatory burden in America
was a job-crushing $843 billion. Along
with high rates of taxation, which
Democrats want to raise even further,
nothing stifles job creation in America
like the heavy hand of bureaucratic
regulation.
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Small businesses that employ fewer
than 20 employees pay almost $7,000 a
year in regulatory costs per employee.
Instead of using these funds to create
new jobs, pay higher salaries or fund
new or expanded health care benefits,
small business owners are forced to pay
to comply with too many inflexible and
Draconian Federal regulations.

Democrats are working hard to make
bureaucrats more powerful. Mr. Speak-
er, Republicans are working hard to
make American companies more com-
petitive.

————————

CALLING FOR RESIGNATION OF
SECRETARY RUMSFELD

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

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I regret
to come here this morning to again call
for the resignation of the Secretary of
Defense, Donald Rumsfeld. The pic-
tures, the videos that continue of our
troops humiliating prisoners in Abu
Ghraib and the acts of retaliation by
Iraqi militants, the graphic accounts of
sexual and physical abuse that go on
and on and on, this is not about the
failure of some rogue elements in the
military. Quite the contrary.

It is a part of the total failure of
leadership at our highest levels, and I
refer my colleagues to The New Yorker
magazine article by the distinguished
investigative journalist Seymour
Hersh.

———

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUGS

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

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, relief from skyrocketing prescrip-
tion drug prices is finally on its way.

Beginning in June, Alabama seniors
previously without prescription drug
coverage should begin to see savings of
between 10 and 25 percent on their
medications. For example, seniors who
previously paid $100 per month for one
prescription could now pay as little as
$75 per month under this new 100 per-
cent voluntary plan. These same sen-
iors could now see savings of up to $300
per year just on this one medication;
and for low-income seniors, even more
help is on the way.

Thanks to a $600-per-month credit,
21,400 seniors in my congressional dis-
trict should see an additional assist-
ance with their drug bills. What is
more, Alabama seniors will soon be eli-
gible for important new features like
diabetes screening and a free welcome-
to-Medicare physical.

The legislation makes important new
investments in our rural hospitals and
clinics as well. These investments will
help improve the health for all of our
seniors, as well as all of our families
and children.
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TIME TO HELP SENIORS FIGURE
OUT WHAT BENEFIT IS BEST
FOR THEM

(Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, on the first day that seniors
could sign up for prescription drug
cards, the discount cards, I went to the
Barelas Senior Center, and I sat down
at one of the tables at lunchtime and
chatted with a little lady and started
talking about this new card that would
be available.

She say, oh, I already know; I talked
to AARP and I already have my card.
She pulled it out of her wallet and she
showed me, and it had the Medicare
sign on it. She said, I asked the lady
and I tried to use it, and I did on Satur-
day, and they let me use it, and I saved
$7.

It is not too hard for people to under-
stand what these prescription drug
cards will do for them; and when I
talked to more people at the Barelas
Senior Center, they were very inter-
ested in the $600 that can be added to
that debit-like card to help them with
the cost of their drugs.

It is time to put aside the bickering
and help seniors figure out which ben-
efit is the best for them so that they
can afford their prescription drugs.

BETTER HEARING AND SPEECH
MONTH

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

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the month of
May as Better Hearing and Speech
Month.

I am one of 2 million Americans who
have experienced a hearing loss person-
ally, but my hearing loss was the re-
sult of a birth defect as an illness that
took place early in my life, and there
are many who need help as a result of
this.

Today, we are exposed to harmful
levels of toxic noise in our environ-
ment and must be aware of these harm-
ful sounds and do our best to protect
ourselves from them so that we can
avoid problems in the future.

One-third of our seniors have hearing
loss. Righty percent of these seniors
have not sought treatment, and 75 per-
cent of those needing hearing aids do
not have them.

Left untreated, hearing loss leads to
isolation, depression, and dangerous
situations.

I introduced the Hearing Health Ac-
cessibility Act, H.R. 2821, to give sen-
iors direct access to audiologists under
Medicare. This would provide effective
care for our seniors with hearing loss
because hearing aids are expensive, and
most insurance companies do not cover
them.

I have also introduced the Hearing
Aid Assistance Tax Credit, H.R. 3103.
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This $600 tax credit would be available
once every 5 years to children and
those over 55.

I encourage my colleagues to cospon-
sor these initiatives.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON S.
CON. RES. 95, CONCURRENT RES-
OLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2005

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 649 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 649

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the concur-
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 95) setting forth
the congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2005 and
including the appropriate budgetary levels
for fiscal years 2006 through 2009. All points
of order against the conference report and
against its consideration are waived. The
conference report shall be considered as
read. The conference report shall be debat-
able for one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Budget.

SEC. 2. (a) Upon adoption in the House of
the conference report to accompany Senate
Concurrent Resolution 95, and until a con-
current resolution on the budget for fiscal
year 2005 has been adopted by the Congress—

(1) the provisions of the conference report
and its joint explanatory statement shall
have force and effect in the House; and

(2) for purposes of title III of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, the conference re-
port shall be considered adopted by the Con-
gress.

(b) Nothing in this section may be con-
strued to engage rule XXVII.

SEC. 3. The House being in possession of
the official papers, the managers on the part
of the House at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on H.R. 2660
shall be, and they are hereby, discharged to
the end that H.R. 2660 and its accompanying
papers, be, and they are hereby, laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS) is recognized for
1 hour.

0 1045

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for purposes of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, House Resolution 649 waives
all points of order against the con-
ference report to accompany S. Con.
Res. 95, the concurrent resolution on
the budget for fiscal year 2005, and its
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consideration. The rule provides that
the conference report shall be consid-
ered read and provides 1 hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Budget.

Section 2 of the rule provides that
upon adoption in the House of the con-
ference report, and until a concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year
2005 has been adopted by Congress, the
provisions of the conference report and
its joint explanatory statement shall
have force and effect in the House.

The rule provides that for the pur-
poses of title III of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, the conference re-
port shall be considered for the pur-
poses of the House to have been adopt-
ed by the Congress. The rule provides
that nothing in section 2 may be con-
strued to engage rule XXVII.

Section 3 of the rule provides that
the conferees of the House on H.R. 2660,
shall be, and they are hereby, dis-
charged and that H.R. 2660 and its ac-
companying papers be, and are hereby,
laid upon the table.

This conference report adheres to the
principal goals of the House-passed
budget, Mr. Speaker, strengthening
America, growing our economy, and
continuing our Nation’s long history as
a land of opportunity. This budget pro-
vides for increased funding to help se-
cure America’s borders, defend against
biological attacks, protect our critical
infrastructure, and to prepare first re-
sponders. It takes a comprehensive and
responsible approach to protecting our
Nation, winning the war on terror, and
preparing us for future security needs
and challenges.

Mr. Speaker, our economy is grow-
ing. It is headed in the right direction.
By avoiding tax increases and pro-
tecting the child tax credit, relief from
the marriage penalty, and tax relief for
lower-income workers, this budget con-
tinues the policies that are helping to
grow our economy. The budget also
provides for full funding of Medicare so
that seniors can get help paying for
their prescription drugs for the first
time ever.

It also includes a $3.3 billion increase
in budget authority for education to
accommodate increases in programs
like Pell Grants, special education, and
Title I. And it provides for the full
funding of No Child Left Behind.

Mr. Speaker, it helps us keep prom-
ises to our veterans by providing an ad-
ditional $1.2 billion over the Presi-
dent’s requested increase for veterans’
health care.

The budget provides for these prior-
ities and puts us on track to cut the
deficit in 4 years, with deficits declin-
ing each and every year, and this is ac-
complished without raising taxes on
the American people.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Committee on the Budget, I would like
to congratulate the chairman of that
committee, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. NUSSLE), and the conferees for
producing a budget that is focused on
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securing America, creating jobs, and
responsibly planning for the future. I
encourage, therefore, my colleagues to
support both the rule, H.R. 649, and the
underlying bill.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 minutes, and I want to thank
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, since
this mammoth budget was made avail-
able to Members of this House only a
couple of hours ago, it is difficult to
know exactly what goodies and gim-
micks are hidden inside of it. We know
enough, however, to know that this Re-
publican budget is bad for the econ-
omy, bad for American working fami-
lies, and bad for the future of this
country.

Two months ago, the Republican
leadership proposed a budget resolution
that had tax cuts that were not paid
for and slashed Medicaid by $2 billion.
On top of that, that budget did not in-
clude any legitimate plan for bringing
our country out of the skyrocketing,
record deficits, deficits made worse by
the policies of this President and this
Republican Congress. That budget reso-
lution passed by only three votes.

And now the Republican leadership
wants the House to consider a con-
ference report that they claim is very
similar to that bill.

Mr. Speaker, that budget was bad
then and it is bad now.

This conference report continues the
Republican pattern of fiscal mis-
management. Contrary to their claims,
this conference report is only a l-year
budget.

Now, we used to consider 10-year
budgets so we could fully assess the
consequences of our fiscal actions.
Then the Republican leadership
changed the budgets to 5 years, so they
could better mask the long-term im-
pact of their misguided policies. And
now we are considering 1-year budgets.
What is next, 6-month budgets? 1-week
budgets? How about a budget for the
next 5 minutes?

This is the worst kind of shell game.
It is a gimmick, a smoke screen that
the American people will see right
through.

It is time the Republicans in this
body face the facts. They squandered a
$6 trillion surplus, turning it into an
almost $3 trillion deficit. This is the
most fiscally irresponsible congres-
sional leadership and administration in
the history of the United States of
America, and now they are seeking to
make it worse by continuing to extend
tax cuts that are not paid for.

Now, my grandfather always told me,
you cannot dig your way out of a hole,
and that is exactly where we are today,
in a fiscal hole. Extending these var-
ious tax cuts without paying for them
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may make for good press releases, but
it is lousy fiscal policy.

And I do not know if my colleagues
are aware of the inclusion of the
Hastert Rule in this conference report.
The Hastert Rule allows this body to
raise the debt limit, also known as the
national debt, without a direct vote by
the Members of this House. In other
words, Mr. Speaker, we busted our
credit limit and we are giving ourselves
an increase without even having the
decency of taking responsibility for it.
And guess what? We are sending the
bill to our kids and our grandkids.
That is wrong.

It is important for my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to know that a
vote for this conference report is a vote
to increase the debt. A ‘‘yes’” vote will
raise the debt over the $8 trillion level
for the first time in American history.
Now, I hope Members will think long
and hard about what kind of future we
are creating for our Kkids and
grandkids.

I believe that we have a responsi-
bility to vote up or down on increasing
the debt. Burying this debt increase in
the conference report shirks the re-
sponsibility of the Members of this
House.

You know, my Republican friends al-
ways complain about protectionists,
but this conference report is one of the
most protectionist things I have ever
seen. But instead of protecting jobs, it
protects politically vulnerable Repub-
licans from being forced to vote up or
down on increasing the national debt.
It protects the Republicans from hav-
ing to pay for their tax cuts.

And one other thing: As if the poli-
cies in this conference report were not
bad enough, the Republican leadership
added a provision to this rule that
closes the conference on the fiscal year
2004 Labor, HHS, and Education bill.
My colleagues and many Americans
may be asking themselves, is that bill
not already law?

Well, the truth is, the provisions that
make up the FY 2004 Labor, HHS, and
Education appropriations bill were in-
cluded in the omnibus appropriations
bill signed into law early this year. But
the conference report on that bill was
never formally closed. Under the rules
of the House, Members of the majority
and minority can still offer motions to
instruct. My good friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE
MILLER), has attempted to do just that
several times over the past couple of
weeks.

Now, adoption of this rule today will
formally close the conference, meaning
that no Member can instruct conferees
on any issue. The motions to instruct
by the gentleman from California have
focused on the administration’s over-
time policies. It is clear that the Re-
publican leadership is scared to death
of talking about the Bush administra-
tion’s misguided plan to take away
overtime pay for millions of American
workers. The purpose of this section in
the rule is to muzzle the gentleman
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from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER)
and any other Members who attempt to
bring this important issue to the atten-
tion of the House and to the American
people.

Why is this leadership so afraid of
open and fair debate?

Mr. Speaker, this is a bad rule and it
is a bad conference report, and I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on the rule.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute to re-
spond to a couple of points.

The gentleman correctly pointed out
that within this rule there is the provi-
sion that the debt limit will be raised.
I think most people in this body recog-
nize that.

I mean, after all, we inherited 4 years
ago a recession, then 9/11 happened, and
we certainly had to fund the war on
terror and all of those efforts, and that
took more money than we had. In fact,
in every budget that we considered on
the floor, the other side acknowledged
that we had to raise the debt limit.

So, yes, if this is passed, and if the
Senate passes this conference report,
the debt limit will have been raised.
However, if the Senate does not act on
this, then we will have another oppor-
tunity to look at that debt limit in a
different manner.

I just wanted to make that clarifica-
tion.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
6 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), the ranking
Democrat on the Committee on the
Budget.

(Mr. SPRATT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, at 6:20
a.m. this morning, this budget resolu-
tion, the conference report, so-called,
was filed. At 7:15 a.m., it was before the
Committee on Rules. No one outside
the actual drafters of the legislation
had had any time to look at its con-
tents.

It only applies to $2.3 trillion of
spending authority. Some way to run a
railroad.

And now, when the bill comes before
the House, it comes because the rules
of the House require a 1-day layover for
a rule, so that we have a little time at
least and not get surprised with provi-
sions that we did not see on quick no-
tice. That was overturned by meeting
early this morning, adjourning and
meeting again and deeming 1 day to
have expired. So this budget resolution
comes to us under sham circumstances.

You have to ask why? Why should
something of this gravity, of this im-
portance to the fiscal policy of this
country come to us under these cir-
cumstances? And there is only one an-
swer I can give you. It will not stand
scrutiny. It simply will not stand scru-
tiny.

The Budget Act calls for spending in
major functions of the budget, about 19
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all together, and it calls for revenues,
and it calls for those expenditures and
revenues to be taken function by func-
tion and spread out, projected out over
a period of 5 years. This budget resolu-
tion has real numbers for only 1 year.
It is not extended out with real num-
bers. It has plugged numbers, but not
real numbers. For only 1 year are there
real numbers.

For the first time in 20 years, we will
take up today, if this rule passes, a
budget resolution that does not con-
tain a 5-year run-out of the spending
levels that we are approving.

In addition, when we set out with
this budget, it was recognized that
there were some budget process rules
we adopted in the 1990s that worked
and had a profound effect on our abil-
ity to move the budget from a deficit of
$290 billion to a surplus of $236 billion
in the year 2000. One of those rules was
the so-called PAYGO rule which says,
if you want to cut taxes and you have
a deficit, you have to offset the cut in
taxes with an increase elsewhere, or at
least with a cut in entitlement spend-
ing that is commensurate to your tax
revenue cut.

That rule no longer applies because it
has legislatively expired. We have tried
and tried to restore that rule so that
we can put some discipline, some
starch into the process here in the
House, and we have not succeeded be-
cause of opposition on the other side.

What we now get in this so-called
budget resolution is an extension of the
PAYGO bill, the PAYGO rule for 1 year
that applies in one House. It will not
apply here in the House of Representa-
tives. That means all sorts of tax cuts
can still originate in the House of Rep-
resentatives, will not be subject to a
PAYGO point of order, can be sent to
the Senate; there they may be defeated
on 60-vote PAYGO point of order, but
otherwise we have a crippled, broken-
down PAYGO rule that applies for only
1 year.

When you read this bill, this resolu-
tion, and see what little it contains,
you have to ask yourself, why bring it
up at all? If you are not going to com-
ply with the Budget Act, if you are not
going to give 5-year extensions, if you
are not going to use real numbers, if
you are not going to extend PAYGO,
why bring it up at all? Well, it does a
couple of things. It allows you to claim
that you are doing a budget resolution
without doing the single most impor-
tant objective in a budget resolution,
and that is laying down a plan for eras-
ing this huge deficit we have.
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Members should understand that if
they vote for this budget resolution,
they will be voting to have a deficit
next year of $367 billion by the calcula-
tion of my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle. That includes an offset in
Social Security. If they wipe out the
offset in Social Security, the total def-
icit would be $541 billion.

And guess what, because of deficits
we have sustained every year, we are
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right up against the statutory ceiling
for the national debt. It has to be
raised and raised soon, or we will bump
the ceiling again. And guess what, if
Members vote for this resolution, bur-
ied under all of these plug numbers,
these phony numbers, buried under
them is a critically important feature
and that is it will indirectly trigger an
increase in the debt ceiling. At least
with respect to the House of Represent-
atives, we will be deemed to have voted
for an increase in the debt ceiling of
$690 billion. I am putting Members on
notice of that.

So Members who vote for this resolu-
tion should know there is a critical
working component of it and Members
will vote to raise the debt ceiling by
$690 billion to $8.1 trillion.

So in a thumbnail, here is what you
will be voting for when you vote for
this sham resolution: First, Members
will vote to raise the deficit to $5641 bil-
lion without Social Security, for $367
billion including Social Security, add
$25 billion more in supplementals for
defense, and we are right back up to a
$400 billion deficit.

Members will not be voting for any
plan in process, any solution to the def-
icit, but will be putting us on a path,
according to the Congressional Budget
Office, of accumulating, and this is
their number, $5.132 trillion over the
next 10 fiscal years.

That is what Members will be voting
for if they vote for this resolution. It
would be better that we vote down this
resolution, send the conferees back to
conference and tell them to do what
the Budget Act requires them to do and
tell them to get a handle on the deficit
and put our fiscal house in order. Vote
against the rule.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER).

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, for all of the reasons
mentioned by the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) and the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT), not only does this budget res-
olution graphically demonstrate the
incompetency of the Republicans to
deal with the budget of this country
and the budget resolution in this
House, but it does something much
more sinister than that.

Buried in this resolution is the prohi-
bition against any votes to be taken in
the House of Representatives against
the provisions offered by the adminis-
tration, the rules that they put forth
to deny millions of working people in
this country the right to overtime.
When these rules go into effect, if we
cannot vote against them as the Sen-
ate has voted against them, when these
rules go into effect, millions of Ameri-
cans will be required to work overtime
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in the future; they just will not get
overtime pay.

That means for millions of America’s
families, families that use overtime
that is so important to them to qualify
for the mortgages on their house, to
qualify to buy an automobile, to put
their kids through school, they are not
going to have that in their paycheck in
the future because they are going to be
excluded from being eligible for over-
time.

Now the Senate addressed this rule,
and they voted against it. They voted
to change it. We fought hard against
the original rule because the original
rule would have excluded maybe 11 mil-
lion Americans from the right to have
overtime pay when they work over-
time. Americans understand why they
get overtime pay, because when their
employer comes and says they have to
work late on Thursday night or Friday
night, that means they have to rear-
range their child care, that means they
have to rearrange their ability to spend
time with their family, that may mean
they have to rearrange their doctor’s
appointments, and you have to change
your life around for the convenience of
the employer. So you get overtime pay.

Now when the employer comes to the
worker and says he or she has to work
overtime, there will be no overtime
pay. That is why this House and the
Senate defeated those rules on a bipar-
tisan basis, and the administration
now has come up with a new rule. And
we find out that even the new rule ex-
cludes millions of hard-working Ameri-
cans from overtime pay, people strug-
gling to hold onto a middle-class life-
style and standard of living for their
families. That is about to evaporate.
That is about to evaporate because this
House will not allow us, the Republican
leadership will not allow us to have an
up-or-down vote.

We are fighting so hard for democ-
racy in Iraq, but we cannot have an up-
or-down vote in the House of Rep-
resentatives. We cannot have an up-or-
down vote. We cannot have an up-or-
down vote because the majority, on a
bipartisan basis, will vote to overturn
these rules. By a vote of 99-0, the Sen-
ate voted to change these rules and ex-
clude from the impact of these rules, to
try to save these middle-class families,
computer programmers, licensed prac-
tical nurses, nurse midwives, oil and
gas pipeline workers, oil and gas field
workers, oil platform workers, refinery
workers. Get the message here?

Millions of hard-working Americans,
the Senate voted 99-0 to exclude steel-
workers, shipyard workers, teachers,
technicians, journalists, chefs, cooks,
police officers, firefighters, fire ser-
geants, police sergeants, emergency
medical technicians; 99 to nothing the
Senate voted, that means bipartisan.
That means all of the Republicans and
all of the Democrats voted to protect
these workers and their families. In the
House of Representatives, the Repub-
licans will not let Members have a vote
on this.
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We tried twice in the last week to
have a vote, and they voted on a par-
tisan straight party line to subject
these workers to these rules that will
cut their pay this year.

When workers are faced with
outsourcing, plant closings, no wage
growth, higher health care premiums,
now the Republicans have decided to
cut their overtime pay. Not only do
they show no concern for people who
are unemployed; but if you have a job,
the Republican’s initiative is to cut
your pay. But what are they going to
do, they are going to continue the
cover-up because buried in this rule
they have denied the ability of this
House to vote on this rule.

Again, the Senate, 99-0, voted to pro-
tect construction employees, produc-
tion line employees, carpenters, me-
chanics, plumbers, ironworkers, crafts-
men, anybody earning an hourly wage
because the rule does not protect hour-
ly wage earners. It helps painters, ce-
ment masons, stationary engineers,
longshoremen, utility workers, weld-
ers. Does this sound like Members’ con-
stituency? Does this sound like the
people who work in our congressional
districts every day? Yes, it does.

Mr. Speaker, these are the people
who built America, they built the mid-
dle class; and now the Republicans are
taking away their overtime. But Mem-
bers will not get to have a vote on that
because the Republicans are afraid of
the vote. They are afraid of democracy.
They are afraid of the people’s House
working its will so they have shut
down the debate and shut down the
ability to have a vote.

The Senate had a vote, and they even
voted on a bipartisan basis to exclude
anybody who has overtime today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The gentleman’s time has ex-
pired.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
So apparently the Senate can have bi-
partisan representation, apparently the
Senate can have democracy, but this
House cannot have democracy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
* % %

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
* % %

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
* % %

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
* % %

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington will state his
point of order.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. My
point of order is when a Member yields
time to another Member, does that
Member have responsibility to abide by
the time he was yielded to speak?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s point of order is sustained.
All Members are reminded to heed the
gavel.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3% minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ), the chairman
of the Democratic Caucus.

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, we
would not have Members who feel they
are oppressed if we had rules that per-
mitted full and free debate in the
greatest democracy in the world. We go
abroad, sending our troops to promote
democracy, but we cannot seem to
have a modicum of comity and democ-
racy here in the House of Representa-
tives.

This conference report on the budget
was filed this morning at 6:20 a.m., less
than 5 hours ago. The Nation’s budget,
multi-trillion dollar budget filed 5
hours ago, and we do not even have a
chance to review it.

Under the Republican leadership, this
budget resolution is, and the entire
budget process has become, a complete
fraud on the American people. Just
like the way they have covered up the
cost of the Iraqg war and the Medicare
prescription drug bill, with this budget
congressional Republicans are trying
to hide not only the true costs of mak-
ing the tax cuts permanent, but also
the huge size of the rapidly exploding
deficit.

And instead of giving us an oppor-
tunity to debate and vote separately on
raising the Nation’s debt limit for the
third straight year by almost $700 bil-
lion this year alone, the Republicans
have included that increase under the
cover of all of these other shenanigans
in this budget resolution.

So let us be clear so when Members
come to the floor representing their
constituencies, they understand a vote
for this budget resolution is a vote to
increase the debt ceiling of the United
States to over $8 trillion. Yes, I said $8
trillion. Now, this will ensure that our
tax dollars go not to shoring up Social
Security and Medicare, or investing in
our people, in their health care, edu-
cation, or taking care of our veterans
so that their widows do not get taxed,
but to simply paying interest on this
debt that Republicans continue to raise
and just do not seem to care how far
they continue to go.

Republicans talk all the time about
fiscal responsibility, but by restoring
the budget enforcement rules, the rules
that say you have to pay for the ex-
penditures of the Nation as you go,
they do that for only 1 year, and they
do that where? Not in the House. They
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impose that upon the Senate. So they
continue to spend wildly here in the
House, have all of the tax cuts pro-
posals in the world, keep driving us
into deficit, but we have no budget en-
forcement rules here.

Mr. Speaker, these priorities are
making the wealthy tax cuts perma-
nent regardless of the damage that will
be caused not only to the citizens of
this country, but to the Nation’s eco-
nomic well-being. Vote ‘“‘no” against
the rule and against the resolution. It
is ultimately the last opportunity to
preserve America’s future and the
intergenerational responsibility this
Republican majority has forfeited.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. NEAL), a member of the
Committee on Ways and Means.

(Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, remember that old com-
mercial, when E.F. Hutton talks, peo-
ple listen? Well, I hope no one on Wall
Street is listening today, and I cer-
tainly hope that Alan Greenspan is not
listening or watching because this Re-
publican budget is $8 trillion of debt.
Yes, Members heard me correctly.

If this budget passes for the third
time in as many years on a Republican
rule, we are not bringing down the na-
tional debt. What we did so success-
fully under the years of Clinton and
Rubin, we are undoing during this ad-
ministration’s time. No, our vote today
increases yet again the debt of this Na-
tion. How we could have gone from $5
trillion in budget surpluses under Clin-
ton-Rubin to $8 trillion in debt ought
to be shocking to all.

Surpluses as far as the eye could see,
we were suggesting just a few years
ago. Today, $2 trillion in revenue cuts;
and now 4 years later, surpluses are but
a memory, and we have debt as far as
the eye can see.

Well, here is the simple strategy: we
will have two wars with three tax cuts.
A billion dollars a week for Iraq, do not
worry about it, we need a tax cut.
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A billion dollars a month in Afghani-
stan. Do not worry about it. We need a
tax cut.

Troops to Haiti? Let us have a tax
cut.

That is government by declaration.
Things are always getting better even
though we do not see any evidence of
that. And then we hear from the party
that built its base in American history
on fiscal responsibility, increased
spending and cut taxes. The evidence is
there for all to see.

Then we are told on this floor that
they inherited a recession. Everybody
in America knows they inherited the
best economy in the history of Amer-
ica, all due, I believe, to what at that
time was bipartisan relationships in
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this House. They are nonexistent now.
These Members on the other side come
to the floor day after day and insist on
tax cuts while fighting two wars at the
same time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM).

(Mr. STENHOLM asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, a vote
for this budget resolution conference
report is a vote to automatically ap-
prove a $690 billion increase in the na-
tional debt. Under the Hastert rule,
passage of the budget resolution con-
ference report would deem that the
House had passed separate legislation.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle used to criticize this rule when
the House of Representatives was
under Democratic control and repealed
it in 1997. But when the national debt
started growing at a record pace, they
reinstated it. I agreed with them when
they criticized it in the past. Why have
they changed?

A vote against the previous question
would require the House and Senate to
have a full and open debate and vote on
increasing the debt limit instead of
using the budget resolution to avoid a
debate on increasing the debt limit.
Last year the leadership slipped
through a $984 billion increase in the
debt limit, the largest increase in the
history of our country, without an up-
and-down vote. This came less than 8
months after we raised the Federal
debt ceiling by a whopping $450 billion.
Now the House leadership is trying to
slip through another $690 billion in-
crease in the debt ceiling without a de-
bate.

The national debt has increased by
$670 billion over the last 12 months and
$1.5 trillion over the last 3 years. Ap-
proximately 70 percent of our bor-
rowing from the public last year came
from foreign investors. At the end of
March, foreign investors held $1.7 tril-
lion of our national debt. The $323 bil-
lion we spent last year for interest on
our $7 trillion national debt represents
a debt tax that must be paid by all fu-
ture generations. Continuing to run up
debt as we are doing will guarantee our
children and grandchildren are over-
taxed for the rest of their lives.

If my Republican colleagues honestly
believe that tax cuts with borrowed
money is good economic policy, they
should be willing to stand up and take
credit for the increase in the national
debt that is necessary to pay for these
tax cuts. Just like credit card spending
limits serve as tools to force families
to examine their household budgets,
the debt limit reminds Congress and
the President from time to time to re-
evaluate our budget policies.

Before we vote to increase our na-
tional debt by another $690 billion,
Congress should sit down and figure
out how to stop running up this debt
rather than just bringing us a contin-
ued reinstatement of what we are
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doing. I would say to my friends on the
other side again, I would gladly join
them and will to increase the debt ceil-
ing if they would agree to add budget
enforcement rules that they supported
in 1997. I hope the four Senators will
stay fast in the other body that they
will do those things that they said they
are going to do to send this budget
right back to us until we at least get
serious about restoring fiscal dis-
cipline.

Put PAYGO into this and we have
got a deal. But, no, I read where the
majority leader said recently the only
thing he cares about in the budget is
making it easier to pass tax cuts and
that everything else in the budget real-
ly does not matter to him. Increasing
the debt limit over $8 trillion matters
to me. I think it matters to a lot of
other Members on both sides of the
aisle. The decision on whether or not
we make it harder for Congress and the
President to pass legislation that puts
us deeper into debt matters a great lot
to me.

If cutting taxes with borrowed money
is all that matters to you, then vote for
this rule and vote for this budget. But
if you are concerned about a national
debt approaching $8 trillion, if you are
concerned about deficits of several
hundred billion dollars structural as
far as the eye can see, vote against the
rule and against this budget.

Vote against the previous question.
The vote on the previous question will
be a clear up-and-down vote as to
whether or not we should have at least
1 hour to discuss increasing our debt
ceiling, at least 1 hour in which we
would have an honest discussion be-
tween both sides as to whether or not
we should continue in the path that we
are on believing that that is the best
for our country. Vote against the pre-
vious question.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, let me
just make Members painfully aware of
what this rule will entail, since they
have only had minutes to even ac-
quaint themselves with the fact that it
was coming before them today.

If Members vote for this rule, they
will vote to make in order a budget res-
olution with the following con-
sequences for our deficit and our na-
tional debt. Per the calculation in this
budget resolution, the deficit for 2005
will be $367 billion. That is probably
the best dated sum they can come up
with. There will undoubtedly be some
more defense supplementals, probably
another $25 billion, before 2005 is out.
That will take the deficit to $392 bil-
lion. If we take Social Security out of
the calculation, as we should, we
should not include it, the non-Social
Security deficit, the deficit in the basic
accounts of the Federal budget in 2005
if Members vote for this resolution will
be $566 billion, which will necessitate
another increase in the debt ceiling.

If Members vote for this resolution,
they will, make no mistake about it, be
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voting to raise the statutory debt ceil-
ing by $690 billion. That is the first in
a series of raises, because if you read
CBO’s report on the President’s budget
which is essentially embodied in this
resolution and run that budget out
over 10 years between 2005 and 2014, ac-
cording to CBO, we will cumulatively
incur a debt of $5.132 trillion.

Vote for this rule and you will be
voting against any plan or any process
to come to terms with this enormous,
record-breaking deficit. There is no
plan. There is no solution. Do not fool
yourself in this resolution. Vote for it
and you vote to tread water while the
problem gets worse. You vote to kick
the can down the road. If you want to
deal with the deficit, deal with this
debt, vote against this resolution, and
send the conferees back to the con-
ference. If you want to dodge the issue
for another year while it gets worse,
vote for this resolution. I would sug-
gest we vote against it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I will be urging Members to vote
““no” on the previous question in order
to expose a part of this budget resolu-
tion that my Republican colleagues
would rather not talk about. When
Members vote for this budget con-
ference report, they will be voting to
increase the statutory debt limit by al-
most $700 billion for the next fiscal
year. An uncomfortable fact they
would rather not talk about today is
that this budget raises our national
statutory debt limit to the highest
level in our history, to more than $8
trillion. This comes on top of the fact
that last year Republicans used the
budget resolution to slip through a $984
billion increase in the debt limit, the
largest increase in the debt limit in the
history of the United States of Amer-
ica without an up-or-down vote in this
House.

Mr. Speaker, there is an honest dis-
agreement in this House over our Na-
tion’s fiscal priorities. Many of us
think that with large deficits and the
growing costs of the war in Iraq, we
need to rethink our budget priorities
and figure out how to make our reve-
nues match up better with our spend-
ing needs. My Republican colleagues do
not seem to think there is a problem.
They think it is just fine to continue
on with the spending and the tax poli-
cies that have led us into this current
fiscal mess. They seem to think it is
fine to keep building up our national
debt and leave it to our kids and our
grandkids to figure out how to pay for
it.

I would say to my Republican col-
leagues, if they honestly believe that
tax cuts with borrowed money is good
economic policy, they should be willing
to stand up in this House and vote to
increase the national debt to pay for
their tax cuts instead of relying on un-
dercover parliamentary tricks. Repub-
licans used to criticize Democrats for
using House rules to slip through in-
creases in the national debt without a
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separate vote. That is exactly what
they are doing here today. If they be-
lieve in the fiscal policies that are
sending the national debt through the
roof, they should be willing to stand up
on the floor of this House and vote for
them.

I want to emphasize that a ‘“‘no’’ vote
will not stop the House from taking up
the budget conference report. All it
does is require Republicans to take re-
sponsibility for a fiscal policy that by
the end of this year will cost our kids
and our grandkids $8 trillion.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speak-
er, to insert the text of the amendment
immediately prior to the vote on the
previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Again I would urge
a ‘“‘no’’ vote on the previous question.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important
document. It is an important document
because this sets the parameters of
congressional spending to fund the gov-
ernment for 2005. We have heard a
great deal from the other side in this
debate about the debt limit. I ad-
dressed that earlier. I acknowledge
that because we inherited a recession 4
years ago and we were attacked by ter-
rorists and now we are engaged in an
international war on terrorism, yes, we
have spent more than we have taken
in, and we do have to address this issue
of raising the debt limit. But if we do
not pass a budget resolution, that
means we will not have any discipline
on the appropriation process as we go
through appropriating dollars for fiscal
year 2005. That means if we have no
discipline that the debt limit will in-
crease higher because that is the way
this body has always worked. Passing
this budget is very important to put
that discipline in place.

I would also make the observation, as
I made earlier, every budget substitute
amendment that was presented earlier
when we were debating the House
version of the budget, every one of
those budgets acknowledged that we
were going to have to address raising
the debt limit in the future. Every one
of them. They had it in different ways,
different opportunities. Nevertheless,
everyone acknowledged the fact that
we have to address the debt limit prob-
lem.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, let me just sug-
gest this, and I have learned this in the
time that you and I have been here in
this body. We will go through the ap-
propriation process one way or the
other. I think it is better to have the
discipline of having a budget. But if we
do not have the discipline of having a
budget agreed to by both Houses, I sus-
pect that what we will see when we go
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through the appropriation process from
the other side, we will see, continually,
amendments offered to raise more
spending, which, of course, if it fol-
lowed what they would be suggesting,
we will have to raise the debt limit
even higher. Sometimes I wonder what
the debate is when I hear their rhetoric
as we go through this process.

I would urge my colleagues to vote
for the previous question, vote for the
rule and the underlying resolution.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES. 649
H. CoN. RES. 95, THE CONFERENCE REPORT ON
THE BUDGET 2004
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 649 OFFERED BY
REPRESENTATIVE MCGOVERN

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 4. Upon the adoption of this resolution
rule XXVII shall not apply to the conference
report to accompany S. Con. Res. 95, setting
forth the congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2005 and
including the appropriate budgetary levels
for fiscal years 2006 through 2009.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4200, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2005

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 648 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 648

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4200) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2005 for
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for fiscal year 2005, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and the
amendments made in order by this resolu-
tion and shall not exceed two hours equally
divided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Armed Services. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule.
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SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Armed
Services now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived.

(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution and amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution.

(c) Each amendment printed in the report
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report
(except as specified in section 4 of this reso-
lution), may be offered only by a Member
designated in the report, shall be considered
as read, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. Each amend-
ment printed in the report shall be debatable
for 10 minutes (unless otherwise specified in
the report) equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent and shall not
be subject to amendment (except that the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services each may
offer one pro forma amendment for the pur-
pose of further debate on any pending
amendment).

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services or his designee to offer amendments
en bloc consisting of amendments printed in
the report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Armed Services or their designees, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. The original proponent of an amend-
ment included in such amendments en bloc
may insert a statement in the Congressional
Record immediately before the disposition of
the amendments en bloc.

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consideration of
any amendment printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution out of the order printed, but not
sooner than one hour after the chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services or a des-
ignee announces from the floor a request to
that effect.

SEC. 5. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The gentlewoman from North

Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recognized
for 1 hour.
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Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), pending which
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
poses of debate only.

Yesterday, the Committee on Rules
met and granted a structured rule for
H.R. 4200, the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2005. The
rule provides for 2 hours of general de-
bate equally divided between the chair-
man and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services. The
rule waives all points of order against
consideration of the bill. Finally, the
rule allows that the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may recognize
for consideration any amendment
printed in the report of the Committee
on Rules out of the order printed, but
not sooner than 1 hour after the chair-
man of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or a designee announces from the
floor a request to that effect.

H.R. 4200 comes at a particularly cru-
cial time for our Nation’s Armed
Forces. The Iraqi conflict and our con-
tinuing war on terrorism have brought
a renewed and proper focus to national
defense. This legislation addresses the
needs of a Nation at war on multiple
fronts. It contains $422.2 billion for the
Department of Defense, DOD, and the
national security programs of the De-
partment of Energy, DOE. It also pro-
vides an additional $25 billion in emer-
gency budget authority to partially
cover the projected costs of continuing
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.

The primary focus of this legislation
is protecting our troops on the battle-
field. Our men and women in uniform
depend on having the necessary sys-
tems and equipment to be successful in
accomplishing their mission. Many of
us have been concerned about the lack
of armor available for our Humvees and
other trucks. This bill addresses that
concern by providing $829.6 million for
production of up-armored Humvees.
This improved ballistic Humvee will
protect our soldiers from anti-
personnel, armor-piercing munitions
and improvised explosive devices.
These are most commonly referred to
as IEDs when we hear news reports.

It also provides $358.2 million for ve-
hicle add-on armor kits for the Army’s
truck fleet. Most importantly, it gives
the military new authorities to speed
critical weapons and equipment to the
troops in the battlefield.

In the near future, the outcome of
our war against terror depends on the
courage of our personnel who are on
the front lines. We owe so much to our
men and women in uniform, and their
success in Iraq and Afghanistan is a
testimony to their bravery, training,
and equipment and their commitment
to defend our freedoms. It is the means
by which we meet our commitment to
provide them a decent quality of life
with an across-the-board 3.5 percent
pay increase for military personnel.
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We need pay to sustain the commit-
ment and professionalism of America’s
all-volunteer armed services and the
families that support them. It in-
creases the limit on hardship duty pay
from $300 to $750 per month. It makes
permanent the increased rate for immi-
nent danger pay from $150 to $225 a
month and more than doubles the rate
for the family separation allowance
from $100 to $250 per month.

Our soldiers also need to know that
while they are deployed, we are pray-
ing for them and their safe return. I
was told by a soldier in my district
that the most important thing to a sol-
dier who is serving overseas was kKnow-
ing that their family is being taken
care of and supported and they are safe
at home. If these men and women are
willing to lay down their lives for us,
then the least we can do for them is to
pray for them and to take care of their
families while they are gone.

For this purpose, I have created a
Web site. It is Honoring Heroes.com. It
is a one-stop-shopping resource where
folks can go to learn about supporting
our troops and their families at home.
On the site visitors will find links and
resources to help support the families
of our men and women who are over-
seas. And as we approach Memorial
Day, one can also find on the Web site
a list of those who have given the ulti-
mate sacrifice during the war in Iraq.
We must always remember them.

I commend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member, for crafting this
legislation that will really, truly
strengthen America’s military. It pro-
poses the largest increase in military
end strength in decades by increasing
the active duty Army by 30,000 per-
sonnel and the Marine Corps by 9,000.

Even before Operation Iraqi Freedom,
the global war on terrorism, and the
commitment to homeland security, the
Armed Forces had insufficient man-
power for existing wartime and peace-
time requirements.

Now more than anytime in our Na-
tion’s history, we are relying on these
men and women who so faithfully serve
our country in the National Guard.
H.R. 4200 contains language that will
help us to continue to provide strong
support for our National Guard.

In my State of North Carolina, uni-
versities and community organizations
will be coming together to help develop
a comprehensive program to effectively
support these soldiers. The bill recog-
nizes the importance of this program
and provides language to help integrate
the National Program for Citizen Sol-
dier support with the Defense Depart-
ment’s ongoing effort to support our
men and women in uniform.

The bill also recognizes the impor-
tance of our Nation’s continued devel-
opment of advanced weaponry and
technology. Included in this bill is the
support of further exploration of the
use of lithium batteries on the battle-
field.
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Finding a safe, cost-effective, and
portable energy source for our men and
women in the Armed Forces should be
a top priority of the Department of De-
fense. I am pleased to see this year’s
bill addresses the need for our military
to develop new and powerful alter-
native energy sources.

However, there is one amendment the
Committee on Rules made in order
that I strongly oppose, the Davis of
California amendment. It would allow
abortions on our military bases over-
seas. Military treatment centers,
which are dedicated to healing and nur-
turing life, should not be forced to fa-
cilitate the taking of the most inno-
cent human life, the child in the womb.
For the past 7 years, the House has
voted to keep abortion on demand out
of military medical facilities, and I
urge my colleagues to stay on this
course and vote against this amend-
ment.

That said, this is a fair rule. So let us
pass the rule and pass the underlying
defense authorization bill. At the end
of the day, we will be making our
homeland safer and we will be sup-
porting our sons and daughters who are
serving us in the military. We will be
preparing for war, thereby ensuring
victory. And at this crucial time in our
history, this bill is most important.

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

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

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

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, the annual
defense authorization bill is always one
of the most important bills this Con-
gress considers. Having spent my last
25 years in Congress working hard to
ensure a strong national defense, it is a
bill that I have always supported, and
this year the defense authorization bill
is more important than ever.

This past December, I spent several
days in Iraqg where I had the oppor-
tunity to meet with rank-and-file sol-
diers on the front lines and thank them
personally for their distinguished serv-
ice and personal sacrifice. And I was re-
minded of this enormous sacrifice upon
my return. The cargo plane that took
us out of Baghdad carried the coffins of
two American soldiers who had been
killed just 3 days before Christmas.

It seems like almost every night,
Americans turn on the news at home
and see nothing but reports of the vio-
lence in Iraq and hear comments from
politicians and pundits debating deci-
sions made here in Washington. But
when I turn on NBC News or CNN or
any of the other networks, I cannot
help but recall the selflessness and
courage that I saw in our soldiers, and
the mix of pride and sorrow I felt on
that flight home.

America’s sons and daughters in Iraq
represent our country well, but their
job continues to be very difficult and
very dangerous, and it will not be over
anytime soon. It is clear that Amer-
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ican troops will be based in Iraq for at
least the next year and possibly longer.

And that is why the bill before us
today is so important. Before anything
else, the defense authorization bill is a
bill to support our troops. The funding
in the bill today will keep our service
men and women in Iraq and around the
world safe, provide them with the tools
they need to fight the war on terror,
and give them and their families a bet-
ter quality of life.

First and foremost, we provide $25
billion in supplemental funding for the
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan to ensure
that our troops have everything they
need to conduct the war on terror and
return home to their families safely.
We provide over $1 billion for armored
Humvees and body armor. We help en-
sure the strength of our military by
adding 39,000 more Army and Marine
Corps troops.

We make sure that our troops experi-
ence a good quality of life by giving
them a 3.5 percent pay raise, and we
help ensure that all of our fighting men
and women receive health care by ex-
panding TRICARE coverage to Reserv-
ists and their dependents.

The bill also helps those who have
served our country so honorably over
the years by making sure that those
who are left behind when a soldier falls
receive the full benefits that they de-
serve through the Survivor Benefit
Plan.

And while there are a great many
provisions here we can take pride in,
Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today is
by no means perfect. There remain a
number of serious issues that we must
resolve.

This morning, in the Committee on
Rules, my colleagues and I tried to
offer an amendment to the rule which
would have more than doubled the
amount authorized for the wars in Iraq
and Afghanistan in the supplemental.
Similarly, we tried to provide $414 mil-
lion to provide fair pay and benefits for
our troops.

There are a great many Members who
support these provisions, Mr. Speaker.
They have broad support throughout
the House, but they were, like dozens
of other important amendments offered
in the Committee on Rules, denied a
vote on the floor by the Republican
leadership. That is a shame, Mr. Speak-
er, because we all want what is best for
our troops.

Because this House was denied the
opportunity to consider a great many
important amendments, I will be vot-
ing “no” on today’s rule. I will also be
urging a ‘‘no’’ vote on the previous
question so that we may consider one
of the amendments that was denied,
the amendment of the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) to provide
fair pay and benefits for the troops.

That said, despite what happened at
the Committee on Rules this morning,
I stand in strong support of the under-
lying bill and our troops. There has
never been any doubt that this House,
this Nation, and its people stand 100
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percent behind our men and women in
uniform, fighting to secure peace the
world over.

I hope we can soon continue the dis-
cussion on how best to provide for our
service men and women and keep our
Nation safe. And although I will be vot-
ing against the rule today, I will be
voting for the underlying bill. It is the
right thing to do, and I urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting ‘‘yes’ on
the authorization bill today.

I only wish that the majority leader-
ship, in the spirit of bipartisanship
that normally surrounds defense meas-
ures, had permitted some very impor-
tant amendments to be offered. And we
will be hearing from some of my col-
leagues in the rest of the debate on this
rule about how strongly they feel
about their rights being denied here on
the floor today.
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When we are trying to promote our
military and trying to do the right
thing around the world, we should pro-
mote democracy here on the floor of
the House and not stifle it.

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

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. LINDER), a member of the
Committee on Rules.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this rule for the defense authoriza-
tion bill. In total, this rule provides 9%
hours of debate on a number of key
issues affecting our military and our
national defense. The underlying legis-
lation, H.R. 4200, passed the Committee
on Armed Services by a vote of 60 to 0,
and it meets the challenges of a Nation
whose soldiers are at work in Afghani-
stan, Iraq, and across the globe in the
fight against terror.

Following almost 5 hours of hearings
yesterday in the Committee on Rules,
we have provided the opportunity for
further debate by making in order 28
amendments, including 10 Democrat
amendments, 15 Republican amend-
ments, and three bipartisan.

This is a fair and traditional rule for
a DoD authorization bill that will per-
mit the House to support our Nation’s
men and women in uniform and ensure
that our defense capabilities remain
second to none while having excellent
debate later today on a wide array of
amendments.

Mr. Speaker, this important bill falls
well in line with what the Founders en-
visioned when they crafted article I,
section 8 of the U.S. Constitution,
which states that Congress shall have
the power to ‘‘raise and support Ar-
mies,” as well as to ‘“‘provide and main-
tain a Navy.”

Mr. Speaker, on September 11, 2001,
our Nation bore witness to one of the
most horrific crimes in history. Today,
our Nation’s servicemen and -women
are fighting for freedom in the civilized
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world on multiple fronts across the
globe. Our commitment to these ideals
depends on our military and our mili-
tary personnel, and this bill is a state-
ment that we will continue to defend
freedom and ensure that our homeland
remains safe.

First, this legislation provides the
funding needed to continue the U.S.
military’s transition into the 21st cen-
tury. H.R. 4200 authorizes nearly $2 bil-
lion for the U.S. Army to procure
weapons-tracked combat vehicles; $10
billion for the U.S. Navy for ship-
building and conversion; and over $13.5
billion for the U.S. Air force to procure
additional aircraft. The authorization
for these and other programs will help
ensure that the U.S. military remains
the most efficient, most lethal, and
most effective fighting force in the
world.

But, Mr. Speaker, we cannot possibly
hope to maintain the level of excel-
lence obtained by the U.S. military
without the achievements of the men
and women who proudly wear the uni-
form. I am continually impressed by
the resolve, patriotism, and commit-
ment exhibited by these heroes day in
and day out. As such, this Congress
must work to reinforce this strength,
and H.R. 4200 makes good progress to-
wards that end.

I am pleased that the underlying leg-
islation contains a 3.5 percent pay in-
crease in base pay for military per-
sonnel. H.R. 4200 also recommends the
elimination of out-of-pocket expenses
military personnel must contribute to-
ward housing costs. Both of these pro-
visions will not only help ease the bur-
den placed on military personnel and
their families but should also help to
ensure that the U.S. military is able to
retain these highly trained personnel.

Mr. Speaker, it is undoubtedly true
that not everyone will be satisfied with
this measure. What we must remember,
however, is that the primary responsi-
bility of this government is to provide
for the common defense of this coun-
try. As one of the Founders put it, wise
and free people direct their attentions
first to their own safety.

As such, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port both this rule and the underlying
measure, H.R. 4200, to not only uphold
the obligations of the Congress and the
Federal Government, but also to show
our men and women in uniform that
their service to this Nation and their
fellow Americans does not now nor will
it ever go unappreciated.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member of the Committee
on Armed Services, who was denied the
opportunity to offer key amendments.

(Mr. SKELTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Texas for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the rule; I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the previous question.
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Mr. Speaker, I am sorely distressed
over this rule. The base bill that our
Committee on Armed Services worked
on and put out is a pretty good bill. We
have done some good things, particu-
larly for the troops. But I raise the
question as to why in the world the
Committee on Rules, at my request to
have 6 hours of debate, 3 hours on each
side on a $422 billion bill, has limited it
to 2 hours, 1 hour on each side. Is the
Committee on Rules majority afraid of
debate?

Specifically, there are several issues
we need to debate. This is the crucible
of democracy; young men, young
women in uniform, all across this
world, all across the globe, standing
firm for democracy and decency and
what we stand for. And we are limited
in our debate time?

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that they
limit us. We should discuss the cost of
the war in Iraq; the cost of the war in
Afghanistan; the role of contractors.
This is a serious role that has arisen
recently and that needs to be discussed
on the floor of this House.

The issue of the Iraqi prisoner de-
tainee abuse, which has flooded the
world news media, needs to be talked
about from both sides of the aisle; and
the transition to a new government in
Iraq, on June 30, which we really have
no idea what it will look like, needs a
discussion and a thorough airing here
in this Chamber. These are important
issues, and we are limited to 1 hour on
each side to discuss them.

I am sorry that has happened. Two
hours is not nearly enough. It does the
young men and young women in uni-
form a disservice, it does democracy in
this Chamber a disservice.

Mr. Speaker, I also pointed out four
amendments that I wished to be made
in order, and only one was approved by
the Committee on Rules. I studied the
amendments; and, as ranking member
of the Committee on Armed Services, I
thought I spoke with some knowledge.

These are serious, thoughtful amendments
which, | believe, deserve full and extended de-
bate on the House floor. These issue areas
and the amendments to which | refer are:

Sanchez amendment to modify the Uniform
Code of Military Justice to bring it into con-
formity with modern criminal sexual assault
statutes;

Cooper/Ryan amendment authorizing a total
of $67 billion for operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan;

Spratt amendment on increasing pay for our
troops and their quality of life by making tar-
geted cuts in missile defense programs; and

Tauscher amendment on Department of En-
ergy nuclear weapons policy.

Only one of these, the Tauscher amend-
ment, was made in order. This is simply unac-
ceptable. These are serious amendments that
try to deal responsibly with complex issues.
They reflect broadly held views by members
on this side. A meaningful debate on these
issues would reflect well on the House and
would serve the country well. The failure to
make them in order is disappointing, unfair
and reflects badly on the House. It is an out-
rage!
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If the previous question is defeated, the
House will have the chance to at least partially
redress this wrong by considering the Spratt
amendment, which will directly benefit the
troops.

| strongly urge my colleagues to defeat the
previous question and to vote “no” on the
rule.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
212 minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE).

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
support the 2005 National Defense Au-
thorization Act and the rule. This bill
contains tremendous support for our
military. Among those items that I
think are particularly noteworthy is
increased housing benefits for our
troops; a pay raise, including an in-
creased pay raise for hardship duty; ad-
ditional health care benefits for Re-
servists; additional armor for Humvees;
body armor; better survivor benefits;
an increase of 30,000 troops, which I
think at the present time we very
badly need; and the most efficient
weapons system available.

A few months ago, Mr. Speaker, I vis-
ited Landstuhl Hospital in Germany,
Afghanistan, Kuwait, Iraq, and talked
to an awful lot of our troops over
there; and I was singularly impressed
with the quality, the commitment, and
the expertise of the troops that I met.
This was one week before Christmas,
and yet I did not hear one complaint
from any one of the soldiers that I
talked to. They seemed to have a tre-
mendously strong sense of mission.

A young captain from my home State
of Nebraska who had been away from
his wife and infant child for 1 year
made two comments that stuck with
me that I think are worth repeating.

First of all, he said that it is better
that we fight terrorists here in the
Middle East than we fight them at
home. I think that all of us realize we
are not completely immune from ter-
rorism on these shores. However, we
would also have to recognize the fact
that terrorism has certainly been crip-
pled. It has had to focus its attacks pri-
marily in the Middle East. It certainly
has made the United States a safer
place over the last year and a half.

Then the second comment that he
made I think is particularly important.
He said it is really important that the
American people not lose patience, and
I would say that includes Congress as
well, because the captain was proud of
the accomplishments that our military
had accomplished in that area.

What he was pointing out, simply,
was the improvement in the infrastruc-
ture; the increase in commerce in that
part of the world; the improvement in
health care; the fact that infants,
young people, about 90 percent of them
had been vaccinated in Iraq; the im-
provement in government, at least the
potential for a representative govern-
ment to be formed.

So we certainly believe that the qual-
ity of people we have over there is ex-
ceptional, they deserve our support,
and this bill does that.
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Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

(Mr. SPRATT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I have
served here for 22 years and served all
those years on the House Committee
on Armed Services, and today I am the
recognize second ranking Democrat on
that committee; and if there is any
comity left in this institution, surely I
should have the right to offer one well-
considered, carefully crafted, very seri-
ous amendment. That is what I pro-
posed. That is what I offered.

I knew that the Committee on Rules
had been narrowing down the debate
for years and years, so I went prepared
to the Committee on Rules and asked
for simply one amendment.

Now, I do not stand here in personal
pique because my amendment has not
been made in order. Far from it. It is
not that this rule shuts me out or
shuts out the people I represent in
South Carolina. It shuts out our
troops. It shuts out our sergeants and
warrant officers. It denies every troop-
er who goes into combat the oppor-
tunity to have $250,000 of group life in-
surance at Uncle Sam’s expense. That
is what it does.

The amendment that I proposed
would take $414 million out of ballistic
missile defense and move it, first of all,
$300 million for targeted pay increases
for noncommissioned officers, NCOs,
who bear the burden of fighting, who
are the backbone of our military in
Iraq and Afghanistan. These personnel,
grades E-5 through E-9, are the troops
we need most to keep. If they vote with
their feet and leave the Army, we will
have a broken Army.

What I proposed is what the Quadren-
nial Review proposed 3 years ago, what
we have voted up twice in the last 2 fis-
cal years, but do not in this budget, is
a targeted increase for these troops.

In addition, I proposed we take 25 to
$50 million and say to every soldier,
sailor, airman, and Marine going into
harm’s way, into combat, once you
draw imminent danger pay, the Gov-
ernment of the United States of Amer-
ica will pick up the premium, we will
provide you with $250,000 in group life
insurance, SGLI, a great idea.

It is the least we can do for these
troops. After all, we did, and I think
rightly, $1.4 million in average benefits
for the victims of 9/11. Can we not guar-
antee our troops in combat at least
$250,000 in light of that?

So what they have denied me with
this rule is the opportunity to have a
hearty, healthy debate on our prior-
ities. Can we take a little bit out of a
program that is slated to increase by
$1.2 billion, take $400 million out of it
and move it around, put it into a pay
raise for our NCOs and our warrant of-
ficers, put it into a life insurance pre-
mium for our troops? And then take a
little bit of it and deal with some prob-
lems in ballistic missile defense, which
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this budget, for all it does for BMD,
does not do, for example to Patriot-3s.
It took out a Tornado, it took out an F/
A-18. We need to put more money into
IFF, Identification Friend Or Foe.
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Roadside bombs, IEDs, we need to
put more money in that. Look at the
Marine Corps’ unfunded requirement
list. You will find it at the top of their
list.

These are the things that I, if I had
the opportunity, would propose that we
do with cuts that would not impede or
in any way affect the progress of bal-
listic missile defense.

Give me that opportunity. Vote down
the previous question. Vote down the
rule. And let us have a full fair and se-
rious debate on national defense.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON).

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this rule. Our country is at war, Mr.
Speaker, and this rule and the under-
lying bill reflect the needs of a country
at war.

We have addressed in this bill in par-
ticular the needs of the soldier. In fact,
the bill is entitled The Year of the Sol-
dier, and to support our soldiers we
have addressed issues that have to do
with technology. We have addressed
issues that have to do with armor, both
body and vehicle. We have addressed
additional needs that our Special Oper-
ations Command has, and we have ad-
dressed the need to defend ourselves in
terms of chemical and biological pro-
tection.

But one of the most important provi-
sions of the bill, Mr. Speaker, is a pro-
vision that addresses a need in terms of
our military’s transformation. Our
committee found during a hearing on
April 21, 2004, that the DOD acquisition
process would not respond in an expedi-
tious manner to the urgent force pro-
tection equipment needs of our troops
in Iraq and Afghanistan. This is some-
thing that the bill seeks to change.

At the hearing, the HASC found that
it required 6 months from the time a
combatant commander made his re-
quest to the time that the production
for such equipment commenced, 6
months from the time the combatant
commander said he needed a device and
the time we began to produce it; not
when it got to the field, but when we
began to produce it.

This provision would authorize the
Secretary of Defense to publish a
streamlined acquisition process for use
when combatant fatalities have oc-
curred. The combatant commander has
an urgent need for equipment and the
delay would cause the continuation of
combat fatalities. This rapid acquisi-
tion authority will allow a rapid re-
sponse to emergency combat situa-
tions.

This rapid acquisition authority
would allow a rapid response to emer-
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gency combat situations, would allow a
rapid response to changes in our oppo-
nents’ battlefield tactics and, most im-
portant, this provision would help min-
imize combat fatalities.

This is a process to be used as a
quick-start bridge to the normal acqui-
sition process. The provision is limited,
however, limited to $100 million per fis-
cal year.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3%
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, when a
country is at war, rule number one is
that the sacrifice must be shared. Con-
gress must support our citizen soldiers
who answer the call of duty, but who
face ongoing financial obligations in
their civilian lives. Our Reserves and
our National Guard are doing a superb
job, but thousands of them are suf-
fering significant hardships due to the
discrepancy between their civilian and
military pay.

Abandoning them financially is unac-
ceptable. Yet, for the second time in 2
years, the Committee on Rules has re-
jected my amendment which would
have immediately eliminated the pay
gap for Federal employees and provided
significant incentive for State and mu-
nicipal governments to do the same.
Instead of delaying financial assistance
for 1 year, as the bill we are consid-
ering proposes, my amendment would
have wiped out the pay gap for Reserv-
ists and National Guardsmen imme-
diately.

Mr. Speaker, for the soldiers who suf-
fer from the pay gap, the proposal in
the legislation we are considering is
too little and too late. In a time of war,
it is unconscionable to impose all of
the sacrifice on one segment of society.
Yet, the administration and the Repub-
licans in this House continue to back
massive tax cuts for the wealthiest,
placing financial burdens on other
groups, including the Reservists and
members of the National Guard who
are already sacrificing so much for all
of us.

It is an outrage that this body is not
allowed to vote, not allowed to vote on
providing members of our National
Guard and our Reserves some financial
relief. My amendment, which would
provide immediate help to the tens of
thousands of Reservists and members
of the National Guard, was ruled out of
order. Why? Because the Republican
leadership is convinced that were we to
debate my amendment freely on this
floor, it would pass overwhelmingly.

It is an outrage to the Reservists and
members of the National Guard that
we are denied that opportunity. I urge
all of my colleagues to oppose this un-

fair, unequitable and undemocratic
rule.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, par-

liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). The gentleman will state his
inquiry.
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I believe
under the rules, procedures and eti-
quette of the House, that the press is to
have access to the gallery here in the
House. I am concerned that the doors
may be locked. I see only one person in
the press gallery today.

I think people all over the country
have a right to know that the press has
access to the Chamber to cover the
travesty of democracy and the arro-
gance of power that is going on here
today.

I would ask the Parliamentarian and
the Sergeant at Arms to be sure that
the press gallery doors are unlocked so
that the press might have access to
these terrible proceedings wrought on
the House floor by the majority.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not stating a parliamentary
inquiry. Accessibility to the House is
being observed.

Mr. SNYDER. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker. Do the rules of the
House provide for the press to have ac-
cess to the gallery of the House?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House is in open session. Anybody has
access that meets the standards of se-
curity.

Mr. SNYDER. Thank you. And that
was a correct parliamentary inquiry.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to note for clarification, there
have been press people coming and
going ever since we have been doing
this rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), the distinguished chairman of
this committee, who has done a phe-
nomenal job in putting this bill to-
gether.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
time.

I want to talk about this bill that
was put together in the Committee on
Armed Services, which was voted out
with a 60 to zero vote, put together and
shaped by Democrats and Republicans.
I want to thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
my partner on the committee, for all
the great work that he has put into it,
as well as the subcommittee chairmen,
ranking members and all the folks who
fill those seats in the Committee on
Armed Services who really care about
our troops.

In keeping with that, this is the Year
of the Troops. We have endeavored to
focus on those troops, and in doing
that, we have got this 3.5 percent pay
raise across the board. We have not in-
creased money for hazardous duty pay.
We have increased money for separa-
tion pay for folks that are away from
their families. And beyond that we try
to give our troops the tools that they
need to get the job done.

The gentlewoman has mentioned
armor, up-armoring of Humvees and
trucks, and munitions and surveil-

lance, in all the things that those folks
need, those 135,000-plus folks in Iraq
and thousands in the Afghanistan the-
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ater who are out there fighting right
now, braving enemy fire, increasingly
oppressive heat, difficult living condi-
tions. And they are doing that for us.
They are doing that all as volunteers,
and it is our job to give them what
they need to get the job done. That is
what we do in this bill.

And appended to all of the great
things that we have done, and I really
applaud the gentleman who just spoke
on this rapid acquisition initiative for
a battlefield commander. When he is
taking casualties, he can say, I want a
system and I want it now. And you ei-
ther have a system within contract of
15 days or you explain to the people in
the field or to the Congress why that is
not possible. That is very important.

Troops are important. And right now
we have put into this bill an additional
10,000 Army troops each year for 3
years for a total of 30,000 troops. We
have also put in an additional 3,000 Ma-
rines each year for a total of 9,000 addi-
tional Marines. And for everybody that
hears from their Guard and Reserve
and active forces, from the members of
their family who say, you know, it
looks like it is another Christmas that
I will not be home, having more troops
helps to alleviate that pressure because
the more people you have, the less time
an individual has to spend in theater,
on duty, in rotation. So that takes a
little bit of pressure off these troops.

Additionally, I think we looked at
this thing as a committee and said,
having additional forces available that
are not obligated in the field, that are
available for deployment, are insur-
ance for our country. And we decided
as a matter of policy that we wanted to
have more insurance. So we have those
additional forces.

Now, additional to the base bill this
year, this $422 billion bill, we have got
another thing, and that is this $25 bil-
lion authorization for a supplemental
that we have bolted onto our bill. And
we put that money in because we want
to make sure we have plenty of money
for operations in the closing months of
this year, plenty of money for surveil-
lance.

We have lots of surveillance Dplat-
forms in here. We want to be able to
see the bad guys when they are putting
out those IEDs or putting up ambushes
or other things. And we want to lever-
age our technology to do that so we
have that additional surveillance
money.

We have additional munitions money
to put in so the troops have everything
from the large rounds right down to M-
16 ammunition, and we put in a lot of
money for that.

Additionally, we have given the
money to the Chief of Staff of the
Army, to General Schumacher, to re-
shape his forces. And I would commend
any Member of the House, and all of
our members of the Committee on
Armed Services have seen this, to have
a sit-down with General Schumacher
and listen to his blueprint for reshap-
ing our force. He feels, under his blue-
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print, he can increase the Army from
33 active brigades to an additional
three this year, three more next year
and four more the next year. And we
are helping him do that by putting in
this supplemental for equipment for
this reset.

I notice the ranking member had
stood up to speak, and I just want to
recognize him if he had anything to
say. Then I know also the gentleman
from South Carolina also had a posi-
tion.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I just learned I can address the
Chamber an additional 2 minutes a few
minutes from now.

Let me, say on a positive side, I
think it is a good thing we are doing,
adding to the end strength of the
troops. I am not sure if America fully
knows, the understanding that we have
some 4,000 coming out of Korea toward
the Iraqi situation.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COOPER).

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, every
fair-minded Member of this House
should be outraged at the rule we are
being forced to debate under today.
Two hours, a giant piece of legislation
will be rammed through this House in
2 hours, less than 15 seconds per Mem-
ber of this body; less than 15 seconds
for each 700,000 group of constituents
that we have the honor of representing;
less than 15 seconds each to talk about
over one-half of all the domestic dis-
cretionary spending of the United
States of America; less than 15 seconds
per Member to talk about the defense
budget of the United States at a time
of war; less than 15 seconds per Member
to talk about a defense budget that is
larger than every other defense budget
in the world put together; less than 15
seconds per Member to talk about the
needs of our troops in the field while
they are fighting a war.
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There will be no real debate allowed
under this rule for properly funding our
troops. It is true, thank goodness, that
finally under pressure that the Repub-
licans have put in $25 billion to fund
our troops in kind of an emergency
supplemental, but the truth is our
troops need more money than that.
They are running out of money now.
Let me repeat, our troops in Iraq and
Afghanistan are running out of money
now.

The Pentagon is already having to
raid every cookie jar in the building to
try to fund their needs. We should do
better by our troops. We should fully
fund their needs. We should tell the
truth to the American people about the
real cost of this war, which is a lot
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closer to $200 billion than any other
number.

I had an amendment that we wanted
to debate and discuss that would have
put in $67 billion for our troops so that
funding would not just start in Octo-
ber, as intended by the Republican ma-
jority and, as they put it, end in De-
cember and January. They are fully
funding about 3 or 4 months of this war
to disguise the true cost of it. We
should fund the needs of our troops for
an entire year, and we should be proud
of it.

With all the life-threatening risks
that our men and women face in uni-
form overseas, financial uncertainties
should not be an additional risk; yet
that is what is being imposed on them
by this body with this simplistic rule
which is 2 hours of debate, less than 15
seconds per Member to talk about the
true needs of our troops.

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina, unfortunately, was absent from
the Committee on Rules when I testi-
fied. There were only two Members
there. They are hurrying through this
so quickly in a rubber-stamp fashion
that we are not able to properly discuss
one of the most important bills of the
year and perhaps of the decade.

Mr. Speaker, our committee has been
rated by CSIS, the Center For Stra-
tegic and International Studies, as one
of the worst Committee on the Armed
Services in decades. Why? This is one
of the reasons, inability to do our job
correctly.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would just like to respond to the
gentleman that I am not sure when he
testified, but other than having a lunch
appointment and voting on the floor, 1
was in that hearing the whole time;
and I would also like to say, there is a
total of 9% hours of debate on this bill.
It is not just 2 hours.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON).

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, the last
speaker from the minority I think mis-
represented the situation. This process
started in January. We have been
through the subcommittee process. The
gentleman went through the sub-
committee process, had ample time to
make his arguments, went through the
full committee process.

We forged a document through that
process where everybody had ample
time, including a debate that started
at 10 o’clock in the morning last week
and ended at midnight, to make our
points; and following that debate, this
bill was reported by a unanimous vote.
So those who are crying foul today be-
cause of this rule are the same people
who have worked since January to
make their points, 12 hours last week
to make their points, and a 9-hour de-
bate today. It seems pretty fair to me.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I would ask
the time remaining on each side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). The gentleman from Texas

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(Mr. FROST) has 13 minutes remaining.
The gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK) has 8% minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON).

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, my
friend from New Jersey makes ref-
erence to 9 hours of debate when, in
truth, in fact, we have 2 hours of gen-
eral debate on this issue.

I recommended to the Committee on
Rules four major amendments. I stated
the amendments from our committee,
and I do not make recommendations
lightly; and when I do, I hope the Com-
mittee on Rules would take them seri-
ously. Most important is one that deals
with quality of life for the soldiers and
the troops and their families.

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT) had a proposed amend-
ment that would increase pay, increase
quality of life. It targeted cuts towards
the missile defense program which is
being boosted up by well over $1 bil-
lion. What more can be said.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ) had a proposed
amendment to modify the Uniform
Code of Military Justice, bringing this
law into conformity with the Federal
criminal sexual assault statutes. That
was passed 18 years ago by this Con-
gress. Now there are some 18 years of
appellate history that can be used, and
yet that was denied.

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COOPER) and the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN) had an amendment author-
izing a total of $67 billion for oper-
ations in Iraq and Afghanistan, when
in truth and fact, the Committee on
Rules set aside a reserve sum of some
$560 billion meeting the Cooper/Ryan
proposal by more than half.

The gentlewoman from California
(Mrs. TAUSCHER), thank goodness they
allowed an amendment that she has on
the Department of Energy nuclear
weapons policy.

These are important amendments,
important not just to the future of our
country, not just important to our pol-
icy, important to those who wear the
uniform, important to their families,
where we are going. It is important, I
think, that we vote down this rule and
come back with a better one.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. EDWARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, it is
unfortunate that the House Republican
leadership has allowed more time to
debate the renaming of post offices
from the floor this year than time to
debate the Defense authorization bill
during a time of war. It is sad. It is sad
that the muzzling of democracy con-
tinues here in the United States, even
as American citizens die and try to
bring democracy to Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, this rule is unfair. I
would say that the bill itself has many
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positive things to it, and I do salute
much of the bipartisan effort that went
into shaping the Defense authorization
bill itself. Let me discuss two specific
parts of the bill, one positive and one
of great concern to me.

On a positive note, the bill finally
improves benefits for pensions for wid-
ows of servicemen and -women. This
had been long overdue to change this
unfair treatment of military widows.
The sergeant’s wife, for example, that
served 20 years in the Army, only re-
ceiving a $7,000 a year pension. I salute
the Republicans who supported it in
committee, and I want to thank the
veterans organizations and the 200
Democrats who joined in my petition
to pressure a vote on this long overdue
consideration.

Second, it is unfortunate that this
bill does not take action to continue
this next year the largest, most impor-
tant housing improvement program in
our Nation’s military history; and it is
really sad when we consider tomorrow
the House Republican leadership will
push a tax cut bill that will provide
self-serving tax cuts for Members of
Congress; but today, we are saying to
24,000 military families, we cannot af-
ford to improve the housing that they
live in, even if their loved one is some-
one serving in Iraq or Afghanistan.
Self-serving tax cuts for Members of
Congress being more important than
improving military housing for those
servicemen and -women sacrificing and
serving our Nation in Iraq? It is wrong.

This rule is wrong. Vote ‘“no’ and let
us reconsider this bill under new regu-
lations and rules.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), the chairman of
the committee.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to just correct my friend because he
may have missed it, but we did lift the
housing cap for privatization of hous-
ing. That was done pursuant to the
Miller amendment in the committee.
So we did two things, both the survivor
benefits and the housing cap.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, if I can
ask the gentleman a question, the staff
of the committee has told me, and I
have asked repeatedly, that it address-
es the housing cap for fiscal year 2006,
but does not solve the problem for 2005;
and as a consequence, 24,000 military
families will have their housing im-
provements put on hold.

Mr. HUNTER. I just say to the gen-
tleman, it is permanent removal of the
housing cap.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JOHN).

Mr. JOHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to strongly oppose this rule.

Yesterday, in the Committee on
Rules, I offered an amendment to the
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defense authorization bill whose needs
were proven and whose costs was fully
offset, and it was sadly rejected.

The Air Force’s Joint Surveillance
Target Radar System, or the JSTARS,
is a program vital to our Nation’s secu-
rity in a time of war and is crucial to
the jobs of hard-working men in Lou-
isiana. My amendment would have en-
sured the continuation of this program
in order to build the number of planes
that the military requested.

The next generation of JSTARS, the
E-10A program, has been delayed twice
and will not provide the needs of our
military in sufficient time.

Without my amendment made in
order, resources will be cut for our
troops, plain and simple. Short-
changing the military on their order
for planes sells short this vital pro-
gram and endangers valuable military
support jobs in Louisiana.

The delay of the E-10A will disrupt
our military industrial base and will
affect our Nation’s responsiveness to
production needs.

The need is real, Mr. Speaker. The
workforce is in place and our troops de-
serve the best we can provide. The
JSTARS program merits funding and
continuation. We will be continuing to
discuss this, and it is a shame that we
have not had this opportunity on the
floor of the House to fully discuss this.
The workers in my district deserve
consideration to complete their mis-
sion, just as we have asked our troops
to complete their mission.

I strongly oppose this rule.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3% minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GosS), the
chairman of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence.

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
distinguished gentlewoman from North
Carolina for her kindness in yielding
me the time.

Mr. Speaker, in consideration of the
fiscal year 2005 Defense Authorization
Act, this comes at a benchmark mo-
ment for the United States of America,
if not the world, in terms of our his-
tory.

Our Nation and our allies are en-
gaged in a global war against ter-
rorism, we all know that, a war that
began long before September 11, 2001,
and is obviously going to continue well
into the future. It is a war fanatics de-
clared on America and its friends. It is
a war that we cannot avoid. It is a war
that must be fought, and it is a war
that will be won.

President Bush understood early on
that this sustained conflict would be
difficult, and he told us so; and the
truth of his words becomes more evi-
dent as time goes by, and it is our job
to step up and provide for the chal-
lenge.

Our Nation’s brave men and women
in uniform and out face danger every
day, not only in countries like Iraq and
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Afghanistan but actually around the
whole world. We have sustained casual-
ties. The inevitability of losses in dan-
gerous work has not deterred us, nor
has it diminished, of course, our heart-
felt gratitude for the sacrifices made
by some of the best our Nation has to
offer, some from my home State, Flor-
ida, some from my district, as they
fought in service of our country, for
ideals that we all believe in, ideals that
will endure, will prosper, and will bet-
ter the lives of fellow human beings ev-
erywhere.

These people bring credit and honor
to us all. They must be remembered
and cherished, and I have no doubt
they will; and this legislation goes in
that direction.

The legislation we consider today
provides the resources needed to con-
tinue the fight that we are in. H.R. 4200
allows America’s military to function
at a superior level. It includes pro-
grams that look forward, anticipating
needs so that they can be met quickly
and with precision when and wherever
future threats arise.

In addition, the Defense Authoriza-
tion Act maintains the oversight abil-
ity of the Congress. The limited, but
nonetheless damaging, instances of
prisoner abuse at Abu Ghraib will be
dealt with transparently and fairly to
show the world that free societies re-
spect civilized standards and enforce
them.

As chairman of the House Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence, I ap-
preciate that H.R. 4200 includes a
strong intelligence component that en-
sures American war fighters on the
ground or in whatever mode are pro-
vided with the best possible informa-
tion; and I am most grateful to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services, for
understanding this and providing for it.

Timely, accurate information is a
vital weapon in the war on terrorism,
both for force protection, as the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
well knows, and for mission success.
Yes, we can expect more violence in
Iraq as the June 30 transfer of sov-
ereignty approaches.
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And, yes, unfortunately we can ex-
pect terrorists to target other events,
including elections in free countries
this year. But with the passage this
yvear and maintaining levels of support
for our military and intelligence capa-
bilities, we can supply our soldiers and
intelligence people with the resources
and information they need to win.

This rule considered a lot of things.
The committee got a good bill to-
gether, and I do not think there is any
reason not to go forward with the de-
bate. I urge support for the rule, I urge
support for the bill, and I urge a vig-
orous debate on the information here-
in.
Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. EDWARDS).
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Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to clarify the record.

The committee dealt with the hous-
ing cap to allow improved military
housing starting in fiscal year 2006, but
it only adds $1 for the cap in 2005. So
that means 24,452 military families will
have their housing improvement plans
put on hold even as their loved ones are
fighting in Iraq or Afghanistan.

Thirteen military bases will have
their housing programs basically fro-
zen, even though tomorrow we are
going to vote to provide a tax cut for
Members of Congress.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), the chairman of
the committee.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time.

The gentleman concurs, as I think
our common ground here is that we
have permanently lifted this cap, with
the lift starting in 2006. However, the
housing program can continue under
the current cap for the time being. And
it is not a certain thing that we are
definitely going to run out of money.

I would just say to the gentleman
that I would be happy to work with the
gentleman and the Committee on the
Budget to attempt to accommodate
2005 and make sure there is not a seam
between 2005 and 2006.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I un-
derstand we will hit the cap as early as
this November.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, that is not a certain
thing. So telling all the families that
they absolutely will not have housing
is not a certain thing at this point.

I think the gentleman and I and oth-
ers can work to make sure there is not
a seam between 2005 and 2006.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARMAN), the ranking
member on the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and I rise in strong support of the
defense authorization bill, but strong
opposition to this rule.

Let me point out, Mr. Speaker, that
the rule we are considering leaves out
many important amendments which
many on our side had hoped to offer. I
had one which would have postponed
additional expenditures for a ground-
based missile system in Alaska which
has not met operational testing re-
quirements, and would have put those
funds into port security. My amend-
ment reflects the views of 49 Admirals
and Generals whose letter to the Presi-
dent is dated March 26.

In my view, as ranking member of
the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, the potential
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damage from a radiological device
coming in through our ports is a much
greater risk than the risk of a missile
attack from North Korea.

There are, however, some good
amendments put in order, one of which
I strongly support. The Davis-Sanchez-
Harman amendment, which we have of-
fered every year for the last decade,
would treat military servicewomen as
women in America are treated, by al-
lowing them their constitutional right
to the full range of legal reproductive
health care in foreign military hos-
pitals, provided they pay for it. Cur-
rent law prohibits this and requires
servicewomen who put their lives on
the line on austere fronts in the war on
terror to seek approval from their com-
manding officer in order to travel else-
where in order to obtain an abortion,
as medical facilities may be inadequate
or unavailable.

I view current law as unconstitu-
tional. I think it is ridiculous at a time
when military women are performing
incredible service around the world
that they still are treated differently
from women in America. So I urge
strong support of the Davis-Sanchez-
Harman amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I submit herewith for
the RECORD the March 26, 2004 letter to
President Bush from 49 Admirals and
Generals:

49 GENERALS AND ADMIRALS CALL FOR
MISSILE DEFENSE POSTPONEMENT

MARCH 26, 2004.
President GEORGE W. BUSH,
The White House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: In December 2002,
you ordered the deployment of a ground-
based strategic mid-course ballistic missile
defense (GMD) capability, now scheduled to
become operational before the end of Sep-
tember 2004. You explained that its purpose
is to defend our nation against rogue states
that may attack us with a single or a limited
number of ballistic missiles armed with
weapons of mass destruction.

To meet this deployment deadline, the
Pentagon has waived the operational testing
requirements that are essential to deter-
mining whether or not this highly complex
system of systems is effective and suitable.
The Defense Department’s Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation stated on March
11, 2004, that operational testing is not in the
plan ‘“‘for the foreseeable future.”” Moreover,
the General Accounting Office pointed out in
a recent report that only two of 10 critical
technologies of the GMD system components
have been verified as workable by adequate
developmental testing.

Another important consideration is bal-
ancing the high costs of missile defense with
funding allocated to other national security
programs. Since President Reagan’s stra-
tegic defense initiative speech in March 1983,
a conservative estimate of about $130 billion,
not adjusted upward for inflation, has been
spent on missile defense, much of it on GMD.
Your Fiscal Year 2005 budget for missile de-
fense is $10.2 billion, with $3.7 billion allo-
cated to GMD. Some $53 billion is pro-
grammed for missile defense over the next
five years, with much more to follow. De-
ploying a highly complex weapons system
prior to testing it adequately can increase
costs significantly.

U.S. technology, already deployed, can pin-
point the source of a ballistic missile launch.
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It is, therefore, highly unlikely that any
state would dare to attack the U.S. or allow
a terrorist to do so from its territory with a
missile armed with a weapon of mass de-
struction, thereby risking annihilation from
a devastating U.S. retaliatory strike.

As you have said, Mr. President, our high-
est priority is to prevent terrorists from ac-
quiring and employing weapons of mass de-
struction. We agree. We therefore rec-
ommend, as the militarily responsible course
of action, that you postpone operational de-
ployment of the expensive and untested GMD
system and transfer the associated funding
to accelerated programs to secure the mul-
titude of facilities containing nuclear weap-
ons and materials and to protect our ports
and borders against terrorists who may at-
tempt to smuggle weapons of mass destruc-
tion into the United States.

Signed:

Admiral William J. Crowe (USN, ret.), Gen-
eral Alfred G. Hansen (USAF, ret.), General
Joseph P. Hoar (USMC, ret.).

Lt. General Henry E. Emerson (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Robert G. Gard, Jr. (USA, ret.),
Vice Admiral Carl T. Hanson (USN, ret.), Lt.
General James F. Hollinsworth (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Arlen D. Jameson (USAF, ret.),
Lt. General Robert E. Kelley, (USAF, ret.),
Lt. General John A. Kjellstrom (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Dennis P. McAuliffe (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Charles P. Otstott (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Thomas M. Rienze (USA, ret.),
Vice Admiral John J. Shanahan (USN, ret.),
Lt. General Dewitt C. Smith, Jr. (USA, ret.),
Lt. General Horace G. Taylor (USA, ret.), Lit.
General James M. Thompson (USA, ret.), Lit.
General Alexander M. Weyand (USA, ret.).

Major General Robert H. Appleby (AUS,
ret.), Major General James G. Boatner (USA,
ret.), Major General Jack O. Bradshaw (USA,
ret.), Major General Morris J. Brady (USA,
ret.), Major General William F. Burns (USA,
ret.), Rear Admiral William D. Center (USN,
ret.), Major General Albert B. Crawford
(USA, ret.), Major General Maurice O. Ed-
monds (USA, ret.), Rear Admiral Robert C.
Elliott, (USN, ret.), Major General John C.
Faith (USA, ret.), Rear Admiral Robert H.
Gormley (USN, ret.), Major General Richard
B. Griffitts (USA, ret.), Rear Admiral
Charles D. Grojean (USN, ret.), Major Gen-
eral Raymond E. Haddock (USA, ret.), Major
General Jack R. Holbein, Jr. (USAF, ret.),
Major General Stanley H. Hyman (USA,
ret.), Major General Wayne P. Jackson (USA,
ret.), Major General Frederick H. Lawson
(AUS, ret.), Major General Vincent P.
Luchsinger, Jr. (USAF, ret.), Major General
James J. LeCleir (AUS, ret.), Major General
William F. Willoughby (USAF, ret.).

Brig. General George C. Cannon, Jr.
(USAF, ret.), Brig. General John J. Costa
(USA, ret.), Brig. General Alvan E. Cowan
(USA, ret.), Brig. General Lee Denson
(USAF, ret.), Brig. General Evelyn P. Foote
(USA, ret.), Brig. General Leslie R. Forney,
Jr. (USA, ret.), Brig. General John H. Grubbs
(USA, ret.), Brig. General James E. Hastings
(USA, ret.), Brig. General John H. Johns
(USA, ret.), Brig. General Maurice D. Roush
(USA, ret.).

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. MATHESON).

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because several worthy amend-
ments to this bill were not ruled in
order for consideration, including my
own amendment that I offered, which
was an amendment that was very sim-
ple. It said, if this country is going to
resume the testing of nuclear weapons,
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it would first have to be authorized to
do so by Congress.

I think Congress, the people’s Rep-
resentatives, ought to be involved in
such a significant decision. This is not
a partisan issue. It is an issue about
having the people’s Representatives in-
volved.

The United States did conduct over
900 nuclear weapons tests at the Ne-
vada test site from 1951 until 1992, and
during most of this time, people who
lived downwind of the test site were
not warned about the adverse health
effects associated with radiation expo-
sure.

What is not widely known is that the
fallout from weapons testing traveled
across the entire country. Studies by
the National Cancer Institute con-
cluded that people in every single
county in the lower 48 States were ex-
posed to fallout.

A moratorium on nuclear weapons
testing was instituted in 1992, but re-
cent funding decisions in the appro-
priations process by Congress are lead-
ing us down the path to renewed nu-
clear testing and, therefore, as far as I
am concerned, it is important that the
people’s Representatives, the United
States Congress, ought to be asked to
come up for a vote on whether or not
we should resume nuclear testing.

This amendment was not ruled in
order and, therefore, I encourage all
my colleagues to oppose this rule.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, how much
time remains on our side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). The gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FrROST) has 3 minutes remaining,
and the gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Mrs. MYRICK) has 34 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I think it
should be obvious to everybody that we
have a huge agenda of meritorious
issues that will not be brought to the
well of the House. We will not have
today a free market of ideas as we deal
with and debate one of the most impor-
tant bills we will bring up.

So when I emphasize to every Mem-
ber that if you want to have a free and
full and serious debate, then you
should vote against this rule and you
should vote first against the motion to
move the previous question. That will
open up the process so that we can
offer amendments.

And before concluding, I would like
to ask the gentlewoman, given the
amendment I am proposing that would
deal with the needs of our NCOs and an
incipient problem, and that is reten-
tion and recruitment, will the gentle-
woman allow me to make a unanimous
consent request to put in order amend-
ment No. 89, which would increase the
targeted pay increase for senior en-
listed personnel and warrant officers
and use, as an offset, a partial reduc-
tion in the big increase in the ballistic
missile program.
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the approval of my amend-
ment, amendment No. 89.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from South Carolina asks unan-
imous consent that his amendment,
which is not proposed to be made in
order by the Committee on Rules, be
permitted to be in order. Does the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina object
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

Mrs. MYRICK. Yes, I do object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to vote
“no’’ on the previous question and on
the rule. If the previous question is de-
feated, I will offer an amendment to
the rule that will make in order the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT),
which the Committee on Rules de-
feated on a straight party-line vote
early this morning and for which unan-
imous consent was just denied.

Mr. Speaker, this is the second year
in a row the Republican leadership has
chosen to throw away the long-stand-
ing tradition of bipartisan cooperation
in shaping our national defense poli-
cies. Nearly 100 amendments, most of
them by Democratic Members, were
shut out of the rule, including the
Spratt amendment. It is a very sad day
for the American people and particu-
larly for those serving in the military.

Partisan politics have absolutely no
place when it comes to protecting the
brave American men and women who
are serving in our military in harm’s
way. The Spratt amendment would
provide $300 million additional dollars
to give well-deserved pay raises to the
sergeants and warrant officers who
train and lead enlisted personnel. His
amendment also guarantees military
personnel serving in combat zones will
have life insurance.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the amendment
and extraneous materials be inserted in
the RECORD immediately prior to the
vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I urge a
““no”” vote on the previous question and
a ‘‘no’’ vote on the rule.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in oppo-
sition to this rule, which silenced all three of
my amendments.

My first amendment called for the creation
of an international commission, with Iraqi,
U.S., and U.N. participation, to monitor prison
conditions in Iraq. The Geneva Convention is
neither quaint nor obsolete, and this amend-
ment would have ensured compliance and
help to restore badly damaged U.S. credibility.

My second amendment would have created
a database of those who have been detained.

My third amendment prohibited the use of
U.S. funds in the overthrow of democratically
elected governments. Given the allegations of
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this government’s involvement in the over-
throw of President Aristide in Haiti, this
amendment would have restored confidence in
the protection of democracy.

Once again debate was stifled on many crit-
ical issues. The Republican majority continues
to abuse its power.

Oppose this rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. FROST is as follows:

PREVIOUS QUESTION FOR H. RES.—RULE ON
H.R. 4200 NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 6. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, the amendment print-
ed in section 7 shall be in order as though
printed as the first amendment in the report
of the Committee on Rules if offered by Rep-
resentative Spratt of South Carolina or a
designee. That amendment shall be debat-
able for 60 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent.

SEC. 7. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 6 is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H.R. 4200, AS REPORTED
OFFERED BY MR. SPRATT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In section 421, add after the dollar amount
(page 94, line 16) the following: ‘‘(increased
by $300,000,000)"".

At the end of subtitle A of title VI (page
209, after line 3), insert the following new
section:
SEC. 6 . TARGETED PAY RAISE FOR SENIOR

ENLISTED PERSONNEL AND JUNIOR

WARRANT OFFICERS.

(a) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY.—The Secretary
of Defense shall use $300,000,000 of the
amount appropriated pursuant to the au-
thorization of appropriations in section 421
to increase the rates of monthly basic pay
for enlisted members of the Armed Forces in
the pay grades E-5 through E-9 and warrant
officers in the pay grades W-1, W-2, and W-
3.

(b) RELATION TO OTHER PAY RAISE AUTHOR-
ITY.—Pay increases provided members of the
Armed Forces pursuant to subsection (a) are
in addition to the increase in the rates of
monthly basic pay for members required by
section 601.

At the end of subtitle B of title VI (page
230, after line 4), insert the following new
section:
SEC. 6 . INCREASE IN AMOUNT OF IMMI-
NENT DANGER PAY TO COVER DE-
DUCTIONS FROM BASIC PAY FOR
SERVICEMEMBERS’ GROUP LIFE IN-
SURANCE COVERAGE.

Section 310 of title 37, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘(f) ADDITIONAL INCREASE TO COVER DEDUC-
TIONS FOR SERVICEMEMBERS’ GROUP LIFE IN-
SURANCE COVERAGE.—(1) During the period
specified in paragraph (3), in addition to the
rate of pay authorized by subsection (a) or
(e) for a month, a member who is eligible for
special pay under this section for a month
and who is insured during that month under
Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance shall
also receive an amount equal to the amount
of the deduction from basic pay prescribed
for the level of Servicemembers’ Group Life
Insurance coverage obtained by the member
under section 1967 of title 38.

‘(2) To the maximum extent practicable,
the Secretary concerned shall give members
who will be assigned to duty under cir-
cumstances or in an area for which special
pay is provided under this section notice, in
advance of the deployment, of the following:

““(A) The availability of additional pay
under this subsection for members insured
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under Servicemembers’ Group Life Insur-
ance.

‘“(B) The ability of members who elected
not to be insured under Servicemembers’
Group Life Insurance, or elected less than
the authorized maximum coverage, to obtain
additional coverage as provided in section
1967(c) of title 38.

‘(3) Additional pay under paragraph (1)
shall be available only during the period be-
ginning October 1, 2004, and ending December
31, 2005. The total amount expended under
such paragraph may not exceed $50,000,000.".

At the end of subtitle A of title II (page 28,
after line 14), insert the following new sec-
tion:

SEC. 2 . ADDITIONAL MATTERS RELATING TO
AMOUNTS FOR RESEARCH, DEVEL-
OPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION.

(a) INCREASE FOR NAVY RDT&E.—The
amount in section 201(2) for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation, Navy, is here-
by increased by $14,700,000, of which—

(1) $6,400,000 shall be available for the Non-
lethal Weapons program element (PE
0603851M); and

(2) $8,300,000 shall be available for the Ma-
rine Corps Communications System program
element (PE 0206313M), of which—

(A) $3,800,000 shall be available within that
element for the Communication Emitter
Sensing and Attacking System project; and

(B) $4,500,000 shall be available within that
element for the Marine Aviation Command
and Control System Sustainment project.

(b) INCREASE FOR ARMY RDT&E.—The
amount in section 201(1) for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation, Army, is here-
by increased by $49,700,000, to be available for
the Patriot PAC-3 Theater Missile Defense
program element (PE 0604865A).

(c) REDUCTION IN DEFENSE-WIDE RDT&E.—
The amount in section 201(4) for research, de-
velopment, test, and evaluation, Defense-
wide, is hereby reduced by $414,400,000, of
which—

(1) $77,000,000 shall be derived from the Bal-
listic Missile Defense System Interceptor
program element (PE 0603886C);

(2) $289,400,000 shall be derived, within the
Ballistic Missile Defense Midcourse Defense
Segment program element (PE 0603882C),
from the Ground-based Midcourse Defense
Block 2006 program, to be derived by elimi-
nating funding for—

(A) construction of silos;

(B) a second In-flight Interceptor Commu-
nications Systems Data Terminal at Fort
Greely, Alaska; and

(C) construction of a second launch com-
plex at Fort Greely, Alaska;

(3) $25,000,000 shall be derived from the Bal-
listic Missile Defense Technology program
element (PE 0603175C); and

(4) $23,000,000 shall be derived from the Bal-
listic Missile Defense Products program ele-
ment (PE 0603889C).

(d) PROHIBITION ON SPACE-BASED INTER-
CEPTOR.—None of the amounts authorized to
be appropriated or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2005 or any prior fiscal year
for the ballistic missile defense may be used
to develop the space-based interceptor that
is part of the Block 2012 element of the Bal-
listic Missile Defense System Interceptor
program element (PE 0603886C).

(e) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF SILOS.—None
of the amounts authorized to be appropriated
or otherwise made available for fiscal year
2005 or any prior fiscal year for the Ballistic
Missile Defense Midcourse Defense Segment
program element may be obligated for con-
struction of a missile defense interceptor
silo at Fort Greely, Alaska, if construction
of that silo would result in the total number
of such silos at Fort Greely being a number
in excess of 16.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

I yield
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Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———————

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 the motion 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.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later today.

————

HONORING PAST AND CURRENT
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES
AND ENCOURAGING AMERICANS
TO WEAR RED POPPIES ON ME-
MORIAL DAY

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 424)
honoring past and current members of
the Armed Forces of the United States
and encouraging Americans to wear red
poppies on Memorial Day.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 424

Whereas the red poppy was the first living
plant that sprouted in the battlefields dev-
astated by fighting during World War I;

Whereas red poppies grew abundantly in
the trenches and craters of the war-torn bat-
tlefields in Northern France and Belgium;

Whereas during World War I, the bloom of
red poppies each year and the coming of the
warm weather brought hope to those still
fighting in the trenches of France and Bel-
gium;

Whereas in 1915, the red poppy inspired Ca-
nadian Colonel John McCrae to write the
poem ‘‘In Flanders Fields” in remembrance
of the thousands of soldiers who perished
during the three battles of Ypres in Belgium;

Whereas in 1918, John McCrae’s poem in-
spired Moina Belle Michael of Athens, Geor-
gia, to write her own poem entitled ‘“We
Shall Keep the Faith’, in which she prom-
ised to wear a red poppy to memorialize
American soldiers killed in World War I, and
later to raise millions of dollars to support
and employ disabled American veterans of
all wars;

Whereas on November 11, 1921, the first
Poppy Day was held in the United Kingdom
and was a national success;

Whereas the red poppy is a symbol of sac-
rifice throughout the world;

Whereas the red poppy has been worn in
the United States for more than 80 years as
a way to remember those individuals who
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died fighting for freedom and democracy
around the world and to raise money to help
disabled veterans; and

Whereas in 2004, wearing a red poppy on
Memorial Day is especially timely consid-
ering the sacrifices United States soldiers
are making in Iraq and Afghanistan for free-
dom, democracy, and security: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress honors
past and current members of the Armed
Forces of the United States and their fami-
lies by encouraging every American to wear
a red poppy on Memorial Day as a sign of ad-
miration and thanks to those individuals
who died to preserve freedom and democracy
in the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. SCHROCK) and the gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO)
each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 424, the concur-
rent resolution currently under consid-
eration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SHADEGG).

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and I rise in strong support of H.
Con. Res. 424.

Mr. Speaker, many of those watching
today’s proceedings may notice that
many of us here on the floor are wear-
ing the red poppy. It is, in fact, a sym-
bol of Memorial Day and an acknowl-
edgment of the sacrifice made by
armed services personnel in fighting
for our freedom throughout the world.

Next weekend, our Nation will cele-
brate Memorial Day. All too often we
forget the purposes of those celebra-
tions, but Memorial Day is a very im-
portant day set aside to honor and ac-
knowledge the sacrifice of all of those
who have served our Nation and died in
their service to our Nation. It is a day,
as we will hear during this debate, with
a long and important history.

It is a day which began as Decoration
Day, following the deaths during the
Civil War of so many soldiers, a day, as
we will hear in this debate, civilians
went to the fields to decorate the
graves of soldiers who had died in bat-
tle and decorated the graves of all sol-
diers, both Confederate and Union.

Mr. Speaker, it is most fitting that
this year, in this resolution, we would
call upon the American people to make
a special point of wearing a red poppy
and of acknowledging the ultimate sac-
rifice made by our troops. Because this
year, on Memorial Day, we will have
troops in the field in both Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, and throughout the world,
who are serving our Nation and who
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themselves have been joined by sol-
diers who have made the ultimate sac-
rifice.

This resolution acknowledges the im-
portance of the red poppy, which has
been adopted by the American Legion
and by the Auxiliary of the American
Legion as the official flower honoring
the sacrifice of those who have died in
our Nation’s service.
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It seems to me, as Members will hear
in this debate, there was a time in our
Nation when all Americans on Memo-
rial Day wore a red poppy to acknowl-
edge sacrifices made by our Armed
Forces personnel. It has now become a
worldwide tradition.

I commend the gentleman for offer-
ing the resolution, and I encourage my
colleagues to join in this debate, and I
thank them for wearing the red poppy
today.

Some 535 red poppies were donated to
Congress, and every Member of the
House and Senate has a red poppy to
wear today and on Memorial Day in
recognition of this grand tradition and
in recognition of the sacrifice paid by
our soldiers, including those who have
lost their lives in the recent battles in
Afghanistan and Iraq, one of those sol-
diers being Pat Tillman from my State
whose life was tragically lost within
the last month.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
resolution.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of H. Con. Res. 424,
introduced by the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SHADEGG). This timely reso-
lution honors the men and women who
serve in uniform and calls on all Amer-
icans to recognize the sacrifices of
those who have given their lives to pro-
tect our freedom by wearing a red
poppy on Memorial Day, May 30.

In 2 weeks, our Nation will observe
Memorial Day. Sadly, the true mean-
ing of Memorial Day seems to have
faded over the years, and for many
young Americans, Memorial Day is
often seen as just another holiday or
the beginning of summer. This is sad
and unfortunate as Memorial Day is a
time to remember and honor those who
have died in service, defending our Na-
tion.

The resolution before us honors those
who have given their lives in service to
their country and encourages Ameri-
cans to wear a red poppy on Memorial
Day.

A number of people have asked,
“Why wear a red poppy?’ The red
poppy grew abundantly in the battle-
fields of World War I, and it was the in-
spiration for several poems at the time,
including such notable poems as ‘‘Flan-
ders Fields,” written by John McCrae
in May, 1915, and a poem by Moina Mi-
chael, entitled ‘“We Shall Keep the
Faith,” written in November, 1918.

The first Poppy Day was held in Eng-
land on November 11, 1921, and since
that time, the red poppy has been a



H3252

symbol of sacrifice. For over 80 years,
the red poppy has been worn to honor
those who have made the ultimate sac-
rifice for our country and to raise
money to help our disabled veterans.

A poem attributed to Don Crawford
entitled, ‘“Why Wear a Poppy’’ captures
the significance of this special flower,
and I would like to read the poem for
the RECORD.

WHY WEAR A POPPY

‘““Please wear a poppy,”’ the lady said

And held one forth, but I shook my head.

Then I stopped and watched as she offered
them there,

And her face was old and lined with care,

But beneath the scars the years had made

There remained a smile that refused to fade.

A boy came whistling down the street,

Bouncing along on care-free feet.

His smile was full of joy and fun,

“Lady,” said he ‘“May I have one?”’

When she pinned it on he turned to say,

“Why do we wear a poppy, today?”’

The lady smiled in her wistful way,

And answered ‘‘This is Remembrance Day,

And the poppy there is the symbol for

The gallant men and women who died in war,

And because they did, you and I are free,

That’s why we wear a poppy, you see.

I had a boy about your size,

With golden hair and big blue eyes.

He loved to play and jump and shout,

Free as a bird he would race about.

As the years went by he learned and grew

And became a man—as you will too.

He was fine and strong with a boyish smile,

But he’d seemed with us such a little while

When war broke out and he went away.

I still remember his face that day.

When he smiled at me and said ‘Good-bye,

I’'ll soon be back, Mom, so please don’t cry.’

But the war went on and he had to stay,

All I could do was wait and pray.

His letters told of the awful fight,

(I can see it still in my dreams at night.)

With the tanks and guns and the cruel
barbed wire,

And the mines and bullets, the bombs and
fire.

Till at last, the war was won,

And that’s why we wear a poppy, son.”

The small boy turned as if to go,

Then said, ‘‘“Thanks, lady, I'm glad to know.

That sure did sound like an awful fight.

But your son, did he come back all right?”’

A tear rolled down each faded cheek,

She shook her head, but didn’t speak.

I slunk away in a sort of shame,

And if you were me you’d have done the
same,

For our thanks in giving, is oft delayed,

Though our freedom was bought, and thou-
sands paid,

And so when we see a poppy worn,

Let us reflect on the burden borne

By those who gave their very all

And asked to answer their country’s call,

That we at home in peace might live.

Then wear a poppy. Remember—and give!”’

Mr. Speaker, this Memorial Day each
hometown across America will pause to
remember the heroes of this generation
as well as those of the past. Let us
honor and pay tribute to the over 900
American service members who have
given their lives in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, along with all those who die in
service to their Nation.

On Guam, we have lost three young
men in Iraq: Specialist Christopher
Wesley, Lieutenant Michael Vega, and
Sergeant Eddie Chen. One officer, two
enlisted men. Wesley, Vega and Chen,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

these three, are a microcosm of the
American people, one Western name,
one Hispanic name, and one Asian
name.

In these troubled times, it is worth
reflecting on Memorial Day who we are
as a Nation and what values we stand
for. We are a Nation of immigrants
whose parents and grandparents have
come to these shores seeking indi-
vidual liberty, prosperity and human
dignity. The Nation we call our own is
a Nation of compassion and justice. It
is a Nation worth dying for. It is a Na-
tion of opportunity and freedom.

We on Guam know what freedom is
all about because we also know what
occupation is. We celebrate Liberation
Day on Guam every year as the day of
deliverance of enemy occupation and
the return of freedom after 32 months
of enemy subjugation. We know what it
means to thank Marines, soldiers, air-
men and sailors for their sacrifices be-
cause it was not all that long ago that
we were an occupied land.

Tomorrow, I will be accompanying
former Congressman General Ben Blaz,
the veterans of the 5th Field Service
Depot of the United States Marine
Corps to Arlington National Cemetery.
We will lay a wreath at the Tomb of
the Unknown Soldier to express our
deep appreciation to all those who
serve and have served our Nation in
uniform. We thank them, honor them,
and will never forget them.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

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

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me
thank the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. SHADEGG) for introducing this res-
olution. I want to thank my very good
friend of nearly 3 decades, the gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO), for
that wonderful poem. I know the sac-
rifices the folks on Guam made. I was
privileged to serve in Guam during my
Navy career, and I know what a great
place that is and what a wonderful
woman the gentlewoman is.

Mr. Speaker, as our Nation struggles
to answer threats to our security in
this global war on terror, it is appro-
priate that we both remember and seek
inspiration from the sacrifices of the
generations that have gone before in
defending our freedoms, our way of life
and the ideals on which our Nation is
founded. Their sacrifices changed the
world in which we live and made pos-
sible the freedoms we enjoy in today’s
world. Ours is a continuation of their
struggle.

The red poppy is a symbol that even
on the tortured soil of a war-torn bat-
tlefield, our soldiers can be reminded
that despite the death and violence
which surrounds them, the world for
which they are fighting is vibrant and
future beautiful. This remains an im-
portant symbol for every American,
both in and out of uniform, who may
feel overwhelmed by the death and vio-
lence of today’s world.
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It is important that we stop and con-
sider the sacrifices of our men and
women in uniform. Their service is an
honorable one, and our Nation owes
them a debt we can never fully repay.
That our Nation takes a day to con-
template and remember their sacrifice
is an appropriate tribute to their ef-
forts.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL), but first thank the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCHROCK) for his very kind words.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this bill, and we should wear
poppies to honor the sacrifices of our
troops, but we should express our sup-
port not only on our lapels, but in our
budgets.

It is somewhat ironic to me that we
would consider this bill, as important
as it is, only a few moments after we
had a rule on this floor on our defense
budget, a rule that excluded an amend-
ment that the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) and I advanced
that would pay for our troops’ life in-
surance.

I have lost four constituents from my

district in Afghanistan and Iraq:
Raheen Tyson Heighter, Michael
Esposito, Jacob Fletcher, and Nate
Bruckenthal.

Raheen Tyson Heighter was 19 years
old when he joined the Army. And
when he was told that he needed life in-
surance, this young man, being a fear-
less young man, chose the least expen-
sive life insurance policy because the
premium was all that he could afford,
and the policy was all that he believed
he needed because he believed he would
be coming back home.

He did not come back home alive; he
was Kkilled on July 24, 2003. His casualty
officer called his mother and said, Your
son’s life insurance policy was $10,000.

Mr. Speaker, $10,000 is not adequate.
And what is even worse is while Mr.
Heighter was taking bullets in Iraaq,
Uncle Sam was taking 80 cents a
month from his gross monthly pay of
$1,987, including hazard duty pay, for
his life insurance.

Mr. Speaker, I know that we all
agree, when we send troops into com-
bat to protect our national security,
they should not have to worry about
their family’s financial security in the
event they do not return.

I know that all of my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle agree that we
have an obligation to honor those who
have made the eternal sacrifice every
single day, that we must display our
commitment and our reverence to
them, display it; but also pay for what
we owe them as well, not simply dis-
play, but pay to help their families.

That would be the true mark of how
we honor our heroes, the men and
women who have made such heroic sac-
rifices, with poppies, but also with dol-
lars.

I, of course, will support and proudly
vote for this bill, but I hope that my
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colleagues in this Congress and that
the President of the United States will
understand that it is more than just
poppies and it is more than just words,
it is budgets that count ultimately.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER) to refocus our at-
tention on what this bill is really
about.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Speaker, I can re-
member as a young boy, going to down-
town Pontotoc, Mississippi, with my
parents on Memorial Day to hand out
poppies.

I thought Members might be inter-
ested in a little history lesson about
the origin of Memorial Day which
began as Decoration Day. The facts, as
I have come to understand them, are
that in 1866 a group of Columbus, Mis-
sissippi, women met to decide on a way
to honor the Confederate war dead in
the local Friendship Cemetery.

Once the ladies arrived at the ceme-
tery, one of the women began placing
flowers on the graves of Union soldiers,
too, because they also had given their
lives for their beliefs.
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Other women followed suit and soon
all of the graves, Confederate and
Union, had flowers. This generous ges-
ture was told and retold and finally
made its way to the New York Tribune
where the short article was seen by a
young attorney named Francis Miles
Finch. He was so moved by the gen-
erosity of the Southern ladies and their
Decoration Day that he wrote the
poem ‘‘The Blue and the Gray’ and it
was published in the Atlantic Monthly
in September of 1867.

Mr. Speaker, other towns may claim
Decoration Day or Memorial Day per-
haps earlier than the one in Columbus,
but Columbus, Mississippi, was the
first to honor former enemies. Here is
what the Library of Congress said:

‘““Columbus, Mississippi, thus can
rightly claim to be not only one day
ahead of Columbus, Georgia, in its ob-
servance of Memorial Day but more
generous in its distribution of the trib-
utes of honor and mourning.”’

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to represent
Columbus, Mississippi, in the Congress,
the place where Memorial Day first
began.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I humbly
suggest that if we want to make the
poppy in our lapels more than a mere
gesture, we should vote ‘‘no’” on the
previous question on the rule that will
make in order the defense authoriza-
tion bill. Because by voting ‘‘no,” we
will make in order the consideration of
an amendment that I have offered
which contains two key elements that
go to the very heart of what it is we
are discussing here right now.

We would take a little bit of money
out of a huge increase in ballistic mis-
sile defense and put it in a place where
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it will do a lot of good, namely, in tar-
geted pay increases to our enlisted per-
sonnel, particularly our NCOs and our
junior warrant officers. It costs $300
million. It is not something I pulled
out of the air. It was recommended 3
years ago by the last quadrennial re-
view. For 2 fiscal years we have done
it; this year we have not in the bill be-
fore us. We can rectify that by voting
“no”” and then voting for the amend-
ment.

In addition, we do something else in
the amendment that I would offer, that
is, we say to every soldier, sailor, air-
man and Marine going into combat,
into harm’s way, Uncle Sam is going to
see to it that you get the maximum in
servicemen’s life insurance, group life
insurance, $250,000. The premium will
be paid by an increase in your immi-
nent danger pay, two things that will
say volumes to our soldiers about how
much we appreciate what they are
doing for today, the risks they are tak-
ing; two things that we can say that
will make more than just this mere
gesture a sincere commitment to those
who have gone in harm’s way and laid
their life on the line to make this the
home of the free and the land of the
brave.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, we real-
ly have had time to debate what the
last gentleman has discussed. It is too
bad we are saddening the debate on
this for that kind of discussion. There
was certainly plenty of time for that.

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to
yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. JONES), one
of the strongest advocates of the mili-
tary that I have ever known.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Virginia and the gentle-
woman from Guam, and I want to
thank my friend from Arizona for
bringing this resolution to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, it is important, whether
we agree or disagree on whether our
troops should be in Iraq or not, the fact
is they are there. They have families
that live in my district, the home of
Camp Lejeune, Cherry Point, Seymour
Johnson Air Force Base; and I think
that probably this year as much as
ever if not even more than ever that on
Memorial Day we the American people
wear the red poppy to show our appre-
ciation and our allegiance to the men
and women in uniform and those who
have given their sons and their daugh-
ters to die for freedom.

I brought with me today on the floor
for my couple of minutes the faces of
the real. To my left, Mr. Speaker, is a
young man whose name is Tyler Jor-
dan. Tyler’s father was a gunny ser-
geant, Phillip Jordan, who was killed
last year in Iraq. I bring this to the
floor, Mr. Speaker, because this photo-
graph speaks much better than I could
ever speak. It shows a young man who
is looking at the casket of his father. It
is showing a young man who has a fold-
ed flag under his arm. These are the
faces of the families who have given
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loved ones from the beginning of this
great Nation through and including
today.

The other poster, Mr. Speaker, I have
outside of my office, 12 of these posters
that say ‘“May We Never Forget.”” The
reason for that is why we are here
today speaking on behalf of this resolu-
tion. The red poppy is a reminder of
past wars, of past gifts, of a husband, a
wife, a son, or a daughter. This Nation
does owe those who have worn the uni-
form and their families. We should
never forget those who wore the uni-
form for this Nation. We should never
forget those who gave their lives.

It so happens that this past Saturday
night in my home district, a Reservist,
Rodney Murray who died in Iraq 2
weeks ago, I went to visit and I had the
chance to speak to the wife, a 24-year-
old lady, whose husband, 28, died in
Iraq 2 weeks ago. I said, Amanda, on
behalf of the United States House of
Representatives, I extend to you my
deepest sympathy and my gratitude on
behalf of my colleagues. Mr. Speaker,
tears came to my eyes. I could not even
complete the statement.

I close today by saying to my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle,
please support this resolution, as we
will do, and let us not forget as we
begin to debate the needs of our retired
military and those who have served
and their families. God bless America
and God bless our men and women in
uniform.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to go on record to thank the
gentleman from North Carolina. I pass
those posters every day on my way to
my office. I think it is a wonderful
tribute that he is paying to the men
and women in service who have lost
their lives.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time, and let me compliment my friend
and colleague from Arizona for offering
this resolution.

It was November 11, 1941. My father,
another Ike Skelton, was the best
known orator in Lafayette County, and
he was invited to speak to the Odessa,
Missouri, High School assembly on Ar-
mistice Day. By prearrangement with
my teacher, he took me out of grade
school and we drove to Odessa. I sat in
the back of the Odessa student body
while I watched the program. The stu-
dents put on a skit in Army uniform
with the leggings and the drill sergeant
hat and bass drums simulating artil-
lery, and then my father spoke.

Being a Navy veteran of the First
World War, he spoke as a veteran. He
said to that student body audience, No-
vember 11, 1941, that there are those in
this audience that may well have to
fight for our freedoms once again. How
prophetic he was, because not long
thereafter, less than a month, the Jap-
anese bombed Pearl Harbor, and Adolf
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Hitler the following day declared war
on our country. Two of the young men
graduating from that high school class
of May 1942 gave their lives in Ger-

many on the battlefield.

In the closing part of my father’s
speech to those students that day, he
recited the poem that came out of the
Great War written by a Major John
McCrae:

In Flanders fields the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row
That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing, fly
Scarce heard amid the guns below.
We are the Dead. Short days ago

We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,
Loved and were loved, and now we lie
In Flanders fields.

Take up our quarrel with the foe:

To you from failing hands we throw
Our torch; be yours to hold it high.
If ye break faith with us who die

We shall not sleep, though poppies grow
In Flanders fields.

Mr. Speaker, it is appropriate that
we pass this resolution and that we pay
honor to those in uniform of yesteryear
and that we express appreciation and
gratitude for those who defend the free-
doms of our country today.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-

zona (Mr. RENZD).

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I was privi-
leged to grow up the son of Major Gen-
eral Gene Renzi out of Fort Huachuca,
Arizona. I grew up in a home where our
house was filled with veterans and
troops who came back with great life
stories of the sacrifices and the con-
tributions that they made to our Na-
tion.

And so it is a great honor for me to
stand before you and pay tribute today
to those who have given their full
measure, who have contributed so
much to our society and who have al-
lowed me to breathe free and to stand
in the halls of Congress and to try and
serve and give a little back.

I am privileged to serve on the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs where it is
our obligation to hold and to care for
the surviving families, the wives, the
spouses, the husbands and the kids who
have seen their moms and dads go off
and who may have lost their loved ones
in defense of our Nation.

We are at a time of patriotism in our
country, a real crossroads where our
resolve is being tested, with the rise of
patriotism and the showing of Amer-
ican flags. The wearing of the poppy
flower symbolizes a remembrance of
past days where we loved our Nation.
That time is welcomed.

Each year I have the great honor to
walk in parades all around rural Ari-
zona, small towns like Payson, Ari-
zona. I love to stand behind and walk
behind our veterans and our troops. It
is so moving each year to see the moms
and dads along the parade route rise up
out of their lawn chairs and show great
respect and deference to our flag by re-
moving their hats, putting their hands
over their hearts, and calling out to
those veterans the great job, the love
that they have for them. Again we
breathe free because of the sacrifice
our veterans have made.
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On this Memorial Day, I ask that we
raise the flag, that we wear the poppy,
and I give thanks and ask God’s grace

for our troops and our veterans.
Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield

3 minutes to the gentlewoman from

Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, let me thank the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Guam for
her leadership and also her eloquence. 1
have heard her often speak of the mili-
tary personnel in her area, not only
speak for them, but advocate for them;
and I thank her for her leadership in
this issue and many other issues. I
thank the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. SHADEGG) for his leadership as
well, bringing us together on this day,
because I believe it is important to an-
nounce to the world that there is not
one moment of divide amongst us as it
relates to the honor and commemora-
tion of those who honor us by giving
the ultimate sacrifice, but also taking
the oath to serve in the United States
military.

Might I say to you that I come with
a heavy heart, for I pay tribute today
to a young private by the name of
Sotelo. I visited with his family as
they learned the tragic news just last
year of this young, almost 21-year-old
in my congressional district who lost
his life on the front lines of Iraq.
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His mother cried, his father cried, his
family members cried, not because
they did not recognize his willingness
to give the ultimate sacrifice but be-
cause not only was it his sacrifice, but
as the family looked into the future of
his future, they knew that this bright
light would be extinguished forever.

We funeralized him at his beloved
high school, Reagan High School, the
wishes of his parents, on a very hot,
very hot and solemn day in June; and
then we looked to honor him on this
coming Memorial Day. But also we
honored him as his mother was able to
spend Mother’s Day together with
other mothers, the Gold Star Mothers,
who lost young people in this terrible
thing called war.

I was in Flanders Field, in the burial
place of thousands of those from World
War I, the graveyards near that area.
And I simply want to say that death is
a horrible experience for those families
left longing, but it is for those brave
souls who are willing to give their lives
that we must stand together and fight
for what is right.

This is a day of honor, and I hope on
Memorial Day we will honor them by
wearing poppies. But I do believe it is
important to bring honor today.

I would have hoped that we would
have had a bipartisan rule. I think we
must also respect the living by keeping
veterans’ hospitals open and access to
health care available, and by providing
for the Spratt amendment to provide
$414 million to be able to give an in-
crease in salary. And, yes, I think it is
important, even on this day as we raise
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this wonderful resolution up, to give
honor to those who are in the armed
services.

We must recognize that account-
ability is important. As our line offi-
cers today are being prosecuted, this
does not taint the entire military, for
we respect them, but it does say that
we hold those responsible at the top,
for they are responsible too.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Virginia for yield-
ing me this time.

What a fantastic way to recognize
the veterans of all of our wars, but of
course this, as we know, the wearing of
the poppy, it all started after World
War I, and it is talked about in the res-
olution.

But it was a physician from Canada,
Dr. John McCrae, who had a friend who
was Kkilled in Belgium and was buried
at Flanders Fields, and Dr. McCrae
himself, later on, in that war to end all
wars, died of pneumonia on the battle-
field and never made it back to his
practice in Canada. But before he died,
of course, he wrote that great poem
that we will know today ‘‘In Flanders
Field,” and the last stanza of that
poem I think went something like:

“To you from failing hands we throw
The torch; be it yours to hold it high.

If ye break faith with us who die

We shall not sleep, though poppies grow
In Flanders fields.”

And what Dr. McCrae was saying to
us and to future generations and to all
generations was, never forget, no mat-
ter what battle it was, whether it was
the Civil War or Operation Iraqi Free-
dom today, these young men and
women are dying for a cause; and
whether one agrees with them or not,
they had no choice.

In many cases, they were con-
scripted. Today, we have an all-volun-
teer military, but they are there de-
fending our freedom, and many of them
are paying the ultimate sacrifice.

So that is what this poppy says. And
for me to have a little opportunity
today just before Memorial Day to talk
about this and to support H. Con. Res.
424, T am very proud to do that. What a
wonderful way to honor our men and
women in the military.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS).

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time.

I want to recognize two Fourth Con-
gressional District members of our
military, Wilfredo Perez, Jr., from Nor-
walk, Connecticut; and Tyanna Avery
Felder from Bridgeport, Connecticut;
both lost their lives in Iraq fighting for
freedom and fighting for justice and
fighting for the United States of Amer-
ica on behalf of a better world.
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We have lost 773 in Iraq. We have lost
122 men and women in Afghanistan.
And I think it is just absolutely essen-
tial we recognize all who have lost
their lives by wearing this red poppy
on Memorial Day and asking all Ameri-
cans do that. I thank the sponsors of
this legislation for advocating that
kind of recognition.

I close by saluting one community,
in the 4th Congressional District,
Greenwich, Connecticut. In Old Green-
wich the community rings a bell for
every American who has lost his or her
life fighting for America, and that goes
back before the Revolutionary War.

We are a great Nation, with an extraordinary
history. We must never forget those who
served in battle and came home draped in an
American flag.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in strong support of this
resolution as we honor both the past
and current members of the armed
services, and also their families, as we
encourage every member of the Amer-
ican public to wear the red poppy on
Memorial Day.

To many people, especially the Na-
tion’s thousands of combat veterans on
this day, history that goes back all the
way to the Civil War, it is an impor-
tant reminder of all those who died in
service to their Nation, the brave, the
proud, the strong who gave their lives
so that so many of us today can have
the freedoms that we have.

And it is proper that we honor this
today in light of all those men and
women who find themselves in harm’s
way as we speak, risking their lives
over in the Middle East. And it is prop-
er also that this House does all that we
can do as we continue to work on this
side to provide services for our vet-
erans, services of better health care,
enhanced housing access, job opportu-
nities, and benefits for their loved ones
at home.

So I encourage all Members and the
constituency back in the district in the
great State of New Jersey to wear a
poppy on this day, and also to honor
those men and women by going to the
cemeteries, visiting memorials, and
also by participating in the National
Moment of Remembrance at 3 p.m. to
pause and think on the true meaning of
this day.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
all of my colleagues who spoke in sup-
port of this resolution. Each of us will
have a chance to spend some time with
veterans from our districts on Memo-
rial Day.

We know we owe them more than
words for their service, but the words
spoken here today came from the
heart. And I would like to express my
heartfelt thanks to the liberators of
Guam and all of our cherished veterans
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and outstanding servicemen and
women in uniform.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. SHADEGG), the author; the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCHROCK); and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

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

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. SHADEGG),
who introduced this resolution.

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I want to close by thanking all of
those who participated in this debate
and who discussed the issue of this res-
olution. The issue of this resolution is
not legislation as we debated the last
hour regarding the defense appropria-
tion. The issue of this resolution is the
honoring of those American armed
services personnel who have died in our
Nation’s service and of the great tradi-
tion of Memorial Day.

We heard here today in this discus-
sion that there is indeed a great tradi-
tion surrounding Memorial Day that
all Americans should be reminded of
and should remember; a tradition that,
as the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
WICKER) reminds us, began as far as
back as 1866 where veterans who had
died, soldiers who had died in the Civil
War, both Union and Confederate, had
their graves decorated by the wives of
Confederate soldiers who had died; a
tradition that carried itself forward all
the way to this day, a tradition that
inspired the poem “In Flanders
Fields,” read so eloquently by the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member of the Committee
on Armed Services.

There are indeed many poems that
commemorate this great day in our
history. One of them, ‘“We Shall Keep
the Faith,” written by Ms. Moina Mi-
chael of Athens, Georgia, the second
city that supported and recognized Me-
morial Day, says:

We cherish too, the poppy red

That grows on fields where valor led,
It seems to signal to the skies

That blood of heroes never dies.

We have heard in this debate a dis-
cussion of the heroes who serve our Na-
tion today, those who have tragically
died in combat both in Afghanistan and
in Iraq. I think it is indeed fitting that
this year all Americans would acquire
a red paper poppy and would acknowl-
edge the sacrifice of those who have
died.

As I indicated earlier, the red poppy
is the national symbol of sacrifice all
over the world, not just here in Amer-
ica. That was a tradition inspired by
the fact that the red poppy was the
first living plant to sprout from the
devastation of the battlefields of north-
ern France and Belgium during World
War I; and its bright, vibrant color of
red brought life and hope and reassur-
ance to those still fighting and was the
inspiration for the poem ‘‘In Flanders
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Fields,” which I would at this point
like to insert in the RECORD, as well as
the “Poppy Poem’ by Doris Theiss, an
American Legion member from Ari-
zona, who brought this issue to my of-
fice.

It seems to me that it is fitting that
this year with so many Americans still
engaged in battle and the risk that
today or tomorrow or the day after to-
morrow or indeed when we celebrate
Memorial Day next weekend itself,
some American soldier may lose his or
her life in the service of our country.

For our colleagues who are watching
and for those around the Nation, this
four-petaled crepe paper poppy became
the official memorial flower of the
American Legion and the American Le-
gion Auxiliary in 1923; and in 1927, at
the Paris Convention, it was decided
that only veteran-made poppies would
be distributed by the American Legion
Auxiliary. All of the poppies we see
here on the floor today, and I would as-
sume through the balance of this week
are handmade by veterans.

I think it is most fitting that we
honor our veterans, most fitting in par-
ticular that we honor those who paid
the ultimate sacrifice. And I would
hope that by this debate and by this
memorial, Americans across the Na-
tion would remember once again the
significance and the meaning of Memo-
rial Day they would hopefully acquire
from the American Legion or from the
VFW, which also recognizes the red
poppy, a red, four-petaled poppy like
this one, and this coming Memorial
Day weekend recognize and honor the
tremendous sacrifice made by all those
who have died in our Nation’s service.

IN FLANDERS FIELDS
(By Lieutenant Colonel John McCrae, MD
(1872-1918) Canadian Army)
IN FLANDERS FIELDS the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row,
That mark our place, and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing, fly
Scarce heard amid the guns below.
We are the Dead. Short days ago
We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,
Loved and were loved, and now we lie
In Flanders fields.
Take up our quarrel with the foe:
To you from failing hands we throw
The torch; be yours to hold it high.
If ye break faith with us who die
We shall not sleep, though poppies grow
In Flanders fields.

PorPY POEM

A man walked down the street the other day.

The ladies of the Auxiliary came his way.

He took the poppy and gave them a dime.

He mumbled “Why do they take up my
time?”’

He put the poppy in the bottom hole of his
coat;

Next to some pencils and other notes.

When he went home, he placed the poppy on
the table;

The red paper flower with the little white
label.

As he looked at the flower, as if inspired;

He wondered ‘“Who put this flower in this
wire?”’

He’s probably a man who once stood tall;

And for his country he gave his all.

Now gave his all just to walk with a cane.
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His strong hand were a sense of power,

Now he makes this little red flower.

In our world, we are busy with money and
power,

While this man’s job is this little red flower,

He still takes pride in what he has to do;

Petal by petal he makes this flower for you.

Next year when it comes to Poppy Day,

I'll be glad to see the Auxiliary come my
way.

I’'ll cheerfully give them generously;

For the veterans making this flower could
have been me.

May God Bless You,

Doris Theiss.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, as this country will shortly celebrate
Memorial Day, we pay tribute to the veterans
who have honored us with their service, and
their sacrifice.

As a Nation, we are united in honoring our
war dead, we also need to be as united in
honoring our living veterans.

In the last paragraph of his second inau-
gural address, Abraham Lincoln uttered the
words that would ultimately comfort untold
numbers of veterans and their families for
generations to come. Lincoln challenged the
divided nation to “Bind up the Nation’s
wounds; to care for him who shall have borne
the battle, and for his widow, and his orphan.”

Mr. Speaker, the promise of lifelong health
care that this country made to our men and
women in uniform is being threatened, not by
the aggression of a foreign power, but by in-
adequate funding. As our veterans grow older,
they require increased dependence on health
care services.

Before elected for public office, | served as
the chief psychiatric nurse at the Veterans Ad-
ministration Hospital in Dallas during the 70’s.
| was privileged to serve in the day care and
rehabilitation center of that facility for 15
years. | know firsthand that caring for Amer-
ica’s veterans is the ongoing cost of war.

The Dallas Veterans Affairs Medical Center
is an excellent example of how our nation can
repay some of the debt it owes our brave vet-
erans. The DVAMC operates 216 internal
medicine beds, including a 28-bed pulmonary
service. Moreover, a number of small VA hos-
pitals and outlying community hospitals refer
patients to the DVAMC for the diagnosis and
treatment of complicated and unusual prob-
lems.

Mr. Speaker, | am worried that the proposed
cuts will adversely affect over 70,000 Texas
veterans. This number includes more than
18,000 veterans in the Dallas-Fort Worth area.
It is estimated that 5,200 active patients in the
Dallas-Fort Worth area will drop out of the VA
Health Care System.

Mr. Speaker, how can Congress and this
administration even consider slashing benefits
at a time when our young men and women
are still in harm’s way in Iraq, Afghanistan and
Southwest Asia.

Veterans should not be expected to wait in
long lines, and travel farther for health care
services at a diminished level. If we fail our
obligation to veterans, how can we justify
sending more and more young service into
harm’s way?

As we salute our veterans, we must also
recognize the medical care provided by VA
medical centers, clinics, and nursing home fa-
cilities. | applaud the efforts of the hundreds of
compassionate men and women who have
dedicated themselves professionally to our

veterans. Let us say to them: We salute you
and we thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington). The question
is on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCHROCK)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution, H.
Con. Res. 424.

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. SHADEGG. Mr. Speaker, on that
I 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, the Chair
will now put each question on which
further proceedings were postponed
earlier today in the following order:

Previous question on H. Res. 649, by
the yeas and nays; if ordered, adoption
of H. Res. 649; previous question on H.
Res. 648, by the yeas and nays; if or-
dered, adoption of H. Res. 648; and mo-
tion to suspend the rules on H. Con.
Res. 424, by the yeas and nays.

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

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON S.
CON. RES. 95, CONCURRENT RES-
OLUTION ON THE BUDGET FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2005

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question on or-
dering the previous question on House
Resolution 649 on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed earlier today.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
204, not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 191]

YEAS—220

Aderholt Blackburn Burns
Akin Blunt Burr
Bachus Boehlert Burton (IN)
Baker Boehner Buyer
Ballenger Bonilla Calvert
Barrett (SC) Bonner Camp
Bartlett (MD) Bono Cannon
Barton (TX) Boozman Cantor
Bass Bradley (NH) Capito
Beauprez Brady (TX) Carter
Bereuter Brown (SC) Castle
Biggert Brown-Waite, Chabot
Bilirakis Ginny Chocola
Bishop (UT) Burgess Coble
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Cole

Collins

Cox

Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
DeMint
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehlers
Emerson
English
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Chandler
Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
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Hyde
Isakson
Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter

Oxley

Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Porter

NAYS—204

Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hinchey

Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Kleczka
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
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Majette Ortiz Skelton
Maloney Owens Slaughter
Markey Pallone Smith (WA)
Marshall Pascrell Snyder
Matheson Pastor Solis
Matsui Payne Spratt
McCarthy (MO) Pelosi Stark
McCarthy (NY) Peterson (MN) Stenholm
McCollum Pomeroy Strickland
McDermott Price (NC) Stupak
McGovern Rahall Tanner
McIntyre Rangel Tauscher
McNulty Reyes Taylor (MS)
Meehan Rodriguez Thompson (CA)
Meek (FL) Ross Thompson (MS)
Meeks (NY) Rothman Tierney
Menendez Roybal-Allard Towns
Michaud Ruppersberger Turner (TX)
Millender- Rush Udall (CO)

McDonald Ryan (OH) Udall (NM)
Miller (NC) Sabo Van Hollen
Miller, George Sanchez, Linda Velazquez
Mollohan . Visclosky
Moore Sanchez, Loretta Waters
Moran (VA) Sanders Watson
Murtha Sandlin Watt
Nadler Schakowsky Waxman
Napolitano Schiff Weiner
Neal (MA) Scott (GA) Wexler
Oberstar Scott (VA) Woolsey
Obey Serrano Wu
Olver Sherman Wynn

NOT VOTING—9

Davis (AL) Johnson, Sam Simmons
Deutsch Leach Tauzin
Hayworth Norwood Weldon (PA)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington) (during the
vote). Members are advised that there
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.

[ 1356

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr.
HOEFFEL changed their vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The question is on the
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 220, noes 204,
not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 192]

This

AYES—220
Aderholt Bradley (NH) Cox
Akin Brady (TX) Crane
Bachus Brown (SC) Crenshaw
Baker Brown-Waite, Cubin
Ballenger Ginny Culberson
Barrett (SC) Burgess Cunningham
Bartlett (MD) Burns Davis, Jo Ann
Barton (TX) Burr Davis, Tom
Bass Burton (IN) Deal (GA)
Beauprez Buyer DeLay
Bereuter Calvert DeMint
Biggert Camp Diaz-Balart, L.
Bilirakis Cannon Diaz-Balart, M.
Bishop (UT) Cantor Doolittle
Blackburn Capito Dreier
Blunt Carter Duncan
Boehlert Castle Dunn
Boehner Chabot Ehlers
Bonilla Chocola Emerson
Bonner Coble English
Bono Cole Everett
Boozman Collins Feeney

Ferguson
Flake

Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson

Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Jones (NC)
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Chandler
Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette

Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Oxley

Paul
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi

NOES—204

Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)

Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Kleczka
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
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Moran (VA) Roybal-Allard Strickland
Murtha Ruppersberger Stupak
Nadler Rush Tanner
Napolitano Ryan (OH) Tauscher
Neal (MA) Sabo Taylor (MS)
Oberstar Sanchez, Linda Thompson (CA)
Obey T. Thompson (MS)
Olver Sanchez, Loretta Tierney
Ortiz Sanders Towns
Owens Sandlin Turner (TX)
Pallone Schakowsky Udall (CO)
Pascrell Schiff Udall (NM)
Pastor Scott (GA) Van Hollen
Payne Scott (VA) Velazquez
Pelosi Serrano Visclosky
Peterson (MN) Sherman Waters
Pomeroy Skelton Watson
Price (NC) Slaughter Watt
Rahall Smith (WA) Waxman
Rangel Snyder Weiner
Reyes Solis Wexler
Rodriguez Spratt Woolsey
Ross Stark Wu
Rothman Stenholm Wynn

NOT VOTING—9
Davis (AL) Johnson, Sam Peterson (PA)
Deutsch Leach Tauzin
Hayworth Norwood Weldon (PA)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida) (during the vote). Mem-
bers are advised there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4200, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2005

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question on or-
dering the previous question on House
Resolution 648, on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed earlier today.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
204, not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 193]

YEAS—220
Aderholt Brown (SC) Culberson
Akin Brown-Waite, Cunningham
Bachus Ginny Davis, Jo Ann
Baker Burgess Davis, Tom
Ballenger Burns Deal (GA)
Barrett (SC) Burr DeLay
Bartlett (MD) Burton (IN) DeMint
Barton (TX) Buyer Diaz-Balart, L.
Bass Calvert Diaz-Balart, M.
Beauprez Camp Doolittle
Bereuter Cannon Dreier
Biggert Cantor Duncan
Bilirakis Capito Dunn
Bishop (UT) Carter Ehlers
Blackburn Castle English
Blunt Chabot Everett
Boehlert Chocola Feeney
Boehner Coble Ferguson
Bonilla Cole Flake
Bonner Collins Foley
Bono Cox Forbes
Boozman Crane Fossella
Bradley (NH) Crenshaw Franks (AZ)
Brady (TX) Cubin Frelinghuysen
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Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson

Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Jones (NC)
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Chandler
Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro

Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Oxley

Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)

NAYS—204

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
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Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Kilpatrick
Kind
Kleczka
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar

Obey Sabo Tanner
Olver Sanchez, Linda ~ Tauscher
Ortiz T. Taylor (MS)
Owens Sanchez, Loretta Thompson (CA)
Pallone Sanders Thompson (MS)
Pascrell Sandlin Tierney
Pastor Schakowsky Towns
Payne Schiff Turner (TX)
Pelosi Scott (GA) Udall (CO)
Peterson (MN) Scott (VA) Udall (NM)
Pomeroy Serrano Van Hollen
Price (NC) Sherman Velazquez
Rahall Skelton Visclosky
Rangel Slaughter Waters
Reyes Smith (WA) Watson
Rodriguez Snyder Watt
Ross Solis Waxman
Rothman Spratt Weiner
Roybal-Allard Stark Wexler
Ruppersberger Stenholm Woolsey
Rush Strickland Wu
Ryan (OH) Stupak Wynn

NOT VOTING—9
Davis (AL) Hayworth Norwood
Deutsch Johnson, Sam Tauzin
Emerson Leach Weldon (PA)

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

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 220, noes 205,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 194]

The

This

AYES—220

Aderholt Chabot Gillmor
Akin Chocola Gingrey
Bachus Coble Goode
Baker Cole Goodlatte
Ballenger Collins Goss
Barrett (SC) Cox Granger
Bartlett (MD) Crane Graves
Barton (TX) Crenshaw Green (WI)
Bass Cubin Greenwood
Beauprez Culberson Gutknecht
Bereuter Cunningham Hall
Biggert Davis, Jo Ann Harris
Bilirakis Davis, Tom Hart
Bishop (UT) Deal (GA) Hastings (WA)
Blackburn DeLay Hayes
Blunt DeMint Hensarling
Boehlert Diaz-Balart, L. Herger
Boehner Diaz-Balart, M. Hobson
Bonilla Doolittle Hoekstra
Bonner Dreier Hostettler
Bono Duncan Houghton
Boozman Dunn Hulshof
Bradley (NH) Ehlers Hunter
Brady (TX) Emerson Hyde
Brown (SC) English Isakson
Brown-Waite, Everett Issa

Ginny Feeney Istook
Burgess Ferguson Jenkins
Burns Flake Johnson (CT)
Burr Foley Johnson (IL)
Burton (IN) Forbes Jones (NC)
Buyer Fossella Keller
Calvert Franks (AZ) Kelly
Camp Frelinghuysen Kennedy (MN)
Cannon Gallegly King (IA)
Cantor Garrett (NJ) King (NY)
Capito Gerlach Kingston
Carter Gibbons Kirk
Castle Gilchrest Kline

Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave
Myrick
Nethercutt
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Ose

Otter
Oxley

Paul

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Alexander
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Ballance
Becerra
Bell
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Case
Chandler
Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley (CA)
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner

Ford
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Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts
Pombo
Porter
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood

NOES—205

Frank (MA)
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hefley
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley (OR)
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Kleczka
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lynch
Majette
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MeclIntyre

Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Turner (OH)
Upton
Vitter
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
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Tanner Udall (CO) Waxman
Tauscher Udall (NM) Weiner
Taylor (MS) Van Hollen Wexler
Thompson (CA) Velazquez Woolsey
Thompson (MS) Visclosky Wu
Tierney Waters Wynn
Towns Watson
Turner (TX) Watt

NOT VOTING—8
Davis (AL) Johnson, Sam Tauzin
Deutsch Leach Weldon (PA)
Hayworth Norwood

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-

LER of Florida) (during the vote). There

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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Mrs. JONES of Ohio changed her vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING PAST AND CURRENT
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES
AND ENCOURAGING AMERICANS
TO WEAR RED POPPIES ON ME-
MORIAL DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 424.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCHROCK) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 424, 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 419, nays 0,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 195]

YEAS—419
Abercrombie Boehner Case
Ackerman Bonilla Castle
Aderholt Bonner Chabot
Akin Bono Chandler
Alexander Boozman Chocola
Allen Boswell Clay
Andrews Boucher Clyburn
Baca Boyd Coble
Bachus Bradley (NH) Cole
Baker Brady (PA) Collins
Baldwin Brady (TX) Cooper
Ballance Brown (OH) Costello
Ballenger Brown (SC) Cox
Barrett (SC) Brown, Corrine Cramer
Bartlett (MD) Brown-Waite, Crane
Barton (TX) Ginny Crenshaw
Bass Burgess Crowley
Beauprez Burns Cubin
Becerra Burr Culberson
Bell Burton (IN) Cummings
Bereuter Buyer Cunningham
Berkley Calvert Dayvis (CA)
Berman Camp Davis (FL)
Berry Cannon Davis (IL)
Biggert Cantor Dayvis (TN)
Bilirakis Capito Davis, Jo Ann
Bishop (GA) Capps Davis, Tom
Bishop (NY) Capuano Deal (GA)
Bishop (UT) Cardin DeFazio
Blackburn Cardoza DeGette
Blumenauer Carson (IN) Delahunt
Blunt Carson (OK) DeLauro
Boehlert Carter DeLay

DeMint
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
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
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
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)

Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirk
Kleczka
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaHood
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
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
McInnis
McIntyre
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
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
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Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reyes
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Sandlin
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Udall (CO)
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Udall (NM) Waters Wicker
Upton Watson Wilson (NM)
Van Hollen Watt Wilson (SC)
Velazquez Waxman Wolf
Visclosky Weiner Woolsey
Vitter Weldon (FL) Wu
Walden (OR) Weller Wynn
Walsh Wexler Young (AK)
Wamp Whitfield Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—14
Baird Johnson, Sam Radanovich
Conyers Kingston Reynolds
Davis (AL) Leach Tauzin
Deutsch Norwood Weldon (PA)
Hayworth Nussle

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

0 1433

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker,
on rollcall Nos. 191, 192, 193, 194 and 195 |
was speaking to 400 WWII veterans from my
district. Had | been present, | would have
voted “aye” on all 5 rollcalls.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). Under clause 7(c) of
rule XXII, the filing of the conference
report on S. Con. Res. 95 has vitiated
the following two motions to instruct
conferees on that measure:

1. The motion to instruct offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. STEN-
HOLM) which was debated yesterday
and on which further proceedings were
postponed under clause 8 of rule XX;
and

2. The motion to instruct on which
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE) provided notice yesterday.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE NANCY PELOSI, DEMO-
CRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic Leader:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2004.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section
211 of the Older Americans Act Amendments
of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 3001 note), I hereby appoint
Barbara Kennelly of Connecticut and Robert
B. Blancato of Virginia, to the Policy Com-
mittee of the White House Conference on
Aging.

Best regards,
NANCY PELOSI.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4200.

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

There was no objection.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 648 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4200.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4200) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2005 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
2005, and for other purposes, with Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
each will control 60 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that was
put together with the bipartisan work
of all members of the House Committee
on Armed Services, the defense bill for
the United States. It was engaged in
with a great deal of detail by Repub-
licans and Democrats to try to do the
very best we could for the people that
wear the uniform of the United States.

Beyond that, Mr. Chairman, we have
had enormous publicity the last num-
ber of days about the mess at Abu
Ghraib. I estimated we have probably
devoted as much media attention to
that mess involving now, as identified,
some seven personnel, as we did to the
Normandy invasion, and that is an im-
balance. It is time to refocus.

The subjects of the refocus should be
the 135,000 great personnel doing their
job in Iraq and the tens of thousands
doing their job in Afghanistan and
around the world in this war against
terrorism. So I just thought I might
start out, Mr. Chairman, by reminding
my colleagues that while that much-
publicized mess was taking place with
just a few people at Abu Ghraib Prison,
Master Sergeant Tony Prior was tak-
ing on an enemy position in Afghani-
stan and was single-handedly taking
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out four insurgents, the last one in
hand-to-hand combat to win the Silver
Star.

Jeffrey Bohr, Gunnery Sergeant Jef-
frey Bohr was over in Iraq laying down
a field of fire to protect his wounded
Marines who otherwise would have
been killed, and he laid down that field
of fire until he himself was killed.

I have dozens of such citations, Mr.
Chairman, on the leadership desk, and
I would hope that Members walk down.
And if their heads are filled with all of
the publicity about a few bad apples at
Abu Ghraib Prison, I want them to
pick up those citations and read about
the good apples, the great Americans
who fill out this 2.5-million-person
force that wear the uniform of the
United States, active, Guard and Re-
serve.

This bill is a big bill, and my great
partner, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON), the ranking member,
have worked on it along with all of the
members of the committee. Almost all
of our members have gone to Iraq now.
A lot of them have also gone to Af-
ghanistan, some of them multiple
times. We have visited troops, held ex-
tensive hearings, and we put together a
bill that we think supplies the where-
withal, the equipment for our troops to
get the job done.

Let me go over a couple of those
things, and then I want to listen to my
colleagues on the Democrat side of the
aisle who have been such great part-
ners in this endeavor.

First, we have tried to focus on this
theater in Iraq because our people need
equipment, they need to have the very
best equipment. They are over there in
the heat and in enemy fire with oppres-
sive living conditions. We have devoted
and focused our dollars on that the-
ater, so we pulled some money out of
some areas that are not right now rel-
evant, closely relevant, to that
warfighting theater, more long-range
things, things that are peripheral.

We focused that money on things like
force protection, up-armored Humvees,
steel for the trucks, the 5-ton trucks
for the Army, 7-ton trucks for the Ma-
rine Corps, replenishment of ammuni-
tion, surveillance capability so we can
see the bad guys and engage them be-
fore they can get in tight to our troops.
All of the leverage we can give them
with high technology, we give them in
this bill.

We also look to their families. We
have this 3.5 percent pay raise across
the board, we have an expansion of the
amount of money that our troops now
get for hazardous duty and for separa-
tion from their family. We have also
put in a survivor benefit for the widows
of our military people and for the wid-
owers of our military people so they
will not have this offset against Social
Security.

We have tried to do a lot of things on
the people’s side. We have a great bill
with our military housing, our
MILCON projects. We have privatiza-
tion, the cap removed from 2006 on, and
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we are going to work to make sure
there is no seam between 2005 and 2006.

Beyond that, the ranking member
and I and a number of other folks have
been working and looking at force lev-
els. We now have 10 Army divisions; we
used to have 18 in 1991. We have a rel-
atively small Marine Corps, roughly
177,000. We realize we are going to need
more peobple.

And for families who say, How come
Joe is not here again for Christmas,
whether he is Guard, Reserve, or ac-
tive, one answer is, we have such a
small force that the people have to go
more often. And so we have increased
in strength by some 10,000 this year,
10,000 next year and 10,000 the next
year, and that coincides with Chief of
Staff of the Army Schumacher’s plan
to increase the fighting strength of the
U.S. Army by three brigades this year,
three brigades next year, and four bri-
gades the year after to add 10 new
fighting brigades to the Army for a
total of 43. We have also increased the
U.S. Marines Corps by 3,000 personnel
per year for the next 3 years.

To do that and to do a lot of the
other things that we are flowing to the
troops, we have also bolted onto this
package a supplemental for $25 billion.
That supplemental will handle the
closing months of this year to make
sure that our troops do not run thin on
supplies or replenishment or new capa-
bilities in the last few months of this
year. It also helps General Schumacher
to stand up this new modular force
that he is putting into effect and re-
shaping the Army.

So we have that $25 billion bolted on,
and that has lots of good stuff for the
troops. It helps to sustain us through
any tough things that we may see in
the last several months of this year.

Now, we are going to need a new sup-
plemental. We all know that. The
chairman of the Committee on the
Budget, the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
NUSSLE) talked about that and put a
$60 billion wedge in the budget, ac-
knowledging that fact; and we are
going to have to come around at some
point and have a new supplemental to
get through 2005. It all depends on how
far we can reasonably project. We
think this $25 billion bolt-on that we
are doing will do the right things for
the troops.

We have gone right down through the
unfunded requirements list, things that
our Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and our
Air Force sent to us, things that they
said we need, Congress, we do not have
the money for them. And we went in
and paid for those things so we can pull
them out and deliver them to the
troops in this supplemental we have
bolted on.

So this is a great bill. I want to com-
mend the ranking member and all of
the great members of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee. We have great sub-
committee chairmen who have worked
some very tough issues; their ranking
members have worked them hard, and
we have brought this bill, in what is a
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contentious political season, we
brought this bill out on a 60-0 vote. It
was a 60-0 vote because we have com-
mon ground, and that common ground
is the Armed Forces of the United
States and their well-being.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to urge my col-
leagues to support this national de-
fense authorization bill. I will leave
aside my disappointment on the rule.
We are past that, and we are now dis-
cussing the bill in general debate.

This bill is a good bill. It is a solid
bill, and I wish first to thank the chair-
man, the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) for his work, for his col-
legial markup, and for his leadership
on the bill, as it was in the committee
and reported to the House. We thank
the gentleman for that.

This bill is an important one because
it funds the military for a year, which
is good news for the United States
military. For those in uniform at the
individual level, it makes a number of
improvements on how our soldiers live.
Most significantly, it raises the cap on
family housing construction. Military
service can weigh heavy on a family,
and I believe it is much easier for a de-
ployed soldier to know that the family
back home is living in decent condi-
tions.

The 3.5 percent larger paycheck, of
course, helps. The bill also increases
the end strength, that is, the troop
strength of the Army and Marine
Corps. Since 1995, I have been urging
this and as a result in the supple-
mental part, the $25 billion part of this
bill, which is something which should
have been done and is done, we are in-
creasing the Army in strength by
10,000, 30,000 over 3 years; and the Ma-
rine Corps by 3,000, 9,000 over 3 years.

More broadly, the bill provides fund-
ing for the next few months of oper-
ations in Iraq and Afghanistan. I was
disappointed to receive a budget re-
quest that pretended we could not fore-
see at least some of the level of mili-
tary activity. I recently wrote that,
based on historical precedent, U.S.
forces may be in Iraq for the next 50
years.
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Whether that is true or not, we can
be sure they will be there for more
than 3 months.

We are in a war. Neither the country
nor this Congress was united in initi-
ating the conflict, but we stand now as
one with the soldiers, sailors, airmen
and Marines fighting it. I expect that
much of the debate over the next 2
days will concern Iraq, and rightly so.
Let me mention two points, if I may.

First, events of recent weeks, from
open questions relating to the transi-
tion of sovereignty, to real questions
about the role of private military con-
tractors providing security services, to
the disturbing events at Abu Ghraib
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prison highlight the Congress’s need to
get better information and to take our
oversight role more seriously. These
are issues critical to our country’s se-
curity and to our role in the world.
This bill makes some steps in those di-
rections.

Second, though, it is important that
we not let a focus on the current con-
flict blind us to the needs of the future.
This bill says fiscal year 2005; but the
force structures, platforms and policies
addressed in it will shape the military
for 40 years or more. We have to be pre-
pared for the full range of threats to
our Nation and its interests.

We have learned lessons from the
past. We have learned some real-life
lessons from attempting to rapidly ac-
quire equipment to protect our forces
in Iraq. Those lessons have been incor-
porated into this bill where there is
streamlining acquisition language to
help protect those who are in harm’s
way.

I am disappointed in the bill’s ap-
proach to nuclear weapons develop-
ment and not going further to fund the
foreseeable costs of our current oper-
ations. I was disappointed, too, that
the amendment of the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LINDA SANCHEZ) to
conform the Uniform Code of Military
Justice was not allowed to be on this
floor.

But, Mr. Chairman, we are at war. A
few moments ago, we paid tribute to
those who have served and do serve in
uniform on a resolution involving the
poppy, which we all wear. But the best
thing we can do for those currently
serving is to pass this bill to make sure
they have the wherewithal to continue
fighting and keeping the peace and sta-
bility in those far corners of the world.
It is one way to say thank you, we sup-
port you, not just in words but by our
votes today.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the very distinguished

gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Readiness, the sub-

committee which oversees the biggest
increment of the defense budget, all op-
erations, maintenance and military
construction.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, today
the U.S. military is deployed around
the world in support of the war against
terrorism, the efforts to rebuild Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, and defense of the
American homeland and U.S. interests
abroad. H.R. 4200, the National Defense
Authorization Act For Fiscal Year
2005, provides the resources necessary
to keep the U.S. military ready to
overcome any challenge.

H.R. 4200 includes operations and
maintenance funds for training, peace-
time operational tempo and depot
maintenance, as well as resources to
support the troops in Iraq and Afghani-
stan for the first months of fiscal year
2005. Of the $25 billion included in the
bill for Operation Iraqi Freedom and
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Operation Enduring Freedom, $16 bil-
lion is directly dedicated to maintain-
ing or improving our military readi-
ness.

H.R. 4200 fully funds the President’s
environmental programs, including $3.8
billion for pollution prevention, con-
servation, compliance, and cleanup ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense.
The bill also recognizes and rewards
the civilian personnel who support the
global war on terror by authorizing ad-
ditional pay for civilians who are pro-
ficient in foreign languages and ex-
tending health benefits to government
employees who are mobilized Reserv-
ists.

In keeping with the theme of this
year’s bill, The Year of the Soldier,
H.R. 4200 contains additional funds for
soldier equipment and protective gear,
authorizes the Secretary of Defense to
reimburse those soldiers who needed
protective body armor, but had to buy
it themselves, and provides $9.9 billion
for military construction and family
housing. The bill also contains a provi-
sion to eliminate the cap on military
housing privatization program as of
October 1, 2005, saving this successful
program which has improved housing
for tens of thousands of military fami-
lies from termination.

Finally, H.R. 4200 contains a provi-
sion that would delay the next base
closure round until 2007, pending DoD
reports to Congress on a number of ab-
solutely critical, yet still unresolved,
infrastructure-related issues. This pro-
vision is neither an election-year stunt
nor an effort to kill BRAC forever. To
the contrary, it is reflective of deep bi-
partisan concern that the U.S. military
is undergoing too much turbulence to
allow the 2005 BRAC round to be a fully
informed, effective process.

We are a Nation at war against ter-
rorism. Our military is rebuilding Af-
ghanistan and Iraq. The Department of
Defense is contemplating the most sig-
nificant overseas basing changes since
World War II. The military require-
ments to defend the homeland continue
to evolve and military transformation
continues to change the basic training
and operational requirements of our
Nation’s forces. Each of these issues is
a significant factor in determining the
domestic basing needs of our Nation’s
military, and each of these issues is
not yet resolved. Until the Department
resolves these issues and Congress has
the opportunity to review and approve
these decisions, a base closure round is
premature and is sure to result in poor
closure and realignment decisions. As a
Nation, we simply cannot afford to
close a military installation in the 2005
BRAC round only to discover in 2010
that the assets at that base were both
irreplaceable and now lost forever.

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill. I
encourage the support of everyone for
this piece of legislation.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ORTIZ), the ranking member on
the Subcommittee on Readiness.
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(Mr. ORTIZ asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentleman from California
and the gentleman from Missouri for
the fine work that they have done in
putting this bill together; and, of
course, as the ranking member of the
Subcommittee on Readiness, I am
pleased to join the gentleman from
Colorado in commending H.R. 4200 to
my colleagues’ attention and urge
them to vote for this great bill because
we have worked together as a non-
partisan group. We have every reason
to be proud of this bill as a whole and
the readiness-related portions in par-
ticular. It reflects fair and thoughtful
leadership and a lot of hard, bipartisan
work on the part of the committee.
Again I thank the gentleman from Col-
orado for that. Also I want to say
thank you to our staff because it is not
easy when you are working on a $400
billion bill to be able to put everything
together and bring it to the floor. So to
the staff, thank you for a great job.

I would first like to say how proud I
am of our military forces and of the
thousands of civilian workers who
work night and day to support our
military. We owe them a debt of grati-
tude for their service.

Mr. Chairman, we are a Nation at
war. This bill that we have put to-
gether is a prudent way to approach
the difficult balancing of competing de-
mands to assure that our troops have
what they need for success. To that
end, we have authorized nearly $120 bil-
lion for their peacetime operating and
maintenance requirements. But, of
course, we are not in a peacetime envi-
ronment. For example, the Army testi-
fied that coming into this fiscal year it
had $1.2 billion of unfunded mainte-
nance requirements as it began bring-
ing its equipment back from Iraq and
Afghanistan.

Not only that, we are now depending
a little too much on the Reserves and
the National Guard. It has come to my
attention that sometimes this equip-
ment stays behind. They do not bring
it back with them. The gentlemen who
serve as National Guardsmen and Re-
serves are first responders in our com-
munities. When they come back, they
might not even have the equipment to
train with because it is left behind.
H.R. 4200 makes some progress on those
concerns, but we know that we can ex-
pect a significant bill to come due
when we begin to reset the force, repair
the equipment as it returns from the
war, and restock our prepositioned as-
sets. That bill will be billions of dol-
lars.

Today I ask my colleagues to support
this bill. It is a good bill. It is a bipar-
tisan bill. This is exactly what our
troops need.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman from Colorado
and the gentleman from Texas for their
great work.
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Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON), who chairs the Subcommittee
on Terrorism which oversees all of our
special operators and who has spent a
ton of his time this last year going to
some very inconvenient places to make
sure that our troops get what they
need.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Chairman, let me
begin by thanking and congratulating
the chairman and the ranking member
for the great leadership that they have
each shown in bringing us through this
process beginning in January, working
through February, March and April;
and here we are on May 20 taking an-
other step forward in this process of
making sure that we provide the re-
sources that are needed by our troops
in this, The Year of the Troops, which
is what this bill is named after.

I rise in strong support of the bill,
the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2005. Last week the
Committee on Armed Services ap-
proved this bill unanimously, con-
tinuing the committee’s tradition of
bipartisanship in addressing the de-
fense needs for our Nation. The bill
contains several initiatives that will
aid the armed services and the Federal
Government as a whole in the ongoing
war against terrorism and contains
several promising provisions that will
help to transform the military serv-
ices.

At the request of the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER), we adopted
the theme The Year of the Soldier and
emphasized initiatives that would di-
rectly assist our deployed forces. We
are aware of the challenges they face in
Iraq and Afghanistan and want to do
everything we can to make conditions
safer for them and to make it possible
for them to be ever so effective. An im-
portant element in the committee’s
Year of the Soldier theme is force pro-
tection, and that is a concern that in-
fluenced all we did this year.

We have taken a number of actions in
this bill to provide the resources and
direction to better equip our men and
women who are serving selflessly in
dangerous conditions overseas. In this
bill, we provide for our valiant warriors
in the Special Operations Command.
We have authorized funds, for example,
for several items in the SOCOM com-
mander’s unfunded requirements pri-
ority list and have authorized addi-
tional funding that would provide some
necessary operational flexibility for
special operations forces on the
ground.

We continue to believe that the best
way to fight terrorism is to keep ter-
rorists far from our shores. I continue
to believe that the Special Operations
Command is one of our most effective
weapons in this mission. This bill bol-
sters the command’s capabilities in
several ways.

Next, the bill provides increased
funding to accelerate the development
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and fielding of advanced technologies
for emerging critical operations needs,
including projection of our forces
against improvised explosive devices
and rocket and mortar attack and to
provide real-time surveillance of sus-
pected enemy activities.

I could add here, Mr. Chairman, there
is a very strong provision which we
added late in the game because at a
hearing on April 21 it became apparent
that it took just too long to field new
kinds of technologies. We have pro-
vided a special program to provide ca-
pabilities for the chief of staff of the
Army and his staff to provide in a more
quick fashion the capabilities that are
needed by our soldiers.

In addition, this bill provides in-
creased funding for combating ter-
rorism in terms of technological sup-
port to accelerate the development and
fielding of advanced technologies for
the fight against terrorism.

Finally, we continue to expand our
successful initiative of last year to de-
velop chemical and biological defense
countermeasures.

Mr. Chairman, I would be remiss if I
did not say a word about something
that we are doing for those who have
fought in previous wars. We have found
the resources this year to add $7 billion
over a 1l0-year period to bolster and
bring up to date the survivors benefit
program that retired individuals and
their spouses are able to avail them-
selves of.
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We move the percentage of survivors
benefits, that is, generally widows,
from a 35 percent level to a 55 percent
level.

This SBP program is an extremely
important program because what hap-
pened was that in the past, when a
member who served in the military
passed away, his surviving spouse, usu-
ally, of course, his widow, would re-
ceive bb percent of his retired pay up
until she turned 62 and then that per-
centage would drop to 35 percent.

We have fixed that in providing $7
billion over 10 years to bring that 35
percent back up over a 4-year period to
the 55 percent level. This is important.
It is a way of saying thank you to
those who have served our country and
is a very important part of our bill.

In closing, I just want to express my
appreciation to the members of the
Terrorism, Unconventional Threats
and Capabilities Subcommittee, who
contributed so mightily to this bill,
and particularly thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN), the
ranking member, with whom I have
worked closely over the years.

This is an excellent bill. I congratu-
late the chairman for bringing it here.
I urge all Members to vote ‘‘yes’” on
this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
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York (Mr. ISRAEL), a member of the
committee.

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

I rise in strong support of this au-
thorization. And, of course, we have to
give credit where credit is due, and
that is to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), chairman, and to
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), ranking member.

This bill includes funding for trans-
formational weapons systems that will
help our military meet the challenges
of the 21st century, billions of dollars
for new naval destroyers, Army combat
systems, and fighter aircraft programs.

These programs may be worthwhile,
but I remember back in January when
I was on a C-130 traveling from Kuwait
to Baghdad, a member of the 1st Ar-
mored Division looked at me and said,
Congressman, you have got to do some-
thing about these improvised explosive
devices, these roadside bombs. They
are the biggest threat that we face.

There has been a lot of talk in Wash-
ington about countering these threats
with hardware, with systems that are
lighter and leaner and faster, more pre-
cise, more agile, more lethal; and I un-
derstand the need for that hardware
transformation, but we also need a
software transformation. Our com-
mittee had Major General Robert
Scales before us, he is the former Com-
mandant of the U.S. Army War College;
and he talked about the fact that our
troops have exquisite situational
awareness, but we need to invest them
with more cultural awareness.

They know where every tank is, their
speed, their direction, their firepower,
how they are arrayed. What we need to
make sure of is that they know who is
in the tank, what language they are
speaking, not just their firepower but
their willpower. And that is why I want
to thank our chairman and ranking
member for including in this authoriza-
tion two amendments that I offered
which will establish a Defense Lan-
guage Office within the Department of
Defense and require the Secretary of
Defense to assess the military’s foreign
language and cultural awareness capa-
bilities. Those skills are just essential
to success in the future.

Mr. Chairman, it is indisputable to us
that our current forces are doing an ex-
traordinary job of adapting to chal-
lenges on the ground. They deserve de-
fense budgets that anticipate 21st cen-
tury changes, not Cold War challenges.
They deserve defense budgets that
value their minds as well as their arms.
And I want to again thank the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), ranking member,
for including the amendments that I
proposed in this authorization; and I
urge the other body to accept those
amendments.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the very distinguished
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. GRANG-
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ER), who has great expertise in the area
of defense.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2005. I want to commend the gentleman
from California (Chairman HUNTER);
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), ranking member; and the en-
tire committee for bringing this bill to
the House floor at this crucial time for
America’s Armed Forces. The com-
mittee had to balance many difficult
needs and did a great job.

The last several months have been
very difficult for our men and women
serving in the United States military.
The actions of a few at Abu Ghraib
Prison in Iraq must not reflect badly
on their fellow soldiers, sailors, Ma-
rines and airmen serving so bravely in
the war on terrorism. The barbaric
murder of an American civilian cap-
tured on videotape has reminded us of
the true nature of our enemy and why
we must win this war. Our troops are
on the front lines fighting this war for
each and every one of us, and they de-
serve our full support and gratitude.

By passing the defense authorization
bill this week, the House of Represent-
atives will send a strong message of
support to our troops and a resolve to
friends and enemies across the globe.
We must stand firm and continue our
fight against terrorism. There is no
more important battle today.

The bill authorizes over $420 billion
for the Department of Defense and the
national security programs at the De-
partment of Energy. It includes many
important provisions for our troops,
their families, and America’s veterans.

The bill also authorizes an additional
$25 billion in supplemental funding to
ensure that our men and women fight-
ing in Iraq and Afghanistan will have
all the resources they need.

Finally, the bill funds many impor-
tant weapons programs that will en-
sure our military strength for decades
to come. I want to focus on some of
those critical weapons programs: the
F-34 Joint Strike Fighter, the F/A-22
Raptor, and the V-22 Osprey.

The F-35 Joint Strike Fighter, or
JSF as we call it, will be the prime
multirole fighter for the Air Force,
Navy, and Marine Corps for the 21st
century. The defense authorization bill
fully funds the President’s budget re-
quest for continued development of the
JSF.

The basic JSF design, with several
modifications to meet each service’s
needs, will be used for all three serv-
ices. The aircraft will have the best
next-generation avionics, weapons sys-
tems, and stealth capabilities. It will
also have dramatically increased range
over our current fighters. We simply
must continue to develop the Joint
Strike Fighter, and the underlying bill
fully supports the program.

The F/A-22 Raptor is the Air Force’s
state-of-the-art, next-generation fight-
er aircraft. As with the JSF, the com-
mittee has fully funded the President’s
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request for the F/A-22. Specifically, the
bill includes funding to build 24 new F/
A-22s over the next fiscal year.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. REYES), ranking member on the
Strategic Forces Subcommittee.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the ranking member for yielding me
this time, and I thank our chairman
for always working together in a very
strong bipartisan manner on this very
important committee as it involves the
national security of our country.

Mr. Chairman, the Strategic Forces
Subcommittee has jurisdiction over
some of the most contentious and con-
troversial issues considered by the
overall committee, including ballistic
missile defense and nuclear weapon de-
velopment programs. While we did not
reach complete bipartisan accord on
these two issues, the subcommittee and
the committee generally had sub-
stantive and cordial debates on all of
these matters.

I am somewhat disappointed, Mr.
Chairman, that even though the bill
contains $10 billion for various ballistic
missile defense programs, no amend-
ment was made in order to allow for le-
gitimate debate and a vote on impor-
tant policy issues related to those pro-
grams.

I am, however, pleased that we will
have an opportunity to debate the wis-
dom of developing new nuclear weap-
ons. The mark contains the President’s
budget request for both the Robust Nu-
clear Earth Penetrator and an initia-
tive to study new nuclear weapons de-
signs called Advanced Concepts. I will
encourage my colleagues to vote in
favor of the Tauscher amendment
which would transfer these funds to a
more realistic and conventional alter-
native to ‘“‘bunker busting.”

Our committee reached bipartisan
agreement on the space programs with-
in this mark. We reduced funding for
the Transformational Satellite Com-
munications program by $100 million
and prevent the Air Force from
downselecting a prime contractor on
space-based radar until they provide a
report to Congress. Members on both
sides of the aisle are concerned about
the affordability and the technological
readiness of these programs.

Overall, the mark of the Strategic
Forces Subcommittee is one that I sup-
port. I am especially pleased that we
were able to reach a bipartisan agree-
ment to add funding for THAAD, which
is critical and important to better pro-
tecting our troops in the field of the-
ater-range ballistic missiles. I want to
thank the gentleman from Alabama
(Mr. EVERETT), my partner and my
chairman, for his leadership on this
issue and our subcommittee in general.
Even on those areas where we disagree,
he has always been a straightforward
and fair individual, and it has been a
pleasure to work with him.

I also want to state today my con-
cern about the number of troops in our
armed services. I am pleased that the
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bill increases the end-strength levels
for the Army and Marine Corps over
the next 3 years, but I remain con-
cerned that this surely is not enough.
Simply put, we do not have enough
troops to sustain our commitments
around the world, facing the current
challenge. We are starting to crack
around the end-strength issue, and this
may be an indicator that we may have
to reevaluate and reprioritize the var-
ious theaters.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank the gentleman for
his hard work and the fact that he has
been in Iraq and Afghanistan more
than any other member, which is very
important to this committee.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
BARTLETT), the very thoughtful chair-
man of the Projection Forces Sub-
committee.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, before proceeding, as chair-
man of the Projection Forces Sub-
committee, I believe it appropriate to
first underscore the magnificent serv-
ice rendered the Nation by the men and
women serving in our Armed Forces
around the world. We have called upon
them and continue to call upon them
to be ready to make the ultimate sac-
rifice in their service to the Nation.
They continue to meet every challenge
with true dedication and commitment.
We thank each and every one of them
for their service, and we thank all
Americans for their unwavering sup-
port of our servicemen and women.

History has repeatedly taught us
that peace is only achieved through
strength. We have sought to apply the
lessons learned from the ongoing war
on terrorism and operations in Iraq and
Afghanistan to the committee markup
of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2005, in order to
strengthen our Armed Forces.

Oceans cover three-fourths of the
Earth’s surface. The vast majority of
the world’s population lives within 2
miles of a seacoast. Seventy percent of
our trade moves by sea. Clearly, main-
taining America’s naval superiority is
an imperative, not an option.

I am pleased to report that the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act that
we will consider increases the re-
quested authorization for Department
of Defense programs within the juris-
diction of the Projection Forces Sub-
committee by $890 million; $296 million
of the additional authorization is for
programs on the military service
chiefs’ unfunded requirements list.

Authorization is included for the ad-
ministration’s request of one Virginia
Class submarine, three DDG-51 de-
stroyers, one LPD-17 amphibious as-
sault ship, and two cargo and ammuni-
tion ships.

We have also taken several initia-
tives to begin to address shortfalls in
important requirements of the Depart-
ment of Defense. All of these programs
are viewed as critical enablers for oper-
ations in Iraq and Afghanistan.
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These programs include $150 million
additional authorization to begin de-
velopment of the amphibious assault
ship replacement; $96 million as the fis-
cal year 2005 increment to begin the re-
generation process to restore 10 addi-
tional B-1s to combat-ready condition;
$98 million to upgrade the fleet of B-2
bombers; $100 million to continue a
next-generation bomber program to re-
place the now 42-year-old B-52 bomber
fleet; $95 million to begin the recapital-
ization of the Air Force’s aging aerial
refueling tanker fleet; and $23 million
to complete development and evalua-
tion of the Affordable Weapon System,
a low-cost cruise missile that is the
successful result of an Office of Naval
Research advanced technology initia-
tive to demonstrate the ability to de-
sign, develop, and build a capable and
affordable precision-guided weapons
system at a cost that would be an order
of magnitude cheaper than comparable
weapons systems; and increased au-
thorization for several procurement
and research and development pro-
grams of the services.

In addition, the recommended mark
includes important legislative pro-
posals: to accelerate the DDG-51 Aegis
guided missile destroyer modernization
program; and to establish an inde-
pendent body of manufacturing experts
to find ways to again make the United
States shipbuilding industry competi-
tive. Ad hoc government policy and
business management adjustments to
reductions in the fleet from 600 to less
than 300 are not adequate or acceptable
to make the necessary short-term and
long-term decisions to maintain the
capacity and capability of this critical
and complex industrial base. Once lost,
that industrial base cannot be easily
reconstituted.

This study will rigorously analyze all
of the relevant factors and make rec-
ommendations to ensure the capability
of America’s shipyards to build the
ships for our Navy and to be competi-
tive against other shipyards in the
global marketplace.

While there is much more to do, the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 is an important step in
making our country more secure. I
urge all of my colleagues to support
this bill.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR), the
ranking member of our subcommittee,
for his extraordinary partnership, dedi-
cation, and support in completing this
bill. I would like to thank all of my
other colleagues on the subcommittee
for their diligence, commitment, and
hard work.

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER),
our chairman, for his leadership; and
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), our ranking member.

In conclusion, I would especially like
to thank and recognize the contribu-
tions of the many staff members for
their invaluable assistance in pre-
paring H.R. 4200.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. TURNER), the ranking member of
the Select Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and a member of the Committee
on Armed Services.

Mr. TURNER of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to thank the chair-
man and ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services for their
leadership on this bill today.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of our
troops and in support of this defense
authorization bill, but I urge my col-
leagues to be up front with the Amer-
ican people about the true cost of our
operations in Iraq. The supplemental
$25 billion included in this bill for oper-
ations is not enough. We all know that
at the rate we are spending money in
Iraq, this will only last a few more
months.

Democrats on the Committee on
Armed Services unanimously supported
a $67 billion authorization to ensure we
can do what is necessary to provide
stability in Iraq, and we have been de-
nied the opportunity to have a vote on
this issue on the floor by the Com-
mittee on Rules.

To accomplish our goal in Iraq, we
need additional troop strength; we
must commit whatever is necessary to
force protection; we need to increase
recruiting and training for the Iraqi
military and police forces; and, finally,
we need a bold and urgent plan that
gives the Iraqi people the opportunity
to determine their own destiny.

We have set a June 30 deadline for
the handover of political authority to
the interim Iraqi Government. The
President has correctly said we must
keep this deadline. Deadlines are im-
portant motivators; they give purpose
and direction and wurgency to both
planning and execution. The Iraqi peo-
ple must also keep the deadline to
adopt a permanent constitution on or
before October 15, 2005.

It is equally clear that we should also
establish a clear and unambiguous
deadline of December 31, 2005, to turn
over complete responsibility for peace-
keeping to the Iraqi civilian police and
the Iraqi military. Thereafter, we
should commit, if invited by the new
government to participate in an inter-
national advisory group, to assist the
Iraqi people in a successful transition
to stability and democracy.

The Iraqi people are capable, re-
sourceful, and educated; and we know
that stability can be achieved with
hard work and strong commitment. We
can and should encourage and support
democracy in Iraq; but in the final
analysis, the Iraqi people must choose
democracy and a form of government
fashioned by their own history, their
own values, and their own initiatives.

Our brave soldiers and the American
people have already and will continue
to pay in blood and treasure to achieve
this goal. A clear timetable will more
likely achieve a successful outcome.
Both the people of America and the
people of Iraq deserve no less.
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. EVERETT), the chairman of
our Subcommittee on Strategic Forces
which oversees our nuclear component,
space assets, and many critical aspects
of national security.

(Mr. EVERETT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, first
of all, let me say how much I enjoy
being on this great committee. There is
not a member of this committee that is
not interested in serving the American
fighting man and woman. We owe much
of our attitude to our great leadership
from our full committee chairman, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), and our ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON). I would be remiss if I did not also
note it is a pleasure for me to work
with my ranking member and partner,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES).
He has made great contributions to
this markup.

Mr. Chairman, ongoing operations in
Iraq and against terrorism at large call
for a fresh look at military require-
ments. These lessons learned illustrate
that today’s defense forces must be
powerful, versatile, and be able to de-
ploy globally with great speed.

Moreover, our national security in-
vestment must continue the develop-
ment of transformational capabilities
of future systems. Given that, this bill
supports the administration’s objec-
tives while making significant im-
provements to the budget request and
incorporating the chairman’s theme of
supporting the war fighter.

Mr. Chairman, the Subcommittee on
Strategic Forces’ effort continues to
fund missile defense, military space
and atomic energy programs. As we
quickly approach the deployment of
the Nation’s first national missile de-
fense capability later this summer, this
bill fully funds the GMD system.

In the area of military space, the bill
shifts funds from longer-term follow-on
systems to more near-term capabili-
ties, including the Operationally Re-
sponsive Satellite and the Advanced
EHF Satellite. The bill adds funding
for the SBIRS High program and en-
sures sufficient technological maturity
for the Space Based Radar and the
TSAT program.

Within Atomic Energy Defense Ac-
tivities, the bill funds the National Nu-
clear Security Administration at the
budget request. The bill includes mod-
est reductions for directed stockpile
work and campaigns while adding $50
million for infrastructure upgrades
that are badly needed. The committee
recommends $5.88 billion for defense
site acceleration completion, an in-
crease of $62 million over fiscal year
2004.

Mr. Chairman, the committee’s rec-
ommendation addresses the adminis-
tration’s objectives, many of DoD’s un-
funded requirements, and Member pri-
orities. I urge my colleagues to support
this important legislation.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), the ranking
member on the Committee on the
Budget and also a distinguished mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

(Mr. SPRATT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, first of
all, I commend my good friend, the
chairman. We do not agree about ev-
erything; nevertheless, I hope that is
not a sign of what is about to come. He
does a wonderful job of chairing the
committee, and he has brought to the
floor a good piece of legislation. We
thought it could be better. I wish there
were more amendments in order, but I
do not want to diminish the signifi-
cance of what is in the bill.

Mr. Chairman, with troops in the
field being bombed and shot at, we can-
not be stinting about what we provide
our troops. We have got to give them
the resources they need to do the tough
tasks that they have taken on. But
with the defense bill before us running
at a level of $422 billion, that is an in-
crease of $125 billion in 3 years, and
with the costs of our operations in Iraq
alone approaching $200 billion by the
end of next year, military and eco-
nomic reconstruction, Congress also
cannot relax its oversight responsibil-
ities and we should not rubber-stamp
what the administration sends us.

That is why I thought more of the
100-odd amendments we offered should
have been made in order. We could
have a good, full debate on the House
floor about priorities. That is why I
wanted to take the ballistic missile de-
fense account, which the administra-
tion wants to increase by $1.2 billion,
to make it twice as big as any other
program in the procurement and R&D
accounts; why I wanted to take just a
little bit, $400 million off the top of
that, leaving an increase of $800 mil-
lion; take a little off the top of that
and then spread it to someplace else in
the budget where I think it would do a
lot more good, and that is in compen-
sating the backbone of our military
services, our NCOs and warrant offi-
cers, with a pay raise above the level
provided other troops, at least in the
rate of increase.

In addition, I wanted to provide $25
million to $560 million, that is all, so we
could say to every troop we send into
combat, Uncle Sam will pick up the
premium and we will see to it that
every one of you has $250,000 of group
life insurance.

Now, there are some good things in
this bill, as I said. I want to congratu-
late the chairman for leaning on DoD
to send us a supplemental, because we
were sailing into the next year under
the artificial representation that we
had enough money and we could move
it around and we could get to the next
calendar year. We cannot do it.

But I do not think we should give the
administration a blank check, and, to a
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great extent, we have not done that;
and I commend the chairman for that.
We have provided some line item speci-
ficity in title 15 of this bill. We have
also, in response to the administra-
tion’s request for transfer authority,
we said to them you can have transfer
authority for $3 billion, but not for $25
billion. All of that is an improvement
over the request.

But nobody should think that $25 bil-
lion is going to get us through the
year. We will be lucky if it takes us to
March. That is because we are spending
$4 Dbillion to $5 billion easily every
month in Iraq; it is not likely to go
down. We are spending $700 million to
$900 million every month in Afghani-
stan; it is not likely to go down. We are
spending $500 million a month for
Noble Eagle, United States air defense
and other things like that. It is close
to $6 billion a month.

The arithmetic is easy, even on the
back of an envelope. $6 billion times 12
months is $72 billion. We have only pro-
vided $25 billion of it. We could easily
have another supplemental coming in
2005 of $50 billion.

That is why I want to remind every-
body of the budget. It just so happens
we are going to have the defense bill
back to back with the budget; and let
us keep in mind when the administra-
tion talks about runaway spending, the
increase in spending in the budget,
that much of it is occurring in the de-
fense accounts. That is not to diminish
or damn the amount of money that is
being spent there; it is essential. But it
also gets added into the calculation,
and it is having an impact.

If you look at current services for ev-
erything in the discretionary budget
and look at the spikes that are really
standing out, what you will find is that
90 to 95 percent of the increase in dis-
cretionary spending over the last 4 fis-
cal years, every year has either been
defense, homeland security, and our re-
sponse to 9/11.

Quickly, let me show you a chart
that is almost too much to read from
this perspective. Basically, what we
show here is the FYDP, the Future
Years Defense Program, run out of 10
years, when Mr. Bush came to office
was about $3.6 trillion in 2001. If you in-
clude what he has added, plus the costs
just through this year of Iraq, it is
about $4.6 trillion. If you go back and
make some reasonable adjustments for
policy changes in procurement and also
add in the cost of Iraq and Afghanistan
after 2005, you are easily up to a $1.5
trillion increase in spending.

Mr. Chairman, what I am saying is
that we cannot forget the budget; we
cannot forget the deficit. It has a huge
impact on the economy. The economy
is the first instrument of our national
defense.

Secondly, sooner or later, if these
costs keep running at this level, we
have got to turn to the American peo-
ple and ask more than our troops to
share the sacrifice; we have to ask the
American people to pick up some of the



H3266

costs that we are running here for our
defense and homeland security. The
bill has to be paid sooner or later, the
day of reckoning is coming, and we are
only postponing it with the budget we
will take up after this bill is considered
today.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON), a very distin-
guished member of the committee.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 4200,
the National Defense Authorization
Act For Fiscal Year 2005.

First, I would like to commend the
gentleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER) and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), for their leadership in bringing
this good bill to the floor. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
was referred to this morning in our
conference as the troop’s chairman,
and I think that is exactly what he is;
and he has brought a bill that is great
for the troops.

Mr. Chairman, hundreds of thousands
of brave American soldiers, including
mothers, fathers, sisters and brothers,
are fighting to protect our freedom and
liberty throughout the world; and we
owe it to them and to their families to
pass this bill today.

The cornerstone of H.R. 4200 is the $2
billion plan to equip our troops with
the latest and most state-of-the-art
safety equipment, including body
armor, armored Humvees, and armor
add-on kits for thin-skinned vehicles.

Many times the best and most inno-
vative of these technologies are devel-
oped by our Nation’s small businesses
who are able to produce cutting-edge
military equipment at a lower cost.
That is why we have included language
in the bill to encourage the Depart-
ment of Defense to provide greater con-
sideration to the advantages and inno-
vations offered by small business.

The bill also directs the Department
to award more contracts to small busi-
nesses through broader utilization of
phase 3 of the Small Business Innova-
tive Research Program. I thank the
gentleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER), the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Chairman WELDON), and the
committee staff for working with me
to include this language in the bill.

I cannot overstate the strong impact
that small businesses have on the De-
partment of Defense. Our country’s
small businesses are the engines of
American technological innovation,
and they will significantly enhance the
ability of the American war fighter and
help save many lives.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4200 is a solid bill
which focuses on protecting our troops
on the battlefield and strengthening
our support for them at home. It con-
tains several other provisions that I
support, including a solid pay raise for
our troops, increases in their hardship
pay, and elimination of their out-of-
pocket expenses for housing, among
other things.
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This package is the least we could do
for our brave men and women of the
Armed Forces who risk their lives
every day to protect America and our
freedoms around the world. I urge all of
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on H.R.
4200.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3% minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR), the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on Pro-
jection Forces.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, the young men and women
who serve in our Nation’s Armed
Forces are not Democrats, they are not
Republicans; they are Americans. And
I am happy to say that I feel like the
package that was put together was not
put together by Democrats or Repub-
licans, but by Americans who care
about our Nation’s defense. And I think
it does some very good things.

First and foremost, I would like to
commend my colleague, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) for his ef-
forts in working with us to delay the
next round of base closures. As we have
pointed out, we are growing the Army.
Almost everyone in the Army is spoken
for. They are either in Iraq, just got
home from Iraq or getting ready to go
to Iraq.

This is a time of great uncertainty,
and we do not need to further com-
plicate that uncertainty by closing
bases with a number that was artifi-
cially picked prior to September 11.

It is my understanding that there
will be efforts to put the next round of
base closures back into the bill. I
would encourage my colleagues to vote
against that. We have come to a very
fair compromise when people like me,
who would just as soon do away with
BRAC entirely, and a level head like
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY) said, we should delay it. And I
support that delay.

We should continue to work and we
continue to work on programs that
protect our troops. With things like up-
armored Humvees, with things like
jammers to prevent improvised explo-
sive devices from unnecessarily taking
the lives of young Americans. We have
worked to provide hazardous duty pay
for those people whose primary mili-
tary mission is fire-fighting.

As my great colleague from Mary-
land has said, we have taken several
significant steps to help our Nation’s
Navy and shipbuilding programs with
three destroyers, a submarine, an am-
phibious cargo ship, an amphibious as-
sault ship for the Marine Corps, and
the LHD, which is also an amphibious
assault ship for the Marine Corps.

We have taken steps to limit the
amount of foreign flag vessels that can
be leased by our Nation’s Navy. Again,
my chairman, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT) is doing a
great job of trying to revitalize Amer-
ican shipbuilding. We do not help that
one bit when we go out and lease for-
eign-flag vessels. They should be made
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here in our country, instead of being
built and leased from overseas.

We have worked, and again, I want to
compliment all of my colleagues, I
think this passed unanimously, to fix
the problem with the survivor benefits
program where the widows of the peo-
ple who served in our Nation’s military
were not given what they were prom-
ised. Their retirement benefit was re-
duced by their Social Security. That
should not be the case and I commend
everyone who worked on that, in par-
ticular, my friend from Pensacola,
Florida (Mr. MILLER), who is a sponsor
of that amendment.

The last thing I would like to men-
tion to my colleagues is, we are indeed
at war. Over 700 young Americans have
lost their lives in Iraq. More, including
a great football player, have lost their
lives in Afghanistan; and we are truly
blessed by every single person who
chooses to serve our Nation in its
Armed Forces.

I would point out that in just a little
while we will be having a vote on the
conference report to our Nation’s budg-
et. And I would like to ask my col-
leagues, in addition to supporting this
bill, to keep in mind that those who
are fortunate enough not to have to
fight in this war ought to, at the very
least, be willing to pay for it now, not
with borrowed money and not with
sticking future generations of Ameri-
cans with a bill that we are not willing
to pay.

So I would encourage Members to
vote for the defense authorization bill.
I would encourage Members to vote
against bringing BRAC back into this
bill; and I would encourage Members to
vote against the budget that does not
pay for this bill with today’s dollars,
but pays for this bill with borrowed
money that our children will have to
pay.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman who just spoke
for his hard work on this bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
CHOCOLA).

Mr. CHOCOLA. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the chairman for yielding me
time and for his leadership on bringing
this very important legislation to the
floor.

This legislation supports our Amer-
ican men and women in uniform and it
helps give them the tools to defend the
freedoms that we all hold so dear and
to keep our country safe. Specifically,
I want to thank the chairman for his
wisdom in investing $830 million ap-
proximately in Humvee production.

Humvees are manufactured in my
district in Mishawaka, Indiana, by AM
General. The men and women at AM
General certainly do a tremendous job
in manufacturing this very effective
tool in the war on terror. And the in-
vestment in this production is cer-
tainly good for the 2,500 employees at
AM General, it is good for our local
economy, but most importantly, it pro-
vides a force protection tool for our
soldiers that saves American lives.
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As an example, about a year ago I
went to Bethesda Naval Hospital and I
met with a young Marine who had been
injured in combat in Iraqg. He told the
story of the Navy corpsman, after he
was hit, that dragged him to safety be-
tween two Humvees that were strategi-
cally placed in the battlefield.

Just 2 weeks ago I met another Ma-
rine that had lost his right arm in com-
bat in Iraq. I flew to my district with
the President, and as the President
stepped off the plane, the Marine shook
his hand and told him the story about
how he owed his life to the fact that he
was in an up-armored Humvee when he
was injured.

It is because of thousands of stories
like this that I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 4200, because it does ex-
actly what it should do. It provides our
troops with the tools they need to win
the war on terror and supports them in
their efforts so they can be successful.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Ar-

kansas (Mr. SNYDER), the ranking
member on the Subcommittee on Total
Force.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of this good bill. This is a bill
that will help the quality of life for
both our service members and their
families. It is a bill for the troops. It is
a bill for their families.

I know that as a Nation and as a Con-
gress we have ongoing disagreements
and discussions about our national se-
curity policy, about Iraq, about issues
all around the world; but while we are
having that debate and in this discus-
sion, this bill was put together that I
think accounts for the unanimous sup-
port of the committee, 60 to zero, with
people who are on different sides of
these many issues, because it is a bill
for the troops and their families.

I wish it could have been a better
bill, and I think it could have been a
better process had we, as a House,
today voted to let more than 100 Mem-
bers have amendments on the floor
that were denied the right to be heard.
But I do appreciate the work of the
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Total Force, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCHUGH) as well as the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER),
the chairman of the committee.

I know it is a good process when the
chairman of the committee does not
win all of his amendments during the
committee process this year. I think
we had a full and vigorous debate. Of
course, I appreciate the work of the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), our ranking member.

It is a bill for the troops. It will pro-
vide a 3.5 percent pay raise for the
troops, which is a half percent more
than the average private sector pay in-
crease. It also eliminates out-of-pocket
housing costs for service members and
their families. It provides a permanent
increase in imminent danger pay and
family separation allowance, as well as
increases the hardship duty pay from
$300 to $750.
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It includes providing active duty tui-
tion assistance to Reservists who are
mobilized, and it also makes perma-
nent the TRICARE coverage for mobi-
lized Reservists 90 days prior to activa-
tion and 180 days of transitional assist-
ance following their separation from
service.

I was also glad to see the great work
done by the committee on the sur-
vivors benefits program. I would like to
acknowledge two Members who are not
members of our committee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER) who
had the bill’s sponsor to change the
survivors benefit program, and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS), a
former member of the committee, who
also did good work on advocating on
behalf of changing that program. I
think that will help a lot of spouses of
military retirees who have lost their
mate. It is a very important issue.

Finally, I want to say in conclusion,
I do support this bill; however, I think
we should have allowed more time and
had more amendments. It is particu-
larly distressing on a committee in
which we talk about our bipartisan-
ship, that some of the most senior and
experienced members, such as the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) and his rec-
ommendations for amendments were
denied an opportunity.

We had a bipartisan amendment. The
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE) and the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS), who had an
amendment, both senior Members, not
of the committee but of this Congress,
were denied a right to be heard on the
House floor today and tomorrow on
their amendment. It would have been a
better process and a better bill if that
had gone forward.

But I do support the bill and urge
other Members to do so also.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER) for his hard work on the bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3% minutes to
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HAYES), a gentleman with a real
heart for our soldiers.

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I want to
recognize my good friend, the soldiers’
chairman, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER) for everything he
has done to bring this bill together
that supports our troops.

I rise today in support of H.R. 4200,
legislation we have crafted in the Com-
mittee on Armed Services that focuses
on force protection and personnel bene-
fits, designating 2005 as the Year of the
Troops. For the soldiers and airmen in
my district at Fort Bragg and Pope Air
Force Base, the ability to adequately
execute the mission for which they are
called and care for their families are
the two issues that are second to none.

I believe this legislation makes sig-
nificant progress in these areas and
will enable our men and women in uni-
form to continue successfully pros-
ecuting the war on terrorism.
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A trip to Iraq this past March, the
second I have made, did nothing but re-
inforce my pride in our Nation’s
warfighters. These brave men and
women served with honor and distinc-
tion as they liberated a nation. Troops
from the 8th district of North Carolina
have been at the very tip of the spear
that ended the dark reign of Saddam
Hussein and continued to lead the way
in postconflict resolution in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

This legislation, first and foremost,
takes care of our most vital asset, our
military, our people. It provides every
service member an across-the-board 3.5
percent pay raise and increases the
force structure of the Army and Marine
Corps. It also boosts the maximum
amount of hardship duty pay and
eliminates out-of-pocket housing ex-
penses. Furthermore, it closes the gap
that some deployed Reservists and
members of the National Guard face
when their military pay is less than
their civilian pay.

It is the first time in history that
steps have been taken to replace in-
come loss while Reservists are away
from their civilian jobs. Currently,
about 3,500 members of the North Caro-
lina Guard are deployed in support of
Operation Iraqi Freedom, the largest
deployment in our State’s history. It is
vital that we take every measure to
care for their families while they are
away.

I am also happy the committee is
urging the Department of Defense to
consider programs being proposed at
the University of North Carolina and
others to help ease the hardship of
these families and what they face.

Additionally, I would like to mention
the direct effect this legislation will
have for men and women at Fort Bragg
and Pope. There is almost $200 million
for infrastructure and housing im-
provements at these two installations.
It includes $10 million more than was
in the President’s request for a bar-
racks complex at Fort Bragg. I worked
hard to secure this funding, along with
others, because it will help improve the
living conditions of the 16th MP bri-
gade, the unit that spent many months
in Iraq.

The National Defense Authorization
Act addresses other critical issues, for-
tifying the defense industrial base, en-
suring the Department of Defense pur-
chases products that are made in
America. My top two priorities are na-
tional security and economic security.
There is seldom, if ever, a reason that
these two goals should be considered
mutually exclusive. I have vowed to al-
ways work to protect and promote the
U.S. manufacturing industry, and we
must develop transparency within the
DOD procurement process.

Providing visibility on the Berry
amendment, which stipulates domestic
sourcing requirements, is crucial and is
in this bill. This is vital to protect our
workers and our soldiers and our na-
tional security, and it is just as impor-
tant to protect our economic security
here at home.
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The gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) has worked so hard to provide
this, and I thank him again.

Mr. Chairman, this is a great bill. It
supports our wonderful men and
women in uniform. I urge our most en-
thusiastic support.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ), a
member of the Committee on Armed
Services.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Tailhook, Aberdeen, Air Force
Academy rapes, rapes in the Pacific
theater, rapes in the Iraqi theater.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to talk
about what is not in this bill. A sen-
sible, conservative legislative initia-
tive that would have made it easier for
the military to prosecute sexual as-
sault offenses in the armed services.

The majority prohibited me from of-
fering an amendment that would have
made this vital change to the Uniform
Code of Military Justice. It would have
replaced a woefully outdated statute
currently being used by the military to
prosecute sexual assault with a version
we use at the Federal level, title 18,
used also in 37 other States, that was
approved by this body 18 years ago.

The current military mechanism for
prosecuting sexual assault was written
in the 1950s, and it really does not re-
flect today’s reality. My bill would
have emphasized the acts of the perpe-
trator, rather than the reaction of the
victim during an assault, which is an
all-too-common complaint within the
military justice system.
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It would have expressly provided for
cases involving voluntary and involun-
tary intoxication of the victim, which
are common fact patterns in military
sexual assault cases.

It would have expanded the definition
of sexual abuse to include a broader
scope of sex acts.

It would have also included a provi-
sion which specifically relates to the
sexual abuse of a prisoner, unlike the
current UCMJ. This provision is par-
ticularly timely given the tragic inci-
dents which have occurred in Abu
Ghraib prison.

We are facing a sexual assault crisis
within our armed services. Our women
and our men are being raped in Iraq.
The Army currently has investigations
of 110 counts of sexual abuse in Iraq
and Afghanistan.

Some say this is combat-related
stress. Well, in March of this year, the
Air Force reported that it is inves-
tigating 92 reports of rape in the Pa-
cific. Those troops are not in combat.

In a report released by the Depart-
ment of Defense just this week, it was
reported that across the Department of
Defense there were 901 reported cases
of rape in 2002 and over 1,000 in 2003.
Now, I think that is a problem, and the
Pentagon obviously thinks it is a prob-
lem, also.

So this would be an opportunity to
make some positive changes on this
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issue because it is our job as Members
of Congress to provide oversight of the
executive departments of this Nation.
It is our responsibility to provide as-
surances to men and women in uniform
that they are safe and that when
crimes are committed, our laws assure
that justice will be served.

I am disappointed that my amend-
ment is not being considered today. I
think it is a disservice to the military
men and women of our Nation.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MILLER), the gentleman who is
the author, the father of this great
benefit package for military survivors
that was embedded in this bill and is
good news for hundreds of thousands of
families.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank my chairman of the full
committee for the time; and, Mr.
Chairman, I proudly rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 4200, our National Defense
Authorization Act of 2005.

As the chairman said, this legislation
fully restores the survivor benefit plan
annuity to what was promised to
America’s surviving spouses, and I ap-
plaud my Committee on Armed Serv-
ices colleagues for bringing a quarter
of a million military widows and wid-
owers one step closer to seeing in-
creases in their monthly checks next
year. This is a Defense authorization
measure which this entire body can be
proud of.

Since coming to Congress, I have
been working on this issue of par-
ticular interest, restoration of the min-
imum survivor benefit plan basic annu-
ity to 55 percent for those survivors
aged 62 years of age and older. Under
present law, surviving spouses are sub-
ject to a reduction to 35 percent as part
of the initial SBP law that was enacted
in 1972, but this critical piece of infor-
mation did not find its way into mili-
tary retirement briefings and to the
SBP election forms until many years
later.

Here is a 1982 election form. Nowhere
will my colleagues find in this form the
offset mentioned. Survivors have felt
betrayed by this bait-and-switch; and
at 35 percent, SBP provides only a pov-
erty-level or lower annuity to most
survivors, even those of relatively sen-
ior officers.

For nearly 3 years, we have worked
with members of the committee, my
colleagues on the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs and numerous VSOs, to
introduce SBP bills that will bring the
needed equity. Both bills that I have
introduced in Congress have received
strong bipartisan support with over 300
Members sponsoring one or both meas-
ures, and I am proud that this com-
mittee has produced SBP reform that
exceeds even my greatest expectation.

H.R. 4200 will fully eliminate the so-
called “‘widow’s tax’ by April 1, 2008, in
under 5 years. I thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and the
first rate Committee on Armed Serv-
ices staff who literally worked round
the clock to make this happen.
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Once again, our Nation is calling
upon the members of the U.S. Armed
Forces to defend democracy and free-
dom. We have no doubt that these
brave men and women will rise to the
challenge. However, for those who have
selected to make their career the U.S.
military, they face an unknown risk.

This giant leap forward sends a clear
message to the men and women who
have provided our national defense.
Today, we are a grateful Nation, and
this Congress is making good on our
promises to our Armed Forces. This
battle has been hard fought, and its
victory is shared by so many whose ef-
forts have been tireless and unrelent-
ing.

I thank my colleagues who have
stood by me to realize this victory.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER), a
member of our Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my friend, the gentleman from Mis-
souri, for yielding me the time.

Mr. Chairman, unfortunately, we will
not be allowed to debate the true cost
of this war. That is ironic because I
think most Americans, whether they
are for or against the conflict, at least
want honest answers from this body.
They want to know what the real cas-
ualty rate is, something that, unfortu-
nately, Secretary Wolfowitz could not
recall in a hearing the other day. They
also want to know about the dollars
and cents.

In the first Iraq war, which I proudly
supported, the American taxpayer real-
ly did not have to pay even $10 billion
for that war. This cost is already ap-
proaching $200 billion. That is not nec-
essarily a bad thing because I think
most Americans not only support the
war; they want us to win and bring our
troops home safely.

Here with this bill, despite the many
fine things that are in the legislation,
most every Member of this House, Re-
publican or Democrat, has already
voted for a budget which contained $50
billion for our troops, $50 billion, five
zero billion dollars. But what is in this
bill? $25 billion dollars for the troops.
Why the difference? Why the dif-
ference?

Actually, the $25 billion is a partial
victory, and I congratulate the chair-
man because, before, the White House
did not want any money in the bill for
the troops in Iraq or Afghanistan. They
wanted that to be handled entirely sep-
arately. So, finally, we have an ac-
knowledgment of $25 billion.

But is Iraq safer than it was a few
months ago? Is that why the number is
less than the $50 billion that we have
all already supported? No. Iraq is more
dangerous than it was before.

I am worried a false impression is
being created here. There are many
good things in this legislation, but
when it comes to funding Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, we are pretending with this
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bill, and we are allowing no amend-
ments to this section, we are pre-
tending that the cost is $25 billion.

This $25 billion is pretty curious be-
cause it really does not Kkick in until
October 1 of this fall, the new fiscal
year; and then it will last us a whop-
ping 3 or 4 months, so that our men and
women in uniform in Iraq and Afghani-
stan are going to have to start wor-
rying about Christmastime whether
the new Congress and a possible new
White House is going to be as sup-
portive of their efforts. We know our
troops are going to be there. We know
our troops are going to be there in
large numbers. Why do we not go ahead
and properly fund them?

The current policy in this bill is as
silly as knowing you are running out of
gas when you are on a long car trip, re-
fusing to buy any new gas until way
down the road somewhere, about Octo-
ber, and then when you finally get to
the pump, you are buying $25 worth of
gas when you should be filling up the
tank.

Mr. Chairman, this bill refuses to fill
up the tank. It refuses to fully fund our
troops in Iraq and Afghanistan. It does
fund them for 3 or 4 months; but that
is a piecemeal, shortsighted funding
scheme that does a disservice to our
men and women in uniform.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, may I
inquire of the time remaining, please.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
CAaMP). The gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) has 27 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) has 25 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

Let me just say in response to my
colleague who has just spoken that we
did something that was unprecedented
in this bill, which was look into the fu-
ture, into the last several months of
this year, and decide that, even though
we all agreed and the budget chairman
announced on the floor and to the
world that we were going to need
supplementals of $560 billion this next
year, we decided that we did not want
to have any strain on the troops in the
closing months of this year before Con-
gress, after the election, could put to-
gether another supplemental.

So we provided this bridge, which
even the gentleman will admit carries
us well into the next year, into the
next calendar year; and we did fully
provide for the additional forces that
we have in the field, the 1st Armored
Division, which is going to be an addi-
tional $750,000. For all of the armor up-
grades, we have got roughly $1 billion
for armor upgrades in Humvees and
trucks, for all of the modernization
that the chief of staff of the Army
needs for modularity, that is, building
this new brigade centric force for the
U.S. Army.

The reason we do not go off into the
new year and say, okay, should it be
$50 billion, should it be $75 billion is
very simple. We cannot see the future.
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We do not know how much weight this
new Iraqi military is going to be able
to take on their shoulders, how fast we
are going to be able to make this hand-
off; and all of those things drive the
costs of operation. But this takes good
care of the troops for a long period of
time during this bridge period; and
that is the reason we did it, to give the
troops confidence.

It is above and beyond the $422 bil-
lion bill that we have. I think, Mr.
Chairman, it does a good job in looking
out for the troops.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Tactical Air and Land
Forces, whose subcommittee oversees
the most massive part of moderniza-
tion and our biggest programs for air-
craft and land systems, who has done a
great job working this issue.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank our chair-
man of the committee for an out-
standing bill. I think it is one of the
best Defense bills since I have been in
Washington in 18 years, and I want to
also thank the distinguished ranking
member who is one of the finest gentle-
men in this Congress and someone that
both the chairman and I are proud to
serve with.

I tell my colleagues that the chair-
man is correct. This bill is for the sol-
dier. It directly deals with the issues
that our soldiers are experiencing and
the problems and challenges they are
experiencing in the Iraq and Afghan
theater, and it provides an aggressive
and appropriate response.

In fact, we are proud of the fact that
under our chairman’s leadership we
have had almost every member of the
committee visit Iraq and Afghanistan
to interact with our troops so that we
did not base our own decisions in a vac-
uum on what was told to us by our
military leaders; but rather, we went
over and we talked to the troops. We
interacted with them in a firsthand
way and then came to terms with the
President’s budget request and what we
thought was needed.

We increased funding just within my
subcommittee’s jurisdiction by $4.3 bil-
lion for additional programs and mod-
ernization. That includes $700 million
of additional money for up-armored
Humvees. It includes additional money
for improvised explosive devices, for
UAVs, for personal protection, for sur-
veillance, for the Predator and the
Shadow, for the Bradley fighting vehi-
cle modernization, for Hellfire missiles;
and across the board we provide the
funding that we know our troops need.

The gentleman referred to a short-
fall. I can tell my colleagues, after we
got the President’s budget, we asked
the services, what are your unfunded
priorities. The total amount of un-
funded priorities, as given to us by the
service chiefs, was $12 billion. We more
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than compensated for the unfunded pri-
orities and look forward to what the
costs are going to be to continue our
presence in Iraq and Afghanistan, and
we took care of that because of the vi-
sion of our chairman and our ranking
member in working together.

Now, we are going to have to come
back and ask for additional dollars,
yes; but this bill does a more than ade-
quate job to take care of the needs that
we have identified and that our service
chiefs have identified, but it goes be-
yond that.

We specify in this bill that any mod-
ernization must also be given to our
Guard and Reserve units based on their
being deployed in the theater. So the
new equipment we buy will not just go
to our active duty forces; but under
this legislation, it will go to Guard and
Reserve units who have been serving
over there and who need the latest
state-of-the-art equipment. But we
even go further than this.

We deal with some tough issues. We
deal with the issue of outsourcing.
Under the chairman’s leadership, start-
ing last year, we put money into a fund
to come up with innovative ways to
have manufacturing components done
here in the U.S. as opposed to overseas.

O 1600

This year, we added $50 million of ad-
ditional money to that pot. And we
have challenged our companies to work
with labor unions so that when they
contemplate outsourcing 10 or more
jobs, we have a financial mechanism in
place to bring labor and management
together to find common solutions that
will allow that company to reduce
costs and Kkeep those potential
outsourced jobs right here in America.

So this bill covers a lot of territory.
It is good legislation, and I encourage
my colleagues to accept it and vote for
it.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, the evidence of the unity of
the Committee on Armed Services pre-
sents itself in unanimous support of
this committee on this bill. I thank the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON) and the chairman, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER), as well,
for collaborating at that level. And I
guess I rise today simply to be united
behind our troops, but I do offer my
concerns.

I had an amendment that would di-
rect the Department of Defense to
award a contract to an independent
phone bank for tending to rape and sex-
ual assault victims in a confidential
manner within 3 months of enactment
of this bill. It was needed and not made
in order.

My second amendment would have
directed the Department of Defense to
conduct a full review into the situa-
tions women are placed in within the
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Armed Forces. The review would spe-
cifically focus on the intimidation
many women feel they may face in the
Armed Forces in relation to higher-
ranking male officers, who often place
female subordinates in compromising
situations. But, likewise, it would dis-
cuss, of course, some of the issues that
we see in Iraq.

But today I rise to say singularly
that my vote will be offered to provide
the kind of funding that we see in this
bill for the troops, the $705 million for
up-armored Humvees, the $332 million
for ballistic armor for other Humvees,
and, yes, the over $104 billion for mili-
tary personnel, in particular the dol-
lars that we will have for Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. There is a great need.

America, however, needs to be told
the truth. And as I stand here, united
with our troops, I demand and call for
the accountability of those who are re-
sponsible for the incidents and the ac-
tivities in the Iraqi prison and the
other collapse of the Iraqi effort.

I want victory in Iraq and in Afghan-
istan as well. I want democracy and se-
curity in Afghanistan and Iraq. And I
want our troops to be safe, I want other
veterans to be safe, I want their wid-
ows and families to be safe. We are uni-
fied behind that.

But I see no reason to continue with
the leadership of Secretary Rumsfeld.
We must hold the higher ranking ac-
countable.

Today, I stand with the troops in sup-
port of this legislation.

| rise today with grave concerns in regards
to the deficiencies of this National Defense
Authorization Act. It is truly unfortunate that
the brave men and women of our Armed
Forces are fighting around the world while the
Department of Defense is in the current state
it is in. Leadership must be accountable for
the actions of the Armed Forces; the unfortu-
nate events taking place in Irag have caused
our Nation irreparable harm.

CONGRESSWOMAN JACKSON-LEE’S AMENDMENTS

| am most disappointed with the decision of
the Rules Committee not to make my amend-
ments in order. | can find no real substantive
or procedural reason why my two Amend-
ments would be ruled out of order. Unfortu-
nately, there is no substitute to this National
Defense Authorization Act; therefore there is a
greater need for appropriate amendments. My
two amendments would have addressed two
glaring issues that continue to trouble mem-
bers of our Armed Forces.

My first amendment would direct the Depart-
ment of Defense to award a contract to an
independent phone bank for tending to rape
and sexual assault victims in a confidential
manner within 3 months of its enactment. That
phone bank would be required to have the ex-
pertise and training programs in place to allow
operators to cope with unique situations aris-
ing from sexual abuse in the military context.
This phone bank would be open to members
of the Armed Forces and their families. | hope
we all understand the devastation caused by
rape and sexual assault. However, what we
fail to recognize is the fact that members of
the Armed Forces and their families are in a
unique situation that is not faced by other
Americans. Because of this fact it is impera-
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tive members of the Armed Forces and their
families have an outlet to receive counseling
and advice for issues related to rape and sex-
ual assault without the fear that their report
might be sent to their superiors in the Armed
Forces without their consent.

My second amendment would have directed
the Department of Defense to conduct a full
review into the situations women are placed in
within the Armed Forces. This review would
specifically focus on the intimidation many
women in the Armed Forces may face in rela-
tion to higher ranking male officers who often
place female subordinates in compromising
situations. Also, to have been addressed spe-
cifically by the review are the delicate situa-
tions women in the Armed Forces are placed
in when stationed abroad especially when in
relation to direct contact with enemy combat-
ants and prisoners. The Department of De-
fense would then report the full findings of this
review and appropriate remedies to the prob-
lem within 6 months to the Senate and House
Armed Services Committees. | feel strongly
that such a review is necessary after the re-
cent torture scandal that took place in Iraq. It
has become obvious that women stationed
abroad in Iraq were not placed in proper situa-
tions. Pfc. Lynndie England, who is accused of
being involved in the torture and humiliation of
Iragi prisoners, says that her actions were
forced by her superiors in the military. | will
not pass judgment on Pfc. England until her
court-martial has taken place, but what | do
know is that it is entirely possible that she was
intimidated. Furthermore, why were female
soldiers guarding Iragis in a prison when we
know that it would be deeply offensive to the
Iragi public to do so? | am not saying that
women should not be serving in Iraq, what |
am stating is that women in Irag shouldn’t be
placed in precarious situations which are not
advantageous to them or to the mission we
are hoping to accomplish in Irag. The Depart-
ment of Defense needs to conduct this review
because no member of the Armed Forces
should be intimidated into taking actions that
they know to be wrong. It must be clear to ev-
eryone in this body that this review is nec-
essary in light of recent events that have un-
fortunately placed women in the Armed Forces
in a bad light.

IRAQ TORTURE SCANDAL

| have great consternation with the fact that
this Defense Authorization does nothing to ad-
dress the prison situation that led to the Iraq
torture scandal. The court-martial of a few en-
listed soldiers will not solve a problem that is
endemic. There are many steps to be taken to
make sure that our men and women of the
Armed Forces are not being put in uncertain
situations. It must be obvious to all Members
of this body that we need a proper system of
jails to hold Iraqgi prisoners and appropriate
training of our soldiers to guard these pris-
oners.

| was pleased to see that Representative
ABERCROMBIE’s language on independent con-
tractors was added to this Authorization. It has
become painstakingly clear that the Pentagon
has no control on the number of activities of
independent contractors in Irag. Apart from
their own safety, which we cannot guarantee,
independent contractors have been involved in
a number of dubious situations which have
placed further undue burden on our Armed
Forces.

The recent events in Iraq have made it even
more painfully clear to me that this Administra-
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tion has no real exit plan from Iraq. The truth
is that this war was poorly planned from the
start and the recent torture scandal has only
furthered that thought. This authorization ad-
dresses a number of issues affecting our
Armed Forces, but it does not properly ad-
dress the needs of our Armed Forces who are
still stationed in Iraq.

MISSILE DEFENSE

It is truly unfortunate to that this Defense
Authorization continues this Administration’s
policy of having misplaced priorities. Instead of
directing more money for proper planning in
Iraq, or for greater protection equipment for
our troops, or maybe for greater pay raises for
our troops; this Administration has decided to
budget $10.2 billion for missile defense next
year—twice the request for any other weapons
system. Missile defense systems are not new,
in fact they have been discussed for decades.
The truth is that missile defense systems have
proven to be overly complex, unreliable, and
often been little more than pipe dreams. Why
in good conscience, in this time of budget con-
straints and increased need, would we allo-
cate even more money for failed programs?
There are more responsible ways to budget
this money. Money from the Defense Author-
ization should go to our men and women in
the Armed Forces who actually defend our
Nation instead of into programs that just waste
needed funds.

SPRATT AMENDMENT

It is sad to see that so many relevant and
necessary amendments to this Defense Au-
thorization were not ruled in order. Perhaps
the most relevant amendment was that sub-
mitted by my distinguished colleague, Rep-
resentative SPRATT. His amendment would
have provided $414.4 million for targeted pay
raises, reimbursement of life insurance pre-
miums for service members that are in immi-
nent danger, 3 Marine Corps’ troop protection
unfunded requirements, and improvements to
the PAC-3 ballistic missile defense system.
These necessary defense budget items would
have been offset by targeted cuts to 4 ballistic
missile defense program elements, the
Ground-based Midcourse Defense system,
BMD Products, BMD Technology, and the
BMD Systems Interceptor. Representative
SPRATT has found a very reasonable com-
promise that still results in Ballistic Missile De-
fense programs receiving an increase in fund-
ing over the 2004 level. It is truly unfortunate
that such a pertinent amendment was not
ruled in order and debated by this entire body.
When the amendment process is com-
promised like it has been here then the legis-
lative process suffers and unfortunately that
means our Armed Forces will suffer as a re-
sult of this Defense Authorization.

| hope in the future that such significant leg-
islation as this will involve the debate and full
consideration of all necessary and relevant
amendments. The men and women of our
Armed Forces and indeed the American peo-
ple as a whole deserve as much.

AMENDMENT TO H.R. 4200, AS REPORTED
OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS

At the end of title V (page 200, after line
24), insert the following new section:
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SEC. . CONTRACT FOR INDEPENDENT TELE-

PHONE BANK FOR TENDING TO
RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT VIC-
TIMS IN THE MILITARY CONTEXT.
Not later than 90 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall award a contract for the estab-
lishment of a telephone bank, operated inde-
pendently from the Department of Defense,
for counseling of members of the Armed
Forces, and family members of members of
Armed Forces, who are victims of rape, sex-
ual assault, or other forms of sexual abuse.
The contract shall require that such coun-
seling be provided on a confidential basis and
that the entity awarded the contract have
expertise and training programs in place to
allow operators to cope with unique situa-
tions arising from sexual abuse in the mili-
tary context.

AMENDMENT TO H.R. 4200, AS REPORTED
OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS
At the end of title V (page 200, after line
24), insert the following new section:
SEC. = . REVIEW OF SITUATIONS IN WHICH
WOMEN IN THE ARMED FORCES ARE

PLACED WHILE SERVING IN THE
ARMED FORCES.

(a) REVIEW.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a full review into the situa-
tions women in the Armed Forces are placed
in within the Armed Forces. The review shall
specifically address—

(1) the intimidation many women in the
Armed Forces face in relation to higher
ranking male officers who often place female
subordinates in compromising situations;
and

(2) the delicate situations women in the
Armed Forces are placed in when stationed
abroad, especially in relation to direct con-
tact with enemy combatants and prisoners.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall submit a report on the review under
subsection (a) to the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate and the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act. The report shall
set forth the full findings of the review and
appropriate remedies to problems identified
in the review.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCHUGH), who chairs the
Subcommittee on Total Force, which
oversees the 2.5 million Americans in
uniform.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman, the distinguished chair-
man of the committee, for yielding me
this time, and it is with great honor
and pride that I rise today.

Mr. Chairman, as always, I express
my deep appreciation to the chairman,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), and of course to the ranking
member, my dear friend for whom I
hold so much respect, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), and also
my partner on the Subcommittee on
Total Force, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. SNYDER), for their support,
their great leadership in this effort.

As we have heard, Mr. Chairman,
time and time again, the chairman of
the full committee challenged all of us
to make this the Year of the Soldier.
Those of us on the Subcommittee on
Total Force try to make every day the
Year of the Soldier, but I think even by
that normal standard this sub-
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committee has done an outstanding job
on both sides of the aisle of bringing
together a package of benefits and of
responses to the challenges facing our
men and women in uniform that go
that extra step further, as they are for
us.

The chairman spoke earlier about
that 30,000 increase in total end
strength for the Army and 9,000 for the
Marines, placing valuable, much-need-
ed troops on the ground in those places
like Afghanistan, like Iraq, and, in
turn, lessening the burden on the
troops back home awaiting their next
rotation or on the Reserve component.

We talked about the 3.5 percent pay
increase. This is now the sixth consecu-
tive year in which we have provided a
pay increase. This particular 3.5 per-
cent exceeds that of the private sector
and reduces the gap that we have been
struggling to close between the private
sector and military from 5.5 to 5.1 per-
cent. We increased the wartime pay,
the imminent danger pay, and family
separation allowances that our brave
men and women in those theaters of
war deserve. We added to those.

The Reserve component is not left
behind either. It is very, very valuable.
I heard my dear friend and colleague,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS), earlier speak about the need
to ensure that those Reservists who
find themselves financially stressed are
in a position to have their incomes sup-
plemented. In this bill, Mr. Chairman,
for the first time in history, we propose
and, in fact, do that, from $50,000 to
$3,000 a month in added income to
those Guards and Reservists who are
deployed repeatedly and for extended
periods of time. It is the right thing to
do and the right time to do it.

I would like to address the comments
of the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ), and she has
been a leader on this subcommittee and
a leader in the House with respect to
issues of sexual harassment, sexual
abuse and rape; and I commend her for
her leadership. But we want most of all
to be sure that any change in the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice is done
appropriately and done in a way that
ensures better not fewer protections
for the victim.

And in this bill we require a report
from the Department of Defense. We
are going to move on that issue. Yes-
terday, I met with the Deputy Sec-
retary for Personnel, Dr. David Chu, on
this very issue. I told him that this
subcommittee, Democrat and Repub-
lican alike, is committed to reforming
and updating the rules and regulations
in the UCMJ with respect to sexual
harassment and rape, and told him
that we wanted him to be a partner.

But with him or without him, with or
without the Department and the serv-
ices, we were going to make the
changes that the gentlewoman has dis-
cussed. This is far too important an
issue to do in a hurried manner, and I
certainly look forward to the gentle-
woman’s being a continued leader in
that effort.
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In short, Mr. Chairman, I would just
say that this Subcommittee on Total
Force has worked magnificently to re-
spond to probably the greatest asset
this Nation has today in the war on
terror. And, without question, the
greatest asset this Nation has ever had,
since our founding back in 1776, is our
men and women in uniform.

This is a great bill, and I urge all my
colleagues to support its passage.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank the ranking
member for yielding me this time, and
to commend him and the chairman for
the hard work they have done on this
legislation.

I fear, however, Mr. Chairman, that
my brief contribution to this debate
today must concern one of the bill’s se-
rious omissions. The gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and I drafted
a bipartisan amendment that would
have addressed the fact that, because
of loopholes in current law, contractors
in Iraq are operating in a legal fog
where they are not accountable to
Iraqi laws, to U.S. laws, or to laws gov-
erning our troops. The contractors
working in Iraq are not comfortable
with this, and we should not be com-
fortable with it either.

Our amendment would have fixed
this problem by closing loopholes in
the Military Extraterritorial Jurisdic-
tion Act, MEJA, so that contractors
and subcontractors in Iraq and else-
where would be accountable under the
law, and the Department of Defense
would have a clear responsibility to
place violators of the law before the ap-
propriate bar of justice.

Our amendment had the support of
the contractors themselves. The Par-
liamentarian had ruled it germane. It
had strong Dbipartisan support and
would have almost certainly passed,
and yet we were not allowed to present
this amendment before this body today
for a vote.

Mr. Chairman, this issue is too im-
portant for this Congress to do noth-
ing. The gentleman from Connecticut
and I have just introduced our amend-
ment as a stand-alone bill. We welcome
the support of colleagues, and we hope
that the House leadership will not pass
up this second chance to do the right
thing.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. NEUGEBAUER).

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank the chairman for work-
ing with me in adding $100 million to
add 10 additional B-1 bombers. As my
colleagues know, the B-1 played a very
major role in Iraq and Afghanistan,
and the B-1s from Dyess Air Force
Base were an integral part of that mis-
sion.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. I yield to the
gentleman from California.
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman for his hard
work and his urging that we try to re-
trieve an additional 10 B-1 bombers. We
now have 67.

The Air Force was going to cut that
down to 60. We moved it back up where
we retrieved seven of the bombers that
were going basically into the bone
yard, and the gentleman worked hard
with myself and other members of the
committee to make sure we retrieved
an additional 10 bombers. So we are
taking the B-1 up to 77 bombers.

That B-1 has been a great asset for
the projection of power for the United
States. It has got great speed, it can
hold a tremendous payload, and it can
literally put a precision munition right
through a goalpost. In fact, we went
after Saddam Hussein early on in the
war in Iraq with the B-1 bomber.

So the gentleman has been a cham-
pion of the B-1. I want to thank him
for that, and I hope he is here with me
when we roll out those additional 10
that we are bringing back from retire-
ment.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Reclaiming my
time, Mr. Chairman, I look forward to
that day.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS), a member of
the Committee on Armed Services.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time, and I rise in support
of this bill.

This bill contains important provi-
sions for our troops, including a well-
deserved pay raise and additional force
protection equipment. I would like to
thank my colleague from San Diego,
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee, for resisting calls from the De-
fense Department to grant further re-
lief from important environmental
laws.

Despite the great provisions in this
legislation, some serious questions re-
main, and I will address one.

If you ask the Defense Department
today to tell you the number of con-
tractor personnel serving in Iraq, you
will get a shrug. That represents a fun-
damental area of concern. The events
in Fallujah and the images of Abu
Ghraib remind us of the role that con-
tractor personnel play and how their
actions can affect the military mis-
sion.

We must come to terms with con-
tractor participation and performance
on the battlefield. The questions that
must be answered include: Why are so
many contractors being used in Iraq
and other places? Does anyone really
know how many are present? Who is re-
sponsible for ensuring contractors are
properly trained and qualified? And to
whom are the various contractors ac-
countable? Are they providing security
for the military, or is it the other way
around?

This bill authorizes an additional $25
billion for operations in fiscal year
2005, a figure that should have been in-
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cluded in the President’s budget re-
quest. So before this Congress approves
additional funding, we must come to
terms with money being spent on con-
tractor personnel.

Mr. Chairman, lives are at stake.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 1 minute to thank the gentle-
woman who just spoke, my seatmate in
California, to say something about con-
tractors.

God bless our contractors. The last
figure I saw was that the contractors
for Halliburton, who have to run Am-
bush Alley, bringing our convoys,
bringing food to the troops up through
the heart of the insurgency country in
Iraq, have now lost 34 of their per-
sonnel, killed in action supplying
American troops.

We have always had lots of contrac-
tors for the very simple reason that for
every troop you have out there with a
rifle, you need roughly 10 people to
support him down the supply line; and
a lot of those people have always been
contractors. We have had them in all
theaters of the war in this last century
and, obviously, in Afghanistan and
Iraq.

The four individuals who were killed
in Fallujah were American heroes, and
they were trying to advance the Amer-
ican cause with every bit as pure a
heart and sense of honor, in fact, as
mostly former military personnel, as
any of our people in the United States
Marine Corps or Army in that area of
operation.

So I think that we should appreciate
our contractors perhaps more than has
been noted on the House floor.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON), a very
good member of the committee.
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Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to thank the
gentleman from California for his lead-
ership, and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), for his participation in crafting a
wonderful bill, H.R. 4200.

I had an opportunity last fall to ac-
company the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) to Iraq, and I saw first-
hand the courage of our troops and the
difference they are making in winning
the war against terror and protecting
American families.

I also had an opportunity last year of
concluding 31 years’ service with the
Army National Guard, and I now have
two sons serving in the Army National
Guard, including one son deployed in
Iraq; so this bill has a great deal of
meaning to me because of the improve-
ments of the statutes providing for
benefits for those who serve in the
Guard and Reserves.

These benefits are going to be so
meaningful for troops who are pro-
tecting our country and are mobilized
at this time. First of all, there is the
provision for new reenlistment and re-
tention bonuses. As we face future cri-
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ses, the Guard and Reserve will have
that increased protection.

Income supplement is an issue I
worked very hard on for 25 years,
premobilization and legal counseling;
and the greatest concern I saw were
the sacrifices that many of our young
people made where they had a reduc-
tion in income. This will be addressed
in this bill. It will be so beneficial to
families.

Finally, there is the provision for
TRICARE health benefits to be pro-
vided for National Guard members and
Reservists, and I also thank the chair-
man for including wording that will
provide for the establishment of State
defense forces. In South Carolina, we
have the South Carolina State Guard.
These are volunteers, unpaid like civil
defense forces, who stand in to protect
our people when there has been deploy-
ment of National Guard troops.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) for en-
suring our troops have the resources
needed to fight the war on terror to
protect American families. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 4200.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN), the ranking
member on the Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism and Unconventional Threats
and Capabilities.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time and for his service on this com-
mittee. I also recognize the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) for his
service and the way that he conducted
the hearings on this mark in a very bi-
partisan way, affording an opportunity
for all Members to speak out. In fact,
my recollection is the chairman even
came down on the shortened of a vote
which I have not seen in quite some
time. I am sure the gentleman will fix
that in the other body. I thank the gen-
tleman for his service.

As a ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Terrorism and Uncon-
ventional Threats, I believe the prod-
uct before us today is, on the whole, a
solid proposal. This committee pledged
to make this year the Year of the Sol-
dier, and I think we made great strides
in achieving that goal. We have a well-
deserved pay raise for our troops. I am
pleased that this legislation authorizes
critical force protection resources, in-
cluding $329 million for up-armoring
Humvees, $358 million for add-on armor
kits, and $421 million for interceptor
body armor.

This fulfills all of the shortfalls, in-
cluding on the Army’s unfunded re-
quirements list, which I am dis-
appointed that the administration
failed to request. The committee has
also included language that I put for-
ward requiring the Department of De-
fense to report to Congress on the les-
sons learned from its failure to expedi-
tiously field protective equipment to
our troops in Iraq. And we have ex-
pressed a sense of Congress urging the
Department to release all appropriated
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funds to armor thin-skinned Humvees
as soon as possible.

We are a Nation at war, and we can-
not shortchange our troops by leaving
them defenseless in the theater. I am
proud that this committee has stepped
forward and authorized important re-
sources to support our ongoing mili-
tary operations in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, despite the administration’s fail-
ure to include much of this funding in
its annual budget. But I also strongly
support efforts to authorize $67 billion
to take us through the end of fiscal
year 2005 instead of the end of this cal-
endar year.

Additionally, I am pleased that my
colleagues recognized the need to ad-
dress the gaping holes in the oversight
of civilian contractors hired by the De-
partment of Defense in the face of
human rights abuses in Abu Ghraib
prison.

Our committee approved an amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) to require
the Department to report to Congress
on the activities of contractors in Iraq.
We also included my proposal on di-
recting the Department to issue guid-
ance for training contractors in the Ge-
neva Conventions and international
laws of war.

Finally, the bill makes important
quality-of-life improvements for our
troops and for our veterans. I applaud
the committee for finally ending the
survivors benefit penalty. I am also en-
couraged that the bill addresses many
of the inequities in benefits for our Re-
serve component, from eliminating the
$5,000 cap on reenlistment bonuses, to
removing restrictions on Reservists
from accessing tuition assistance, as
included in an amendment which I of-
fered.

With respect to the terrorism sub-
committee’s mark, several of the pro-
visions in this portion of the bill de-
serve praise. First, I am pleased we in-
cluded a number of recommendations
to streamline and accelerate the devel-
opment and acquisition of technologies
to combat terrorism. Additional re-
sources are provided in a number of
areas, including chemical and biologi-
cal research and important detection
initiatives.

The committee also honored a re-
quest by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. TURNER) and me to improve the
manner in which we develop and ac-
quire medical countermeasures against
biological warfare agents.

Finally, I cannot say I support every
provision in this authorization bill. I
remain concerned about cuts to
DARPA and several information tech-
nology programs, as well as the com-
mittee’s failure to include several im-
portant nonproliferation provisions
which I believe are key to winning the
global war on terrorism.

I hope that we can at least have an
honest debate on these issues another
day. With that said, legislating is the
art of compromise, and I believe the
product before us will boost our troops
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and our war-fighting capabilities.
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in supporting its
final approval.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS).

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time and applaud the gentleman
for all the good work he is doing for
the United States.

Mr. Chairman, no Member in this
body disagrees that so long as our
troops remain in Iraq, they should have
the resources they need in order to pro-
tect their lives. We have not done well
in this area up to this point, and we
must do better.

Further, in my judgment, the Bush
administration has done a terrible job
in keeping faith with our veterans.
This bill makes a start in improving
that situation, but we have a very long
way to go in that area, especially with
regard to veterans health care.

Mr. Chairman, there are a lot of good
things in this bill, and there are in my
view portions of this bill that are not
good and that are very wasteful of tax-
payer money.

Most importantly, however, is what
is lacking in this legislation, and that
is there is no demand in this bill for
the President to provide us with an
exit strategy from Iraq, a timetable as
to how we can get out. Since the war in
Iraq began, we have lost 790 men and
women, over 4,500 have been wounded;
and we are spending billions every
month.

Meanwhile, anti-American feelings
are growing throughout the Muslim
world, breeding more potential terror-
ists, and we are becoming increasingly
isolated from our long-term allies. Sig-
nificantly, in a recent U.S. Govern-
ment-sponsored poll, 82 percent of the
Iraqi people indicated that they now
disapprove of the U.S. and allied mili-
tary being in their country; 82 percent
disapprove. The war in Iraq, in my
view, is not helping us in the very dif-
ficult struggle against international
terrorism. In many ways, it is making
a bad situation worse.

The time is long overdue for Presi-
dent Bush to develop an exit strategy
as to when the Iraqi people will really
be allowed to govern themselves. It is
not good enough for the U.S. to install
Iraqi figureheads who do not have the
support or confidence of the Iraqi peo-
ple. The President must also tell us
when the U.N. and the international
community will be helping rebuild
Iraq. That should not only be the bur-
den of our soldiers and our taxpayers.
President Bush must do all that he can
to internationalize the transition situ-
ation.

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, and most im-
portantly, the President must begin to
tell us when American troops will
begin coming home. We have lost 790
men and women already, 4,500 have
been wounded, many thousands of Iraqi
men, women and children are dead. We
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need an exit strategy to get our troops
home as soon as feasible.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. PENCE), who has worked so
hard on the chem-bio protection issues.

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

To provide for the common defense is
the first object of the Federal Govern-
ment. I rise today in strong support of
the National Defense Authorization
Act because it meets that objective.

This legislation with its principal
focus on the American soldier earns
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) the well-deserved title Sol-
dier’s Chairman, which I believe will
stick.

American soldiers with the help of
coalition forces have accomplished ex-
traordinary things in recent days, lib-
erated 50 million people in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, captured and imprisoned a
brutal dictator, deposed an evil regime,
and American soldiers have carried out
hundreds of raids, seizing caches of
enemy weapons and munitions, includ-
ing ominously this week, weapons of
mass destruction that were found in
Iraq in the form of munitions con-
taining mustard gas and sarin gas.

It is precisely this discovery, as the
chairman attests, that concerns me
and most Members of Congress most
deeply, for the well-being of our men
and women in uniform in the theater of
operation in Iraq.

I am pleased to say that H.R. 4200
provides an extraordinary amount of
resources in the form of force protec-
tion: $1.5 billion for chemical and bio-
logical defense programs, individual
protection, decontamination equip-
ment, chemical and biological protec-
tive shelters, just to name a few.

We have most certainly now found
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq,
and the nature of the munitions we
have found suggest there are more
stockpiles yet to be uncovered. And
putting a primacy on achieving our ob-
jective of securing the peace in Iraq
must remain our fervent goal; but be-
yond that, protecting our forces in that
theater of operation from exposure to
these weapons of mass destruction is
key, and the new National Defense Au-
thorization Act achieves that goal. 1
am grateful for the chairman; I am
grateful for every member of the com-
mittee on both sides of the aisle for
creating this extraordinary legislation.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, there
are many good parts of this bill, such
as those that relate to pay and bene-
fits, particularly a quality for National
Guard reenlistees and others. There are
some necessary, long-overdue basics for
the troops, armored Humvees among
others. But I rise to raise another issue
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which is of extraordinary importance,
and hopefully I can get some agree-
ment to resolve this problem.

O 1630

We do not have a draft in the United
States of America. We have a great all-
volunteer military. Unfortunately,
there are two aspects to that. One I
tried to address with an amendment
which was not allowed which is what
are called ‘‘stop-loss orders.” Many
people in the military today are being
forced to serve beyond the terms of
their contract under stop-loss orders
with no compensation. I think mini-
mally they should be compensated. But
today in the Portland Oregonian, page
one, we have a story which is now
breaking that faulty orders were sent
out by the Army last month which told
people in the Individual Ready Reserve
if they did not choose a branch and re-
enlist that the military would choose
soon a branch and mandatorily reenlist
them. They now admit that this order
was a mistake. Here is a quote from
one veteran: ‘I started crying and said,
‘I’'m not doing this,’”’ said Carissa Jen-
kins, 22, of Keizer who was discharged
from active Army duty in January 2003.
“I have a baby, a husband. All my val-
ues have changed.” She said she joined
the National Guard last week to keep
from going back into the regular
Army. It is reported that in Oregon
alone, enlistments were up by a factor
of 1,000 percent for the month. Nothing
else explains it except that these peo-
ple were being told they were about to
be drafted back into the military. And
nationally, over 1,063 inactive Army
Reservists signed up under these false
pretenses.

I would ask that these reenlistments,
which were done under color of faulty
orders, be abrogated by the Secretary
of Defense. I would hope that the two
gentlemen on the floor here would join
me. If these soldiers want to sign up of
their own free will without a draft,
without faulty orders, then certainly
they should be allowed to do that. But
this woman and a number of others are
saying, no, they did not want to go
back onto active duty, they did not
want to go back into active guard sta-
tus, but they did it because they were
told if they did not do that that the
Army was going to do it to them.

Is the chairman of the committee fa-
miliar with this situation?

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I would
just say to the gentleman, no, I am not
familiar with that situation.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Is the ranking member
familiar? I understand he is trying to
get some information on this.

Mr. SKELTON. If the gentleman will
yield, I am familiar with the article
and I have asked my staff to make offi-
cial inquiry with the Reserve compo-
nent of the United States Army to an-
swer this.
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Mr. DEFAZIO. If soldiers like this
woman, Carissa Jenkins, were forced
against their own better judgment and
their own life circumstances to reup
because they felt they were about to be
compelled without their own volition
back into active duty, would the gen-
tleman agree that perhaps we could
look at voiding these contracts and al-
lowing them to decide without coercion
whether or not they want to go back
into active duty?

Mr. SKELTON. I think coercion is
certainly absolutely wrong. I would say
to the gentleman that we would do ev-
erything we could to correct the mis-
take. I am certainly positive that the
military would stand behind a mistake
that they made.

Mr. DEFAZIO. 1 thank the gen-
tleman, and I hope that we can get this
rectified. As I said previously, there
are many good parts to this bill. I be-
lieve in the all-volunteer military; I
believe in the pay and benefits en-
hancements; and I believe in providing
better equipment, which the bill does. I
intend to support it.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I would
just say to the gentleman that I will be
happy to work with the gentleman
from Missouri on this issue.

Mr. DEFAZIO. 1 thank the gen-
tleman.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH),
chairman of that very important com-
mittee, the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to engage in a colloquy
with the gentleman from California,
chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services. I want to thank the gen-
tleman for his support and leadership
on a significant matter affecting the
security of our Nation’s military in-
stallations. Last year scores of undocu-
mented workers were arrested at sev-
eral DoD installations across the coun-
try, including New Jersey. In the post-
9/11 world, we simply cannot afford to
allow our contractors to hire undocu-
mented and unskilled workers to work
on military bases.

As the gentleman knows, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON),
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LoBIONDO), and I have worked together
with him to address this problem. Sec-
tion 822 of H.R. 4200 authorizes a dem-
onstration project intended to provide
incentives to contractors who have a
meaningful and comprehensive skilled
worker staffing plan to ensure all
workers are properly documented. The
provision, however, does not state the
size or the location of the demonstra-
tion project.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to
the gentleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is cor-
rect. The size and location of the dem-
onstration project have been left to the
discretion of the Secretary of Defense.
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I will add, however, the whole point of
doing a demonstration project is to
test whether a legislative idea will
produce the results that its proponents
intend. The Secretary should conduct a
thorough and complete demonstration
program.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. It is my
hope and expectation that the Sec-
retary performs at least part of the
demonstration project with contrac-
tors in New Jersey. The legislative text
of section 822 leaves this choice up to
the discretion of the Department of De-
fense, but can we count on the chair-
man’s support to help us persuade DoD
to include New Jersey in the dem-
onstration project based on the fact
that an investigation by our own U.S.
attorney, Christopher Christie, re-
sulted in the discovery of security vio-
lations and the arrests of illegal aliens
who had access to several of our New
Jersey bases?

Mr. HUNTER. I would just say to my
good friend that he and his colleagues
from New Jersey and others can cer-
tainly count on my support.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank
the gentleman. I urge my colleagues to
support this provision and to vote
‘“‘yes’ on H.R. 4200.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LOFGREN).

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the work done by the gen-
tleman from California and the gen-
tleman from Missouri on this legisla-
tion. There are some important pieces
to this bill, equipment for our troops
and the like. There are matters of con-
cern, for example, the new nuclear pro-
gram that I have opposition to. But
there is an obscure provision of the bill
that I want to make sure Members
know about and that is section 1404
which would require U.S. companies to
get a license before they export any
goods listed on the military critical
technologies list. According to a copy
of the list I found on the Department of
Defense Technical Information Center
Web site, that includes computers that
exceed 1,500 MTOPS. That would be
considered military critical. So under
this bill, computers, laptops, Sony
PlayStations that exceed 1,500 MTOPS
would require an export license. That
would be to export it anywhere. If you
want to sell a Sony PlayStation to Eu-
rope, to England, you would need a De-
fense Department export license. I
think that that is a problem.

The outdated metric of 190,000
MTOPS needs to be changed, but to go
down to 1,500 MTOPS as a metric is lit-
erally the stone age of computing. I be-
lieve that if there are specific military
critical technologies that are not suffi-
ciently controlled under existing ex-
port regulations, say, night vision or
surveillance devices, then let us draft
something that controls those tech-
nologies. But to say that we cannot
sell a laptop to somebody in London,
that the Ipods cannot be exported to
France, that the Sony PlayStations
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cannot be sold to Japan, I think is a
mistake. I know that this is about war.
I did not know it was about war on the
American economy.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the distinguished gen-

tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FER-
GUSON).
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Chairman, I

thank the chairman of the full com-
mittee for his great work on this bill.
I rise in support of H.R. 4200. Today we
address the needs of a Nation at war on
multiple fronts and sustain our com-
mitment to our troops, providing them
with the best technology and equip-
ment in support of our ongoing mission
in Iraq and in Afghanistan and in the
war on terror all around the world.
This bill will improve living and work-
ing conditions for U.S. military per-
sonnel and their families. It recognizes
the critical contribution of our Na-
tional Guard and Reserve and increases
authorization for their modernization
programs. It protects and supports our
military retirees and their survivors.
Most important, it gives our troops the
resources and equipment that they
need to Kkeep themselves safe and
America free.

The Committee on Armed Services
has deemed this the Year of the Sol-
dier. I can think of no better way to
honor and serve those who are giving of
themselves, making extraordinary sac-
rifices, putting their lives on the line
in defense of this country than by sup-
porting H.R. 4200, the national defense
authorization bill. I thank the chair-
man and the ranking member for their
great work on this.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) may
control the time of the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON).

There was no objection.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY), who has done so
much great work on this committee.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 4200, and I
would like to commend the gentleman
from California and the gentleman
from Missouri for their tireless efforts
in support of our soldiers, our sailors,
airmen and Marines who are bravely
defending us at home and abroad.

Mr. Chairman, this is the Year of the
Soldier. The bill before us clearly re-
flects that objective. The bill does a re-
markable job of covering a wide scope
of issues that are vitally important to
our armed services. From survivor ben-
efit improvements to the 3.5 percent
across-the-board pay raise that H.R.
4200 authorizes, this bill addresses the
most pressing needs of our troops in a
very trying time for this country. For
our Reservists who experience a reduc-
tion in their income while away from
their civilian jobs, there are income re-
placement payments. For our deployed
soldiers, H.R. 4200 contains almost $830
million for up-armored Humvees and
$358 million for vehicle add-on armor
kits.
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I am also grateful for the work that
the Committee on Armed Services has
done to fully fund the F/A-22 program
this year. In particular, I want to
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON), my sub-
committee chairman, for doing this
and making sure that we got this vi-
tally important program fully funded.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GINGREY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, first,
let me just say that this is a program
that shares support on our committee
among Democrats and Republicans.
This aircraft capability is something
that is very important to our country.
We just did a briefing on the emerging
aerospace industrial base in China,
their new high-performance aircraft,
which at some point may threaten
American interests. This aircraft is
vital, it is needed, and it is an impor-
tant follow-on. We will keep working
on it. I thank the gentleman for his
hard work on it.

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for the full
funding for these 24 planes. It will go a
long way toward providing stability for
that program and ensuring that Amer-
ica maintains air dominance for the
next 30 years.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentleman from California
and the gentleman from Missouri for
their hard work on this bill.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, it is my
pleasure to yield 2% minutes to the

gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE), a fellow Texan.
Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, let me

thank the gentleman from my home
city of El Paso, Texas, for yielding me
this time and for his commitment to
our young men and women in uniform.
My father served many, many years at
Fort Bliss, Texas.

I rise today to discuss the three
amendments that I would have offered
had the Republican leadership allowed
genuine debate on our Nation’s defense
policy. Of course, instead we heard ear-
lier a rule was crafted which silenced
probably over 95 amendments.

Let me talk about my three amend-
ments for a minute. The first amend-
ment which I offered called for the cre-
ation of an international commission
to monitor prison conditions in Iraq.
This commission would be made up of
representatives from the Iraqi Govern-
ment and Iraqi civil society, the Inter-
national Red Cross, the International
Red Crescent, the United Nations, the
United States and Coalition Armed
Forces. Contrary to what the Presi-
dent’s lawyers apparently think, the
Geneva Conventions is neither quaint
nor is it obsolete. This amendment
would have ensured compliance to help
restore badly damaged United States
credibility. We have all seen the pic-
tures. The whole world has seen the
pictures. We need to take action to cor-
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rect the situation and to convince the
Iraqi people and the world that we are
abiding by international law.

My second amendment would have
created a database of those who have
been detained. Family members should
not have to wonder if their loved ones
have simply disappeared. We have
learned that over 70 percent of the de-
tainees probably are individuals who
should not be detained. We cannot con-
done the policy and practice of holding
ghost prisoners who just vanish into
United States custody. This is simply
wrong. But this amendment also was
rejected.

Finally, my third amendment prohib-
ited the use of United States funds in
the overthrow of democratically elect-
ed governments. That is a simple
democratic principle that I thought we
held. Given the allegations of this gov-
ernment’s involvement in the over-
throw of President Aristide’s govern-
ment in Haiti, this amendment would
have restored confidence in the protec-
tion of democracy. It was born out of
the Bush administration’s alleged in-
volvement in the recent coup in Haiti.

O 1645

First of all, this is a similar amend-
ment that was instituted under Rep-
resentative Edward Boland, who pro-
hibited the Reagan administration
from using money to fund the Nica-
raguan contras. It is shocking and to-
tally shameful that we even need an
amendment saying that our govern-
ment is not in the business of over-
throwing its democratically elected
counterparts throughout the world; but
history, including our very recent his-
tory, teaches us that we do.

This amendment also was rejected,
along with many others offered by my
colleagues. Some would have called for
an exit strategy from Iraq; others
would have reined in the uncontrolled
and unmonitored use of private con-
tractors, and that would have pre-
vented the escalation, of course, of the
arms race. These are, again, some
other amendments that would have
been allowed had we been allowed to
debate them.

I say that the Republican majority
continues to abuse its power.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), a very distin-
guished American from San Diego, the
Navy Top Gun who was nominated for
the Congressional Medal of Honor for
actions over the skies of North Viet-
nam and who has a real heart for the
servicemen.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) is a descendant of Daniel
Boone. He is like a brother. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES), or Sil-
ver, as we call him, would rather work
in a bipartisan manner than anything
and is a very close friend.

I heard this morning in our con-
ference the words ‘‘a soldier’s chair-
man,”’ and I cannot think of a better
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fitting for this bill and the chairman
that presents it. The gentleman from
California’s (Mr. HUNTER) dad, R.O.
Hunter, was in the Marine Corps. The
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) served in Vietnam. His son is
in the Marine Corps and a lieutenant
today.

But I think even more important, the
people in this Chamber who know the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), know he has given his life to
this Nation, to our military, and our
veterans.

We go out to Walter Reed and we see
these kids that have lost a foot or an
arm, and do the Members know what
they ask me? I talked to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MURTHA), and
they talk to him the same way; they
say, Do not let them kick us out of the
service, let us go back to our units.
These kids that are wounded multiple
times and they fight to stay with their
units because they believe in it.

And I think what a fitting bill that
takes care of our families, that takes
care of our troops, and is supported in
such a bipartisan way. I think this Na-
tion is proud, and I think this Nation
supports not only this bill, but the ac-
tions of Members on both sides of the
aisle.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

May I respond to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), my
friend. I am most appreciative of his
kind words.

This is a very important bill, Mr.
Chairman. We are at war. Needless to
say, a lot of legislative work went into
this bill, and of course there are some
disappointments that go along with it.
But the bottom line is, it is going to be
very helpful in both the anti-guerrilla
effort in Iraq and the antiterrorism ef-
fort in Afghanistan as well as sup-
porting the troops all over the globe.

Cicero once said that gratitude is the
greatest of all virtues, and through
this legislation, in our own way, Mr.
Chairman, we are expressing our grati-
tude to the young men and young
women who wear the uniform of our
country. We thank them for doing
their duty, for understanding what
their duty is, for being professionals at
what they are, and bottom line, being
patriotic.

So we thank them in so many ways,
in the amendments and in the para-
graphs and the figures, as well as in the
speeches in this Chamber, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER),
my friend, our chairman, and Members
on both sides of the aisle.

So, Mr. Chairman, I fully support the
bill. And at the end of this debate, I
say thank you to the troops and I
thank the majority, especially our
chairman, for the cooperation that we
have had.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Having heard the eloquence of my
great colleague, the gentleman from
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Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) and preceded
by the gentleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM), my old compadre, I do
not think I can add anything to what
they said.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 4200, Fiscal Year 2005
Defense Authorization. The House Armed
Services Committee deserves recognition for
producing a bill that addresses the critical
needs of our Armed Forces at a time when we
are engaged in major military campaigns in
both Iraq and Afghanistan. The bill also makes
provisions to ensure the long-term strength of
our military readiness and improve the liveli-
hood of our military families.

Specifically, | am pleased that this measure
eliminates the Survivor Benefit Penalty to
spouses of deceased members of the Armed
Forces. Not only is this annuity essential to
the livelihood of many surviving spouses, but
it provides much-needed peace of mind to our
dedicated military personnel.

Additionally, | am pleased that this bill con-
tains $400 million for individual body armor. |
have long been concerned about this issue
since receiving several phone calls and heart-
felt letters from parents in my district whose
children serving in Iraq have no body armor.
There is no excuse for us to send our soldiers
into harm’s way without this most basic pro-
tection. H.R. 4200 commits substantial re-
sources to ensure that our troops have the
body armor they need.

Next week, we will commemorate Memorial
Day and remember the courageous men and
women who made the ultimate sacrifice for
our freedom. Regrettably, since the beginning
of the campaign in Iraq, we have added 793
to their ranks. More troubling is that potentially
one in four of these fatalities could have been
avoided if our troops had had the armored
equipment they needed.

This bill makes a commitment not only to
the memory of the soldiers we have lost but
also the ones that continue to be in harm’s
way in Irag. We owe it to their memory and
those who answer the call to service to do ev-
erything in our power to minimize the risk of
loss of life.

| also want to rise in opposition to H. Res.
648, the rule for consideration of this bill. In
Rules Committee, | offered three amendments
that would have substantially improved the un-
derlying bill. Regrettably, the Committee de-
cided to deny this body the opportunity to con-
sider two of my amendments.

My first amendment would have ensured
that the Department of Defense had a steady
stream of domestically produced electronic
equipment. These components are vital to the
maintenance of some of our most sophisti-
cated weapons and communications systems.

My second amendment would have allowed
individuals to apply for benefits under the En-
ergy Employees Occupational lliness Com-
pensation Act if they developed diseases from
their work at facilities that had residual con-
tamination, after the Manhattan Project had
been completed. It is long overdue to do right
by this aging and ill population.

Our men and women in uniform are bravely
serving all over the world because their coun-
try has called on them. In return, we must en-
sure that we are doing everything within our
power to provide them with what they need.
This bill makes great progress toward meeting
the needs of our soldiers and their families.
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For this reason, Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support for H.R. 4200.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
strong opposition to S. Con. Res. 95, the
“Concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal
year 2005.” In these times of economic uncer-
tainty it is unthinkable to pass a budget that
will leave this country over $8 trillion in debt at
year's end.

| have often quoted my friend, Princeton
economist Uwe Reinhardt, when talking about
the Federal budget. He explains the budget as
a Memo to God, outlining our highest priorities
as a Nation. In tune with the Republicans’
faith-based initiative, | give you this year’s
memo to God, and ask everyone to think if
this is the message we really want to send to
God and the American people.

To: God.

From: Republicans in Congress and the Bush
Administration.

Re: FY 2005 Budget Priorities.

Date: May 19, 2004

God, it has been a really tough year. We
are on track to have the worst jobs growth
record since the great depression, we have
lost nearly 800 of our bravest young men and
women in Iraq, and 43.6 million Americans
have no health insurance. With this in mind,
we have proposed a budget that is both fis-
cally and compassionately conservative,
which we have outlined below.

We feel it is absolutely necessary to have a
$690 billion deficit in FY 2005, which will
raise the national debt to over $8 trillion dol-
lars. We are raising the debt limit under the
Hastert rule, thereby precluding the House
from ever debating whether the coming
years’ budget should be allowed to increase
the Federal debt by such an alarming
amount. Every man, woman, and child will
have over $26,000 in national debt to call
their very own by the end of FY 2005.

God, we know it’s a sin, but we haven’t
been very good at telling the truth lately;
first it was weapons of mass destructions,
and now it is Medicare. Our own experts have
told us that the Medicare prescription drug
bill we passed last year will cost $534 billion
dollars over 10 years. However, we didn’t tell
anybody before we voted, so there is no rea-
son to pretend it is reality now. The budget
resolution assumes this legislation will only
cost $409 billion over ten years, meaning we
have purposely underestimated the $609 bil-
lion deficit to further cover up previous mis-
takes.

Since we have been so dedicated to
healthcare this year with Medicare, we have
no choice but to make broad cuts in the Med-
icaid program. Over the next five years we
promise to cut mandatory Medicaid spending
by nearly $900 million dollars. We are aware
that many low-income children and mothers
may lose access to affordable healthcare
services, but this is the price we have to pay
for continuing huge tax cuts for corporations
and wealthy Americans.

Racking up an over $600 billion deficit also
requires large doses of fiscal irresponsibility.
As the party of fiscal conservatism we are
dedicated to paying for our increased spend-
ing—unless that spending is earmarked for
the war on terrorism—but not the decreased
revenues caused by our tax cuts. Pay-as-you-
go rules worked to balance the budget during
the Clinton Administration, so we cannot
possibly use them to balance our budget.
Yes, we did pretend to require new spending
and tax cut offsets for one year, but that has
no real effect on our agenda because we ex-
empted three major tax cuts that we plan to
enact this year that will cost $551 billion
over the next ten years.

Finally, we have further endangered Social
Security and Medicare by increasing the
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debt, thereby increasing the amount that
must be borrowed each year from the trust
funds. With the baby boomers approaching
retirement, we know we can’t continue to
pilfer these trust funds, but we do it anyway.
In the end, the only plausible option will be
to cut Social Security and Medicare to con-
tinue paying for our unjustified wars and ir-
responsible tax cuts for the upper class.

God, we know you will understand why it
is necessary to continue tax cuts for the
wealthiest Americans while we cut vital
services for the elderly, people with disabil-
ities and the poor. This memo is about our
priorities, and upon close analysis of this
budget I think you will see what true com-
passion and fiscal conservatism is really all
about.

That is the message that House Repub-
licans are sending to God and to the American
public. I's not a message | agree with and
that is why | urge my colleagues to join me in
voting “no” on this misguided priority list for
our Nation.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, throughout the
last year there have been numerous reports,
some issued by government agencies, others
emanating from news organizations, that have
detailed critical shortages of equipment need-
ed to protect our young men and women serv-
ing in Iraq.

| visited Iraq last year and spoke with our
troops serving there about the shortages of ar-
mored Humvees and body armor. | know that
many of my colleagues who have visited Iraq
have raised similar concerns. | have pressed
this issue during consideration of the Iraq sup-
plemental and on numerous other occasions.
Many of our troops who have been killed in
Iraq in the past months were riding in
unarmored Humvees that were hit by small
arms fire, rocket-propelled grenades, or impro-
vised explosive devices. Doubtless, some
were lost because they were not protected.

| was deeply disappointed by the length of
time that it has taken to provide our soldiers
with this life-saving equipment, and | am
pleased that Chairman HUNTER and Ranking
Member SKELTON wisely increased funding for
these programs by several orders of mag-
nitude. Because of these increases, | will add
my voice of support for the bill.

| am also pleased that the Committee has
increased the end strength of the Army and
Marine Corps over the next three years. Our
active duty forces, our Reserves, and our
Guard have been overstretched by operations
in the War on Terrorism and the war in Iraq.
| have been strongly supportive of increasing
the size of the military, and by authorizing ad-
ditional forces, we will enable our troops to get
the training and time for rest and re-fit that
they need and deserve.

| am less pleased by the provisions relating
to the rush to deploy a National Missile De-
fense system that | believe is not ready for de-
ployment. | support additional research and
testing of ballistic missile defense systems, but
the imminent deployment of the first intercep-
tors is premature and diverts taxpayer money
that is more immediately needed to provide
basic security for our troops.

| am most concerned by the ill-conceived
decision to authorize more than $36 million for
research into the Robust Nuclear Earth Pene-
trator, as well as a new generation of ad-
vanced nuclear weapons. At a time when we
are asking other nations to forswear the devel-
opment of nuclear weapons, when we invaded
Iraq because we thought that Saddam was
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developing nuclear weapons, when Osama
bin-Laden has exhorted his followers to use
nuclear weapons against the United States,
and when our own State Department has
compiled a Top Secret list of sites around the
world that contain unsecured fissile material,
we should be focusing on non-proliferation,
counter-proliferation, and cleanout activities.
Funding for a new generation of nuclear
weapons enhances neither our security, nor
our credibility.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, | want to
express my appreciation to Chairman HUNTER
and Ranking Member SKELTON for their lead-
ership in bringing this bill before the House. |
honor after dedication to our uniformed men
and women, and their families and depend-
ents.

| have often criticized our military budget.
There is simply too much waste, too much du-
plication, too much fraud and abuse. We fund
weapon systems that don’t work, or contribute
to a new arms race, or both. On these mat-
ters, | will support the amendment to be of-
fered later today by Congresswoman
TAUSCHER and my Massachusetts colleague
Congressman MARKEY.

| believe, however, that this bill makes im-
portant contributions to protecting our troops in
the field and to the welfare of their families.

H.R. 4200 fixes the long-standing problem
of the Social Security offset for our military re-
tirees and their survivors, which is a top pri-
ority for my constituents. The Survivor Benefit
Plan currently penalizes over 225,000 aging
survivors, mostly widows of our nation’s vet-
erans. These survivors are forced to give up
more than one-third of their retirement benefit
when they become eligible for Social Security.
Mr. Chairman, this is simply wrong.

Bipartisan legislation to fix the Survivor Ben-
efit Plan was introduced over a year ago by
our colleague form Florida, Congressman MiL-
LER, and despite having 336 cosponsors, was
left to languish. So, | salute the Committee for
ending this injustice by providing a five-year
phase-out of the Social Security offset.

| strongly support the increased funding for
Armored Humvees, to outfit currently deployed
Humvees with ballistic armor, and for Inter-
ceptor body armor. This bill also reimburses
military personnel who had to purchase their
own body armor because the Pentagon failed
to provide them with protection.

| also want to thank the Committee for in-
cluding an initiative for income replacement
payments to Reservists who experience a re-
duction to income from their civilian life. | be-
lieve this is an important step that should be
extended to National Guard members, espe-
cially for those who have experienced ex-
tended deployments. The financial stress
faced by the families of our active-duty Re-
serve and Guard is well-known to every Mem-
ber of this House, and | believe we must re-
spond in a far more comprehensive way if we
expect to honor their service and sacrifice, re-
tain current personnel, and attract future can-
didates for service. | am deeply disappointed
that the Republican majority will not allow
Congressman LANTOS to offer his amendment,
which would help equalize the difference in in-
come for federal workers who have been
called to active-duty in the Reserves. | am an
original cosponsor on Congressional LANTOS’
legislation that would provide such funding,
and | am very proud that the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts has already implemented
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such a program for state employees who have
been activated. | simply do not see why we
cannot do the same for federal employees na-
tion-wide.

| also want to thank the Committee for its
strong bipartisan support for keeping in place
the limits on the number of U.S. military troops
and contractors in Colombia, and | thank our
colleagues from Mississippi, GENE TAYLOR, for
his leadership on this issue.

Mr. Chairman, | want to be clear: Even
though | support this bill | have serious con-
cerns about U.S. Policy in Iraqg and Afghani-
stan. This bill cannot be a blank check. Our
policies are in serious trouble in both coun-
tries. The Bush Administration must, | believe,
change course if we are to have any hope of
brining security, stability and representative
government to the region.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman,
| rise in support of H.R. 4200, “The National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2005”.

| would like to start off by commending
Chairman DUNCAN HUNTER and the entire
Committee on Armed Services for all of the
hard work on this legislation. A bill of this
magnitude requires an enormous bi-partisan
effort. The result here is legislation that will
provide the resources necessary for U.S. mili-
tary forces to protect and defend this country
both at home and abroad.

| am concerned, however, with several pro-
visions in this bill affecting the acquisition sys-
tem. The first provisions interfere with the De-
partment of Defense’s competitive sourcing
program. The second group of provisions rep-
resent an ill-considered attempt to protect do-
mestic jobs. We can all agree that the Federal
government should do as much as it can to
support jobs in America. However, tacking on
onerous provisions to the acquisition system
to protect a handful of jobs is not the right ap-
proach. It costs money—taxpayers’ money.
The acquisition system’s purpose is to procure
the best value goods and services with tax-
payers’ dollars, not to protect jobs. Most im-
portant, we have learned time and time again
that provisions restricting our ability to tap the
resources of the global market in the name of
saving jobs result in retaliation from our trad-
ing partners, costing us more jobs in the long
run.

First, we have the provisions of the
Langevin amendment included in the Com-
mittee mark. These provisions, if enacted,
would require sweeping changes to the Ad-
ministration’s critical competitive sourcing pro-
gram and hamstring the Defense Depart-
ment’s ability to manage its programs and
workforce.

Our economy is based on a free market
system where competition is essential to main-
taining vibrancy and productivity. Who can
argue with the idea that a little competition is
needed to spur efficiency in Government? The
problem is that, despite having considerable
input into the revised OMB Circular A-76 that
provides the procedural framework for the
competitive sourcing program, its opponents
have mounted an attack on competitive
sourcing. They equate “competitive sourcing”
with “outsourcing” or “privatization,” or at
least they say they do. But words matter, and
competitive sourcing is simply not the same as
outsourcing or privatization. Outsourcing as-
sumes up front that the private sector can per-
form activities better, cheaper, and/or faster
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than a government organization. Competitive
sourcing does not assume the private sector is
the preferred provider. Its purpose is not to
downsize the government workforce. It uses
competition to decide. Opponents argue that
competitive sourcing takes jobs away from
Federal employees. This is simply untrue. In
most cases, the Federal employees involved
in the competition either retain their jobs if the
agency team wins or are rehired if the private
sector wins. In fact, according to agency data
from a recent GAO report, in-house teams win
most of the competitions, retaining almost 76
percent of the positions competed. The key
point is, public-private competitions result in
substantial savings in the activity competed,
regardless of who wins the competition.

The Langevin language would cripple the
competitive sourcing program at the Depart-
ment of Defense. It would, for example, pre-
vent the Department from making reasoned
management decisions for the benefit of our
Armed Forces and the American taxpayer by
prohibiting the Defense Department from mak-
ing any reorganization of a function so that it
would be performed by 10 or fewer employees
unless it conducts a public/private competition.
Think about this: under this provision, the Sec-
retary of Defense is prohibited from paring his
office staff from 12 people to 9.

Further, the Langevin amendment unfairly
tilts public-private competitions toward the
Federal employees and introduces into private
businesses’ right to offer their employees a
total compensation package by prohibiting the
A-76 cost comparison from including any sav-
ings that could be attributable to a businesses’
use of a worker health plan that is different
than that provided to Federal government em-
ployees. This would establish a Federal man-
date to private industry and cripple the ability
of small businesses to participate in this pro-
gram. That, Mr. Chairman, is not good govern-
ment.

The Langevin provision also would require
the Department of Defense to establish a pilot
program to conduct an arbitrary number of
public/private competitions for new work and
work currently performed by contractors. This
would mandate that the Department expend
resources so that Federal workers can com-
pete with the private sector to perform new
commercial work. Don’t our Federal workers
have enough to do in fulfilling their current re-
sponsibilities? Interestingly, the requirements
would not extend to any work to be performed
by a contractor whose workers are rep-
resented by a private-sector labor union.

Finally, the Langevin amendment imposes a
mass of reporting and tracking requirements,
which in a number of cases duplicate require-
ments that are currently in chapter 146 of title
10. The only point of these is to gum up the
competitive sourcing program. A number of
these mandates would apply whenever a serv-
ice contract is awarded by the agency, wheth-
er or not as the result of a competitive
sourcing study. So not only are the Langevin
supporters interested in hamstringing the com-
petitive sourcing program but also in reversing
the recently passed reforms in service con-
tracting.

Secondly, section 811 of the bill, titled De-
fense Trade Reciprocity, would prohibit DoD
from purchasing any defense article or service
from any company in a country (including our
NATO allies, our coalition partners, and Israel)
that within one year does not have an offset
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policy toward U.S. companies that is com-
parable to U.S. offset policy. This provision is
ill advised, would severly limit the ability of the
Department of Defense to cooperate with our
allies and operate overseas, and would under-
cut the ability of our defense industry to com-
pete in selling to our allies.

Last fall, the Congress passed two provi-
sions dealing with offsets. In the extension of
the Defense Production Act, we asked the
Commerce Department to complete a study by
this August on the impact of offsets on the
supplier base and required the Administration
to discuss with our trading partners ways to
reduce the “adverse” impacts of offsets. Con-
gress is to receive periodic reports on how
such discussions are progressing.

In last years Defense Appropriations Act,
we required the Department of Defense to
prepare a report by March 1 on the impact of
offsets on the defense industrial base and
make any appropriate recommendations. We
ought to at least wait for the results of the ac-
tions we demanded of the Executive Branch
only a few months ago before taking pre-
mature actions on offsets.

In fact, while offsets distort international de-
fense trade, concern about the impact of off-
sets is overblown. The annual Commerce De-
partment review of offsets that is required by
a provision of the Defense Production Act con-
sistently concludes that defense sales that
have associated offset provisions produce ap-
proximately 30,000 U.S. jobs, and the offsets
reduce that figure by about 9,000 jobs, for a
net gain to the U.S. of 21,000 jobs. Any ac-
tions that jeopardized those sales could result
in a net loss of jobs and an erosion of the
U.S. defense industrial base.

The U.S. currently enjoys a trade balance in
defense exports of 6-1 in its favor with re-
spect to Europe and around 12—1 with respect
to the world. In a time when we worry about
ballooning trade deficits, the U.S. aerospace
industry delivers the largest export surplus of
any sector in the economy with over a $25 bil-
lion trade surplus in 2003. Policies that restrict
the ability of U.S. companies to continue mak-
ing such sales will hinder interoperability with
our allies, reduce U.S. jobs, and undercut the
supplier base.

The simple fact is that restrictive provisions
such as this are self-defeating, Cold War
anachronisms that cripple our participation in
the Global Market and jeopardize defense ex-
ports—one of the major sectors of our econ-
omy.

Finally, the Manzullo amendment, to be con-
sidered on the floor, would add the creation of
jobs in the U.S. as one of the instances that
the Secretary of Defense could use in a deter-
mination under 10 U.S.C. 2304(b)(1) to ex-
clude a source to establish or maintain alter-
native sources of supply. The 10 U.S.C.
2304(b)(1) is seldom used and it is discre-
tionary, but it could be used to justify a sole-
source contract award under the guise that it
created jobs.

Moreover, the amendment would add “the
creation of jobs” to the list of required evalua-
tion factors for all negotiated acquisitions
under 10 U.S.C. 2305(a)(3)(A). This would
mandate that the creation of jobs be a factor
in the selection of the winning offeror in a
competitive acquisition. The problem here is
that we would be requiring the consideration
of a factor that has nothing whatever to do
with the merits or cost of the proposal. Again
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we are burdening our acquisition system with
a requirement that is not related to the acqui-
sition of best value goods and services for the
government.

Additionally, | am concerned with Chairman
HUNTER’s amendment that adds money for the
Patriot missile and uses a $48 million cut to
the KEI program as one of the offsets. The
KEI program will play a crucial role in our Na-
tion’s security by providing enemy ballistic
missile defense. Any cut in funding will hinder
this program’s advances in the area of anti-
ballistic missiles.

| also want to offer my support to the Wamp
amendment, which makes improvements to
the Energy Employees Occupational lliness
Compensation Act. The amendment address-
es statutory problems that have created sig-
nificant bottlenecks for thousands of claims
being made under this important DOE pro-
gram.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, | want to again
commend Chairman HUNTER for this bill in its
entirety, despite my opposition to some of its
specifics.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
strong support for H.R. 4200, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for fiscal year 2005.

As a Member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, | wish to thank Chairman HUNTER and
Ranking Member SKELTON, as well as our
subcommittee chairmen and ranking members
for their tireless work in crafting this fine piece
of legislation.

These are not easy times for the Depart-
ment of Defense. The brave men and women
of the Army, Navy, Air Force and Marines are
serving us proudly around the globe. They are
daily putting their lives on the line to defend
the liberties we take for granted. In the last 2
years these men and women have overthrown
two terrorist regimes and liberated over 50 mil-
lion people in Afghanistan and Iraq.

The least we can do for our troops is pro-
vide good wages, adequate armor and ammu-
nition, and new aircraft, ships and fighting ve-
hicles. This legislation meets and exceeds
these goals. | am pleased that this bill will pro-
vide a 3.5 percent across-the-board pay raise,
eliminating out-of-pocket housing expenses
and increasing retention incentives and hazard
duty pay.

Hearing of inadequacies in body armor and
up-armored HMMWVs from family members of
soldiers in the field, | made force protection
my number one priority. Earlier this year | trav-
eled to Ohio to see first-hand the manufac-
turing process and capabilities of up-armored
HMMWVs.

| thank the chairman and ranking member
for fulfilling their commitment by providing
$704.7 million to increase and sustain produc-
tion of the vehicles at a rate of 450 per month.

| also applaud their forward vision in pro-
viding $358.2 million for add-on armor kits for
the Army’s truck fleet. The add-on armor pro-
vides critical protection against anti-personnel
projectiles and improvised explosive devices
(IEDs).

Earlier this year the 1109th AVCRAD, a
Connecticut National Guard aviation repair
unit, returned from a year deployment in Ku-
wait and Iraq. Conversations with the CO
made clear to me that the Blackhawk heli-
copters in theater are wearing out rapidly.

Therefore, | am pleased to see that many of
the funds originally authorized in the Coman-
che program have been redirected to the pro-
curement of much needed Blackhawk Heli-
copters. The eight helicopters added by the
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committee brings the grand total in the bill to
63. Our soldiers specifically asked for more
Blackhawks, a workhorse helicopter for our
Army and Navy, and this is now provided in
this bill.

For our sailors, this bill provides funding for
the next Virginia Class submarine. Virginia
Class will also be seeing critical research and
development funding for both payloads and
sensors and the critical Multi-Mission Modules.

Additionally, | am pleased that this legisla-
tion addresses the security needs of Naval
Submarine Base New London, in Groton, Con-
necticut, by providing $4.42 million for security
enhancements and upgrades to entry gates 3
and 5. These upgrades are necessary to pro-
tect the submariners stationed at Subase New
London, as well as protecting our investment
in the submarine fleet, including the new USS
Virginia that will soon call the Subase home.

Mr. Chairman, in December 2003, Time
magazine named their “Person of the Year”
as the American Soldier. This year's defense
authorization bill has been named “The Year
of the Troops.” We praise the men and
women of the Armed Forces for their service.
| am pleased to support a piece of legislation
that sends a clear message from this Con-
gress that we support their service and sac-
rifice.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman,
| rise today in support of H.R. 4200, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2005. I'd like to thank Chairman HUNTER,
Ranking Member SKELTON, and my Sub-
committee leaders Chairman WELDON and
Ranking Member ABERCROMBIE and Chairman
HEFLEY and Ranking Member ORTIZ for all
their hard work and efforts to put together a
great and bipartisan bill.

The bill we are taking up on the floor today
contains a number of very important provi-
sions beyond its routine function of providing
for the yearly defense budget.

Specifically, Section 304 includes language
that provides authority to the Secretary of De-
fense to reimburse a member of the Armed
Forces for the cost of protective body armor
purchased between September 11, 2001 and
December 31, 2003 by the member, or by an-
other person on behalf of the member, for use
by the member while deployed in connection
with Operation Noble Eagle, Operation Endur-
ing Freedom, or Operation Iragi Freedom if
the member was so deployed and was not
issued protective body armor before the mem-
ber became engaged in operations or situa-
tions described in 37USC310(a)(2), regarding
“Special pay: duty subject to hostile fire or im-
minent danger”.

This language is a direct result of both the
effort and sacrifice of my constituent Pene
Palifka of East Hartford, whose son, Bill, was
serving in the Army National Guard’s 248th
Engineer Company in Irag. On Monday night,
October 13, 2003, | held a public forum about
the FY04 Iraq supplemental appropriation re-
quest in my District where | first met Pene
Palifka and heard her story. When her son Bill
was deployed, he was deployed without the
Army’s new Interceptor body armor, because
as it had been reported and as | heard directly
from soldiers serving in Iraq when | visited
there in August 2003, there was a shortage of
roughly 40,000 of these vests at that time.

Out of concern for her son’s safety, she
came forward and provided the money herself,
about $1,100, to purchase body armor for her
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son. Many other families and soldiers have
had to do the same, and that is simply wrong.

Congress appropriated funding in the FY03
Emergency Wartime Supplemental that was
signed into law in April 2003 to procure and
distribute additional vests. But, as became evi-
dent by the time the Iraq Supplemental Appro-
priation bill was before Congress last October,
there were various manufacturing and pro-
curement issues preventing these vests from
making it to the front, and this shortage contin-
ued to exist through the early part of this year,
prompting many soldiers or their families to
take matters into their own hands.

While the Congress and the Department of
Defense have worked to address these short-
falls since then, this bill fulfills the govern-
ment’s responsibility to reimburse the people
who stepped in and spent money out of their
own pocket to equip the soldiers serving in the
Global War on Terrorism with equipment that
Congress intended the Department of Defense
to provide.

The next issue | would like to point out and
commend our Committee leaders for is work-
ing with all of us to find the resources to make
eliminating the so-called “widows tax” pos-
sible. This bill eliminates the social security
offset under the SBP by increasing the annu-
ities paid to survivors of military retirees who
are 62 or older from 35 percent of retired pay
to 55 percent by March 2008. The surviving
spouses of our military servicemen and
women deserve their full benefits.

Finally, this bill includes a 2-year BRAC
delay, an important pause at a time when we
must all reassess the priorities of the military
and its requirements to provide for the national
security of this country in a post 9/11 environ-
ment.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, |
proudly rise today in wholehearted support of
H.R. 4200, the National Defense Authorization
Act of 2005. This legislation fully restores the
Survivor Benefit Plan annuity to what was
promised America’s surviving spouses. | ap-
plaud my Armed Services Committee col-
leagues for bringing a quarter of a million mili-
tary widows and widowers one step closer to
seeing increases in their monthly checks next
year. This is a Defense Authorization measure
of which this body can be proud.

Since coming to Congress, | have been
working this issue of particular interest—res-
toration of the minimum Survivor Benefit Plan
basic annuity to fifty-five percent (55%) for
survivors age sixty-two (62) and older.

Under present law, surviving spouses are
subject to a reduction to thirty-five percent
(35%) as part of the initial SBP law enacted in
1972. But this critical piece of information
didn’t find its way into military retirement brief-
ings and SBP election forms until many years
later.

Here’'s a 1982 election form. Nowhere will
you find the offset mentioned. Survivors feel
betrayed by this bait and switch. And at 35
percent, SBP provides only a poverty-level-or
lower-annuity for most survivors, even those of
relatively senior officers.

For nearly three years, | have worked with
members of this Committee, my colleagues on
the Veterans Affairs Committee, and numer-
ous service organizations to introduce SBP
bills that will bring the needed equity. Both
bills | have introduced in this Congress have
received strong bipartisan support with over
three hundred (300) Members sponsoring one
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or both. | am proud that this Committee has
produced SBP reform that exceeds even my
greatest expectations. H.R. 4200 will fully
eliminate the so-called “Widow’s Tax” by April
1, 2008—in under five years.

Again, what we’re doing today exceeds all
expectations. It's what we set our sights upon
when | introduced H.R. 548. | thank Chairman
DUNCAN HUNTER and the first-rate Armed
Services Committee staff, who literally worked
around the clock to make this work.

Mr. Chairman, | urge this entire body to sup-
port these provisions we have worked tire-
lessly hard fought, and its victory is shared by
so many whose efforts have been tireless and
unrelenting. | thank my colleagues who have
stood by me to realize this victory.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chairman, the export con-
trol amendments in H.R. 4200 will limit Presi-
dential authority to effectively promote U.S.
national security and will hobble the U.S. infor-
mation technology industry by preventing it
from selling commodity commercial products
to our allies.

This bill requires an export license for all ex-
ports of goods and technologies on the Mili-
tary Critical Technologies List to all countries.

This legislation would roll back export con-
trols on computers below the levels imple-
mented five years ago—thus preventing our
technology industry from exporting computing
products that are a few generations old.

This amendment is so broad that it would
immediately require export licenses for exports
of things such as laptop and desktop com-
puters, which can’t possibly serve any national
security interest.

By passing this amendment, we are imme-
diately cutting off American manufacturers
from customers around the world, including
key export markets such as Canada, Mexico,
Europe, and Asia.

The amendment is so arbitrary, and the list
so outdated, that it bears no rational relation
to U.S. national security, and threatens to de-
rail America’s economic recovery.

Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues to pro-
tect our critical technology industry and vote
against H.R. 4200.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 4200, the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005.

This legislation supports our troops with
$422 billion for national defense and an addi-
tional $25 billion for operations in Irag. Fund-
ing for national missile defense and combat
capability would increase. Special emphasis
on protective equipment such as body armor
and heavily-armored Humvees would also
help our soldiers return safely to their families.

We must care for our soldiers’ families here
at home. | am proud to support the well-
earned 3.5 percent pay raise and boost in
hardship pay from $300 to $750. As a co-chair
of the House Impact Aid Coalition, | also com-
mend Chairman Hunter for including $50 mil-
lion for the education of military children. This
would send an additional $20 million to school
districts across the country that serve military
families. | thank the Chairman for his hard
work and strong support of this critical funding.

While | appreciate the emphasis the Air
Force has placed on quality of life improve-
ments, | am deeply concerned that mission
readiness be funded at adequate levels to
support our troops. For example, Offutt Air
Force Base in Nebraska has a mission critical
runway repair requiring urgent attention. The
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safety of airmen flying in and out of Offutt de-
pends upon the condition of this runway,
which the Air Force has labeled a critical safe-
ty hazard.

Although the repair is the top priority of the
Air Combat Command that oversees 38 major
installations, the Pentagon has given funding
priority to dormitories and fitness centers. |
thank Chairman Hunter for at least funding de-
sign of the needed runway, and urge him to
reexamine the Air Force’s priorities in con-
ference. We must ensure mission critical re-
pairs are completed for the safety of our air-
men. Military bases that consistently and effi-
ciently perform should also be rewarded for
their success.

The War on Terror has been costly in both
blood and treasure. More than 750 American
soldiers have given the ultimate sacrifice of
their lives. Our troops who patrol the streets of
Irag, scour the towns and mountains of Af-
ghanistan, and root out terrorist cells world-
wide, know the price of freedom. Their service
to protect our nation honors their fallen com-
rades and dignifies the United States, and
should not be demeaned by the cowardly ac-
tions of soldiers in the Abu Ghraib prison.

Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting H.R. 4200 to aid our valiant
troops.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, | rise
today to express my strong support for the
passage of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2005. This legislation will
continue to ensure that our military services
are provided with the personnel, equipment
and capabilities that they need to protect our
national security.

Section 815 of the pending National De-
fense Authorization Act will ensure that Amer-
ican freight-forwarding companies in Lou-
isiana, Texas, California, Tennessee and other
states are properly utilized in the efforts by the
United States to provide cargo shipments for
military operations, humanitarian relief aid, or
postwar reconstruction in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. American freight forwarders should be
used to the greatest extent possible to proc-
ess, dispatch or otherwise handle government-
sponsored cargoes for shipment overseas.

The Congress continues to see to it that
American companies and their hard-working
labor force benefit from the procurement of
goods and services by the United States gov-
ernment. Specifically, the Congress has re-
quired that the American work force be pro-
vided with a fair opportunity to compete for
federal government contracts. Similarly, cargo
preference laws ensure that government-gen-
erated cargoes are shipped aboard United
States-flag vessels. However, no such protec-
tions exist for American freight forwarders. As
a result, significant government shipments of
cargoes for military operations, international
assistance and other purposes are handled
today by foreign-owned and controlled freight
forwarders without any consideration for the
use of American companies to provide freight
forwarding services.

Mr. Chairman, the legislation before us will
provide appropriate protections for American
freight forwarding companies and U.S. govern-
ment-sponsored cargoes. The bill establishes
a preference for the participation of U.S.
freight forwarding companies as prime or sub-
contractors in the shipment of government-
sponsored cargoes, provided that the freight
forwarding services are offered at fair and rea-
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sonable rates. Furthermore, this initiative will
further protect the chain-of-custody of critical
and sensitive project and other U.S. govern-
ment-sponsored cargoes destined for Irag and
Afghanistan.

Mr. Chairman, | thank Chairman HUNTER,
Congressman SKELTON and other members of
the House Armed Services Committee for their
support in this matter, and | look forward to
working with them on the passage of this vital
legislation.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong opposition to the FY 2005 Defense Au-
thorization bill. The bill continues to fund an in-
effective and wasteful defense strategy based
on the Cold War. The bill authorizes $422.2
billion for the Department of Defense and the
nuclear weapons activities of the Department
of Energy. However, the 2001 Defense Au-
thorization bill was $310 billion, revealing that
we have increased nominal defense spending
36 percent in just four short years.

The FY 2005 bill also authorizes $25 billion
for combat operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.
This increases the total funding to $447.2 bil-
lion. The running total for emergency
supplementals has now reached $191 billion
for the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Unfortu-
nately the Republican led Congress continues
to refuse its Constitutional role of oversight.

The bill funds several weapons systems as
well as a war in Irag that will provide little ad-
ditional security for Americans. For example,
the Ballistic Missile Defense is slated to re-
ceive $9 billion for a system that does not
work, but will be implemented this year as an
election year boost for the President.

The F/A-22 “Raptor” Fighter is a cold war
fighter plane without an enemy to fight. Yet,
the bill will spend $4.5 billion to purchase 24
aircraft. The bill authorizes the purchase of 11
V-22 “Osprey” Tilt rotor for $1.6 billion, yet
the plane is terribly unsafe. The bill also au-
thorizes more research dollars for the DD(X)
Destroyer, wasting $1.2 billion on a boat the
Navy does not need. | also object to the Boe-
ing airborne tankers lease/purchase program.
This is a classic example of corporate welfare.

| am greatly disappointed that the Repub-
licans have sought to block consideration of
two amendments | would have offered. These
amendments would have provided the House
of Representatives the opportunity to help
bring resolution to the ongoing crisis in Iraq.

My first amendment would require that the
President develop criteria for troop withdrawal
from Iraq.

The war that we are fighting in Iraq at this
time is an unconventional war. We have al-
ready deposed the leader of the country, and
now we now fight both an unknown enemy
and a new enemy that was not there before
we invaded. There is no exit strategy and
every six months or so the American people
are faced with a new bill. The leaders of our
country have given them no indication that
they even know how to get out of Irag, much
less an idea of when their sons and daughters
will come home.

The amendment that | would have offered
today would require the Administration to pro-
vide Congress with a list of criteria for the
withdrawal of combat troops in Iraq.

This amendment is useful because it pro-
vides America and the world with the answers
to the question: What are we still doing in Iraq
and what must happen so that we can leave?

These questions are simple and they are
necessary.
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After all, what are the goals that this Admin-
istration hopes to achieve before the with-
drawal of troops can commence?

At the very beginning of the war, the ulti-
mate goal was to disarm Iraq from weapons of
mass destruction. But there weren’t any weap-
ons of mass destruction in Iraq, and our
troops are still there.

At another point, the goal was to remove
Saddam Hussein from power. Well, that's
been done too, and our troops are still there.

So now what? What are the next criteria?

Will troops come home after we've estab-
lished the largest embassy in the world inside
Irag? Or will they come home after the oil
starts flowing in to the right pockets? Or will it
be when the defense contractors get billion
more of American taxpayer dollars? Or when
there are permanent military bases in Iraq so
that we can extend an American empire to the
Middle East?

Or is it when we’ve brought “democracy” to
the people of Iraq? But what constitutes a de-
mocracy? An interim government was set up
and a constitution was drafted, but we’re still
there. Will we pull out after an election, or two
elections, or three? What happens if the Iraqgis
elect a leader that we don'’t like? Will we stay
inside until the person of our choosing is run-
ning the country?

Is the criterion for leaving Iraq complete
“pacification”, in that we won’t leave Iraq until
all the fighting has stopped and the country is
secure? What will that mean? Will it mean a
slow down to one attack per day or week or
month?

My amendment is a modest amendment be-
cause it requires the Administration to think
about all these questions and then tell the
American people what exactly it will take to
bring the troops home.

And we should all want the answers to
these questions. | know that my constituents
elected me to ask these questions. After all,
it's their money that we’re committing.

My feelings about the war are known here.
| have been against the war and the occupa-
tion. But since it appears as if the Administra-
tion does not care to volunteer the details of
their objectives in Irag, we should then ask
them.

My second amendment would offer a sense
of Congress that would disavow any intention
for permanent United States military presence
in Irag. As we all know, many people across
the globe have accused the United States of
imperial thoughts and actions. To ensure the
global community we have no such notions;
we must publicly declare our intentions not to
establish permanent military bases.

A month after the United States began mili-
tary operations in Iraq, the New York Times
(April, 21, 2003) printed a story indicating that
the United States was considering the estab-
lishment of four permanent military installa-
tions in Iraq. The bases identified are the
Baghdad international airport; the Talil airbase
near Nasariyah; a base known as H-1 in the
western desert near Syria; and Bashur airfield
in the Kurdish region near the convergence of
the borders of Turkey, Iran and Irag. On the
very next day the Secretary of Defense denied
that the United States was seeking permanent
military installations in Iraq.

But, neoconservatives are openly talking
about the benefits of such permanent bases.

Given that the Turks had been truculent
about access by ground before Operation
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Iraqi Freedom, that the use of Saudi Arabia
has been a delicate matter for the past dec-
ade, and that Iraq is ideally situated for op-
erations throughout the region, there is a
compelling case for siting U.S. bases in Iraq.
(There’s No Place Like Iraq ... For U.S.
military bases. Tom Donnelly Weekly Stand-
ard 05/05/2003)

More recently in the Inter Press Service
News Agency:

But Qatar and even Kuwait, which has
acted as a de facto military base for Wash-
ington since 1990, could not substitute for
the kind of strategic depth and flexibility of-
fered by the four bases identified by the
Times as those to which the administration
wants permanent access. (Jim Lobe, Nov. 28,
2003)

| believe the Arab world would take great
comfort in hearing a declaration by the United
States to disavow permanent military bases in
Iraq. The United States must state without ex-
ception that it does not seek to maintain a
long-term military presence in Irag. Such a
declaration will reduce anti-American senti-
ment in the region and, | believe reduce the
attacks upon our troops.

So it is greatly unfortunate that the leader-
ship of the House has not seen fit to debate
these amendments.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, this Mem-
ber certainly is pleased that H.R. 4200 pro-
vides authorization for funding for a very im-
portant project in Nebraska’s 1st Congres-
sional District. The bill includes $614,000 for a
national guard and reserve center head-
quarters building at Lincoln Airbase, Nebraska.
This is the second year that this Member has
requested this funding for this necessary
project. This Member would like to thank the
distinguished Chairman of the House Armed
Services Committee (Mr. HUNTER), the distin-
guished Ranking Member (Mr. SKELTON), the
distinguished gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY) who serves as Chairman of the
Readiness Subcommittee, and the Ranking
Member, the distinguished gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) for their assistance in this
important matter.

These funds will be used to complete the
design process associated with the construc-
tion of a new headquarters and emergency
operating center for the Nebraska Army Na-
tional Guard. The existing headquarters facility
must be relocated due to the new Antelope
Valley highway/flood control infrastructure
project in the City of Lincoln, Nebraska.

While this project was included in the De-
partment of Defense’s (DoD) FY2009 Future
Year Defense Plan (FYDP), it needs to be ac-
celerated due to the unanticipatedly expedi-
tious progress on the Antelope Valley Freeway
and Flood Control project which will very soon
necessitate the abandonment of the current
headquarters. It appears that the National
Guard Bureau agrees since initial design fund-
ing was allocated last year from existing
funds, even though it was not authorized or
appropriated.

The new facility will house the Joint Forces
Headquarters, the Army National Guard Emer-
gency Operating Center, the 24th Medical
Company, the 105th Personnel Service De-
tachment, the Nebraska State Patrol dispatch
and communications systems and the Ne-
braska Emergency Management Agency.
Building a multipurpose facility on an existing
military installation increases security for all of
the components. Furthermore, housing several
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Federal, state and local agencies in one facil-
ity allows the Department of Defense to save
scarce military construction funds. Also, bring-
ing those various components within close
proximity would facilitate better coordination
among the agencies on issues of national and
homeland security. Indeed, it is critically im-
portant to enhance these relationships in the
current post-September 11th environment. The
authorization included in H.R. 4200 will allow
this important project to move forward.

In addition, this Member is pleased that
$497,000 in design funds is authorized in H.R.
4200 for a critically important runway repair at
Offutt Air Force Base which is immediately
contiguous to the 1st Congressional District of
Nebraska. This repair project has been cham-
pioned by the distinguished gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. TERRY), who represents Offutt,
with this Member, and the two U.S. Senators
from Nebraska.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, this Member urges
his colleagues to support H.R. 4200.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
CAMP). All time for general debate has
expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill is considered
as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment and is considered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 4200

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 .
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into
three divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-
izations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; findings.
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table
of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Army.

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.
Sec. 103. Air Force.

Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.

Subtitle B—Program Matters

111. Multiyear procurement authority for
the light-weight 155-millimeter
howitzer program.

112. DDG-51 modernization program.

113. Repeal of authority for pilot program
for flexible funding of cruiser con-
versions and overhauls.

114. Force protection for asymmetric threat
environment.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

H3281

Sec. 115. Allocation of equipment authorized by
this title to be made on basis of
units deployed or preparing to de-
ploy.

Sec. 116. Multiyear procurement authority for
KC-767 tanker aircraft acquisition
program.

Sec. 117. Other matters relating to KC-767 tank-
er aircraft acquisition program.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for defense science and tech-
nology.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

211. Future Combat Systems program strat-

egy.

212. Collaborative program for research
and development of vacuum elec-
tronics technologies.

Annual Comptroller General report on
Joint Strike Fighter program.
Amounts for United States Joint
Forces Command to be derived
only from Defense-wide amounts.

Authority of Director of Defense Re-
search and Engineering to award
prizes for advanced technology
achievements.

Space Based Radar.

Mark-54 Torpedo Product Improve-
ment Program.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense
Fielding of ballistic missile defense ca-
pabilities.
TITLE ITI—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and Maintenance funding.

Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Other Department of Defense pro-
grams.

304. Reimbursement of members of the
Armed Forces who purchased pro-
tective body armor during short-
age of defense stocks of body
armor.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

216.
217.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 221.

Sec.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions

Sec. 311. Report regarding encroachment issues
affecting Utah Test and Training
Range, Utah.

Subtitle C—Workplace and Depot Issues

Sec. 321. Simplification of annual reporting re-
quirements concerning funds ex-
pended for depot maintenance
and repair workloads.

Repeal of annual reporting require-
ment concerning management of
depot employees.

Public-private competition for work
performed by civilian employees of
Department of Defense.

Public-private competition pilot pro-
gram.

Sense of Congress on equitable legal
standing for civilian employees.

Competitive sourcing reporting
quirement.

Subtitle D—Information Technology

331. Preparation of Department of Defense
plan for transition to Internet
Protocol version 6.

332. Defense business enterprise architec-
ture, system accountability, and
conditions for obligation of funds
for defense business system mod-
ernization.

333. Establishment of joint program office
to improve interoperability of bat-
tlefield management command
and control systems.

Sec. 322.

Sec. 323.

Sec. 324.

Sec. 325.

Sec. 326. re-

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle E—Readiness Reporting
Requirements

Annual report on Department of De-
fense operation and financial sup-
port for military museums.

Report on Department of Defense pro-
grams for prepositioning of mate-
rial and equipment.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Extension of Arsenal Support Program
Initiative.

Limitation on preparation or imple-
mentation of Mid-Range Finan-
cial Improvement Plan.

Procurement of follow-on contracts for
the operation of five Champion-
class T-5 tank vessels.

Sense of Congress on America’s Na-
tional World War I Museum.

IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Revision in permanent active duty end
strength minimum levels.

Mazximum number of reserve personnel
authoriced to be on active duty
for operational support.

Accounting and management of re-
serve component personnel per-
forming active duty or full-time
National Guard duty for oper-
ational support.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.
End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the reserves.
End strengths for military technicians

(dual status).
Fiscal year 2005 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.

Subtitle C—Authorizations of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.
Sec. 422. Armed Forces Retirement Home.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—General and Flag Officer Matters

Sec. 501. Length of service for service chiefs.

Sec. 502. Repeal of requirement that Deputy
Chiefs and Assistant Chiefs of
Naval Operations be selected from
officers in the line of the Navy.

Increase in age limit for deferral of
mandatory retirement for up to 10
senior general and flag officers.

Increased flexibility for voluntary re-
tirement for military officers.

Repeal of requirement that mo more
than 50 percent of active duty
general and flag officers be in
grades above brigadier general
and rear admiral (lower half).

Revision to terms for assistants to the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff for National Guard and Re-
serve matters.

Succession for position of Chief, Na-
tional Guard Bureau.

Title of Vice Chief of the National
Guard Bureau changed to Direc-
tor of the Joint Staff of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau.

Two-year extension of authority to
waive requirement that Reserve
chiefs and National Guard Direc-
tors have significant joint duty
experience.

Sec. 510. Repeal of distribution requirements for

Naval Reserve flag officers.
Subtitle B—Other Officer Personnel Policy
Matters

Sec. 511. Transition of active-duty list officer

force to all regular status.

Sec. 512. Mandatory retention on active duty to

qualify for retirement pay.

Sec. 341.

Sec. 342.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.

353.

Sec.

Sec. 354.

TITLE

Sec.
Sec.

401.
402.

Sec. 403.

Sec. 404.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 413.

Sec. 414.

Sec. 503.

Sec. 504.

Sec. 505.

Sec. 506.

Sec. 507.
Sec. 508.

Sec. 509.

Sec. 513. Distribution in grade of Marine Corps
Reserve officers in an active sta-
tus in grades below brigadier gen-
eral

Sec. 514. Tuition assistance for officers.

Subtitle C—Reserve Component Matters

Sec. 521. Revision to statutory purpose of the

reserve components.

522. Improved access to reserve component
members for enhanced training.

Status under disability retirement sys-
tem for reserve members released
from active duty due to inability
to perform within 30 days of call
to active duty.

Federal civil service military leave for
Reserve and National Guard civil-
ian technicians.

Expanded educational assistance au-
thority for officers commissioned
through ROTC program at mili-
tary junior colleges.

Effect of appointment or commission
as officer on eligibility for Se-
lected Reserve education loan re-
payment program for enlisted
members.

Number of Starbase academies in a
State.

Comptroller General assessment of in-
tegration of active and reserve
components of the Navy.

Operational activities conducted by
the National Guard under author-
ity of title 32.

530. Army program for assignment of active

component advisers to units of the
Selected Reserve.

Subtitle D—Joint Officer Management

Sec. 531. Strategic plan to link joint officer de-
velopment to overall missions and
goals of Department of Defense.

Sec. 532. Joint requirements for promotion to
flag or general officer grade.

Sec. 533. Clarification of tours of duty quali-
fying as a joint duty assignment.

Sec. 534. Reserve joint special officer qualifica-
tion requirements.

Subtitle E—Professional Military Education

Sec. 541. Improvement to professional military
education in the Department of
Defense.

Sec. 542. Ribbons to recognize completion of
joint professional military edu-
cation.

Sec. 543. Increase in mumber of private-sector
civilians who may be enrolled for
instruction at National Defense
University.

Sec. 544. Requirement for completion of Phase I
joint professional military edu-
cation before promotion to colonel
or Navy captain.

Subtitle F—Other Education and Training
Matters

College First delayed enlistment pro-
gram.

Standardization of authority to confer
degrees on graduates of Commu-
nity College of the Air Force with
authority for other schools of Air
University.

Change in titles of heads of the Naval
Postgraduate School.

Increase from two years to three years
in period for which educational
leave of absence may be author-
ized.

Correction to disparate treatment of
disabilities sustained during ac-
cession training.

Prayer at military service academy ac-
tivities.

Revision to conditions on service of of-
ficers as service academy super-
intendents.

Sec.

Sec. 523.

Sec. 524.

Sec. 525.

Sec. 526.

Sec. 527.

Sec. 528.

Sec. 529.

Sec.

Sec. 551.

Sec. 552.

Sec. 553.

Sec. 554.

Sec. 555.

Sec. 556.

Sec. 557.
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Sec. 558. Codification of prohibition on imposi-

tion of certain charges and fees at
the service academies.

Sec. 559. Qualifications of the dean of the fac-

ulty of United States Air Force
Academy.

Subtitle G—Medals and Decorations and

Special Promotions and Appointments

Sec. 561. Separate military campaign medals to

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

562.

563.

564.

recognize service in Operation En-
during Freedom and service in
Operation Iraqi Freedom.

Eligibility of all uniformed services
personnel for National Defense
Service Medal.

Authority to appoint Brigadier Gen-
eral Charles E. Yeager, United
States Air Force (retired), to the
grade of major general on the re-
tired list.

Posthumous commission of William
Mitchell in the grade of major
general in the Army.

Subtitle H—Military Justice Matters

571.

572.

573.

Review on how sexual offenses are
covered by Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice.

Service time not lost when confined in
connection with trial if confine-
ment excused as unavoidable.

Clarification of authority of military
legal assistance counsel to provide
military legal assistance without
regard to licensing requirements.

Subtitle I—Administrative and Management

Matters

Sec. 581. Three-year extension of limitation on

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

582.

583.

584.

585.

586.

587.

588.

589.
590.

591.

592.

593.

reductions of personnel of agen-
cies responsible for review and
correction of military records.

Staffing and funding for Defense Pris-
oner of War/Missing Personnel of-
fice (DPMO).

Permanent ID cards for retiree de-
pendents age 70 and older.

Authority to provide civilian clothing
to members traveling in connec-
tion with medical evacuation.

Authority to accept donation of fre-
quent traveler miles, credits, and
tickets to facilitate rest and recu-
peration travel of deployed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and
their families.

Limitation on amendment or cancella-
tion of Department of Defense di-
rective relating to reasonable ac-
cess to military installations for
certain personal commercial solici-
tation.

Annual identification of reasons for
discharges from the Armed Forces
during preceding fiscal year.

Authority for Federal recognition of
National Guard commissioned of-
ficers appointed from  former
Coast Guard personnel.

Study of blended wing concept for the
Air Force.

Continuation of impact aid assistance
on behalf of dependents of certain
members despite change in status
of member.

Subtitle J—Other Matters

Employment preferences for spouses of
certain Department of Defense ci-
vilian employees subject to reloca-
tion agreements.

Repeal of requirement to conduct elec-
tronic voting demonstration
project for the Federal election to
be held in November 2004.

Examination of serual assault in the
Armed Forces by the defense task
force established to examine sex-
ual harassment and violence at
the military service academies.
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Sec. 594. Renewal of pilot program for treating
GED and home school diploma re-
cipients as high school graduates
for determinations of -eligibility
for enlistment.

Sec. 595. Assistance to local educational agen-
cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.

Sec. 596. Senior Reserve Officer Training Corps
and recruiter access at institu-
tions of higher education.

Sec. 597. Reports on transformation milestones.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year
2005.

Authority to provide family separation
basic allowance for housing.

Geographic basis for basic allowance
for housing during short changes
of station for professional military
education or training.

Immediate Ilump-sum reimbursement
for unusual mnonrecurring ezx-
penses incurred by members serv-
ing outside continental United
States.

Income replacement payments for Re-
serves experiencing extended and
frequent mobilication for active
duty service.

Authority for certain members de-
ployed in combat zones to receive
limited advances on their future
basic pay.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and

Incentive Pays

611. One-year extension of bonus and spe-

cial pay authorities.

612. Reduction in required service commit-
ment to receive accession bonus
for registered nurses.

Increase in maximum monthly rate au-
thorized for hardship duty pay.

Termination of assignment incentive
pay for members placed on ter-
minal leave.

Consolidation of reenlistment and en-
listment bonus authorities for reg-
ular and reserve components.

Revision of authority to provide for-
eign language proficiency pay.

Eligibility of reserve component mem-
bers for critical skills retention
bonus and expansion of authority
to provide bonus.

Eligibility of mew reserve component
officers for accession or affiliation
bonus for officers in critical skills.

Eligibility of reserve component mem-
bers for incentive bonus for con-
version to military occupational
specialty to ease personnel short-
age.

Sec. 620. Availability of hazardous duty incen-

tive pay for military firefighters.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation

Allowances

Sec. 631. Expansion of travel and transpor-
tation allowances to assist sur-
vivors of a deceased member to at-
tend burial ceremony of the mem-
ber.

Sec. 632. Transportation of family members in-
cident to the serious illness or in-
Jjury of members of the uniformed
services.

Sec. 633. Reimbursement of members for certain
lodging costs incurred in connec-
tion with student dependent trav-
el.

Sec.
Sec. 602.

Sec. 603.

Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.

Sec. 615.

Sec. 616.

Sec. 617.

Sec. 618.

Sec. 619.
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Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits

Sec. 641. Computation of benefits under Sur-
vivor Benefit Plan for surviving
spouses over age 62.

Sec. 642. Open enrollment period for Survivor
Benefit Plan commencing October
1, 2005.

Sec. 643. Source of funds for Survivor Benefit
Plan annuities for Department of
Defense beneficiaries over age 62.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Nonappropri-
ated Fund Instrumentality Benefits

Sec. 651. Consolidation and reorganization of
legislative provisions regarding
defense commissary system and
exchanges and other morale, wel-
fare, and recreation activities.

Consistent State treatment of Depart-
ment of Defense Nonappropriated
Fund Health Benefits Program.

Cooperation and assistance for quali-
fied scouting organizations serv-
ing dependents of members of the
Armed Forces and civilian em-
ployees overseas.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Repeal of requirement that members
entitled to basic allowance for
subsistence pay subsistence
charges while hospitalized.

Clarification of education loans quali-
fying for education loan repay-
ment program for reserve compo-
nent health professions officers.

Survey and analysis of effect of ex-
tended and frequent mobilization
of Reservists for active duty serv-
ice on Reservist income.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Enhanced Benefits for Reserves

Sec. 701. Demonstration project for TRICARE
coverage for Ready Reserve mem-
bers.

Comptroller General report on the cost
and feasibility of providing pri-
vate health insurance stipends for
members of the Ready Reserves.

Improvement of medical services for
activated members of the Ready
Reserve and their families.

Modification of waiver of certain
deductibles under TRICARE pro-
gram.

Authority for payment by United
States of additional amounts
billed by health care providers to
activated Reserve members.

Sec. 706. Extension of transitional health care

benefits after separation from ac-
tive duty.

Subtitle B—Other Benefits Improvements

Sec. 711. Coverage of certain young children

under TRICARE dental program.

Sec. 712. Comptroller General report on provi-
sion of health and support serv-
ices for exceptional family member
program enrollees.

Ezxceptional eligibility for TRICARE
prime remote.

Transition to home health care benefit
under sub-acute care program.
Requirement relating to prescription
drug benefits for medicare-eligible
enrollees under defense health

care plans.

Professional accreditation of military
dentists.

Addition of certain unremarried
former spouses to persons eligible
for dental insurance plan of retir-
ees of the uniformed services.

Waiver of collection of payments due
from certain persons unaware of
loss of CHAMPUS eligibility.

Sec. 652.

Sec. 653.

Sec. 661.

Sec. 662.

Sec. 663.

Sec. 702.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

Sec. 705.

Sec. 713.

Sec. 714.

Sec. 715.

Sec. 716.
717.

Sec.

Sec. 718.
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Subtitle C—Planning, Programming, and
Management

Sec. 721. Pilot program for transformation of
health care delivery.

Sec. 722. Study of provision of travel reimburse-
ment to hospitals for certain mili-
tary disability retirees.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Amendments to General Con-
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi-
tations

Sec. 801. Rapid acquisition authority to respond
to combat emergencies.

Defense acquisition
changes.

Limitation on task and delivery order
contracts.

Funding for contract cancellation ceil-
ings for certain multiyear pro-
curement contracts.

Increased threshold for requiring con-
tractors to provide specified em-
ployee information to cooperative
agreement holders.

Extension of authority for use of sim-
plified acquisition procedures.
Authority to adjust acquisition-related
dollar thresholds for inflation.

Subtitle B—United States Defense Industrial
Base Provisions

Defense trade reciprocity.

Amendments to domestic source re-
quirements.

Three-year extension of restriction on
acquisition of polyacrylonitrile
(PAN) carbon fiber from foreign
sources.

Grant program for defense contractors
to implement strategies to avoid
outsourcing of jobs.

Preference for domestic freight for-
warding services.

Subtitle C—Other Acquisition Matters

821. Sustainment and modernization plans
for existing systems while replace-
ment systems are under develop-
ment.

822. Review and demonstration project re-
lating to contractor employees.

823. Defense acquisition workforce limita-
tion and reports.

824. Provision of information to Congress
to enhance transparency in con-
tracting.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
Sec. 901. Change in title of Secretary of the
Navy to Secretary of the Navy

and Marine Corps.

Sec. 902. Transfer of Center for the Study of

Chinese Military Affairs from Na-

tional Defense University to

United States-China  Economic

and Security Review Commission.

Sec. 802. workforce

Sec. 803.

Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

811.
812.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 813.

Sec. 814.

Sec. 815.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 903. Transfer to Secretary of the Army of
responsibility for Assembled
Chemical Weapons Alternatives
Program.

Sec. 904. Modification of obligated service re-
quirements under National Secu-
rity Education Program.

Sec. 905. Change of membership of certain
councils.

Sec. 906. Actions to prevent the abuse of detain-
ees.

Sec. 907. Responses to congressional inquiries.
TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority.

Sec. 1002. Budget justification documents for
operation and maintenance.

Sec. 1003. Retention of fees from intellectual

property licenses.
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Sec. 1004. Authority to waive claims of the
United States when amounts re-
coverable are less than costs of
collection.

Sec. 1005. Repeal of funding restrictions con-
cerning development of medical
countermeasures against biologi-
cal warfare threats.

Sec. 1006. Report on budgeting for exchange
rates for foreign currency fluctua-
tions.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1011. Authority for award of contracts for
ship dismantling on net-cost

basis.

Sec. 1012. Independent study to assess cost ef-
fectiveness of the Navy ship con-
struction program.

Sec. 1013. Authority to transfer specified former
naval vessels to certain foreign
countries.

Sec. 1014. Limitation on leasing of foreign-built
vessels.

Subtitle C—Sunken Military Craft

Sec. 1021. Preservation of title to sunken mili-
tary craft and associated con-
tents.

Sec. 1022. Prohibitions.

Sec. 1023. Permits.

Sec. 1024. Penalties.

Sec. 1025. Liability for damages.

Sec. 1026. Relationship to other laws.

Sec. 1027. Encouragement of agreements with
foreign countries.

Sec. 1028. Definitions.

Subtitle D—Counter-Drug Activities

Sec. 1031. Continuation of authority to use De-
partment of Defense funds for
unified counterdrug and
counterterrorism campaign in Co-
lombia.

Sec. 1032. Limitation on number of United
States military personnel in Co-
lombia.

Subtitle E—Reports

Sec. 1041. Study of continued requirement for
two-crew manning for ballistic
missile submarines.

Sec. 1042. Study of effect on defense industrial
base of elimination of United
States domestic firearms manufac-
turing base.

Sec. 1043. Study of extent and quality of train-
ing provided to members of the
Armed Services to prepare for
post-conflict operations.

Subtitle F—Security Matters
Sec. 1051. Use of National Driver Register for

personnel security investigations
and determinations.

Sec. 1052. Standards for disqualification from
eligibility for Department of De-
fense security clearance .

Subtitle G—Transportation-Related Matters

Sec. 1061. Use of military aircraft to transport
mail to and from overseas loca-
tions.

Sec. 1062. Reorganization and clarification of
certain provisions relating to con-
trol and supervision of transpor-
tation within the Department of
Defense.

Sec. 1063. Determination of whether private air
carriers are controlled by United
States citizens for purposes of eli-
gibility for Government contracts
for transportation of passengers
or supplies.

Sec. 1064. Evaluation of whether to prohibit
certain offers for transportation
of security-sensitive cargo.

Subtitle H—Other Matters

Sec. 1071. Two-year extension of authority of
the Secretary of Defense to en-
gage in commercial activities as
security for intelligence collection
activities abroad.
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Sec. 1072. Assistance for study of feasibility of
biennial international air trade
show in the United States and for
initial implementation.

1073. Technical and clerical amendments.

1074. Commission on the long-term imple-
mentation of the mnew strategic
posture of the United States.

1075. Liability protection for certain De-
partment of Defense volunteers
working in the maritime environ-
ment.

Sec. 1076. Transfer of historic F3A-1 Brewster

Corsair aircraft.
TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

Sec. 1101. Payment of Federal employee health
benefit premiums for mobilized
Federal employees.

Sec. 1102. Foreign language proficiency pay.

Sec. 1103. Pay parity for civilian intelligence
personnel.

Sec. 1104. Pay parity for senior executives in
nonappropriated fund instrumen-
talities.

Sec. 1105. Prohibition of unauthoriced wearing
or use of civilian medals or deco-
rations.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER
NATIONS

Subtitle A—Matters Relating to Iraq,
Afghanistan, and Global War on Terrorism

Sec. 1201. Documentation of conditions in Iraq
under former dictatorial govern-
ment as part of transition to post-
dictatorial government.

Support of military operations to
combat terrorism.

Commanders’ Emergency Response
Program.

Status of Iraqi security forces.

Guidance and report required on con-
tractors supporting deployed
forces in Iraq.

Findings and sense of Congress con-
cerning Army Specialist Joseph
Darby.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Assignment of allied naval personnel
to submarine safety programs.
Ezxpansion of entities of the People’s

Republic of China subject to cer-
tain presidential authorities when
operating in the United States.
Report by President on Global Peace
Operations Initiative.
Procurement sanctions against for-
eign persons that transfer certain
defense articles and services to the
People’s Republic of China.
TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs and funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Sec. 1303. Temporary authority to waive limita-
tion on funding for chemical
weapons destruction facility in
Russia.

TITLE XIV—EXPORT CONTROL AND
COUNTERPROLIFERATION MATTERS

Subtitle A—Export Controls

Sec. 1401. Definitions under Arms Export Con-
trol Act.

Sec. 1402. Exemption from licensing require-
ments for export of Ssignificant
military equipment.

Sec. 1403. Cooperative projects with friendly
foreign countries.

Sec. 1404. Licensing requirement for export of
militarily critical technologies.

Sec. 1405. Control of exports of United States
weapons technology to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1202.

Sec. 1203.

1204.
1205.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1206.

Sec. 1211.

Sec. 1212.
Sec. 1213.

Sec. 1214.
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Sec. 1406. Strengthening international

controls.
Subtitle B—Counterproliferation Matters

Sec. 1411. Defense international
counterproliferation programs.

Sec. 1412. Defense counterproliferation fellow-
ship program.

Subtitle C—Initiatives Relating to Countries
of Former Soviet Union

Sec. 1421. Silk Road initiative.

Sec. 1422. Teller-Kurchatov
fellowships.

Sec. 1423. Collaboration to reduce the risks of a
launch of Russian nuclear weap-
ons.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION FOR IN-
CREASED COSTS DUE TO OPERATION
IRAQI FREEDOM AND OPERATION EN-
DURING FREEDOM

Sec. 1501. Purpose.
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 1511. Army procurement.

Sec. 1512. Navy and Mavrine Corps procurement.

Sec. 1513. Air Force procurement.

Sec. 1514. Defense-wide activities procurement.

Sec. 1515. Operation and maintenance.

Sec. 1516. Defense health program.

Sec. 1517. Military personnel.

Sec. 1518. Treatment as additional authorica-
tions.

Transfer authority.

Designation of emergency authoriza-
tions.

Subtitle B—Personnel Provisions

1531. Three-year increase in active Army
strength levels.

1532. Three-year increase in active Marine
Corps strength levels.

1533. Extension of increased rates for immi-
nent danger pay and family sepa-
ration allowance.

Subtitle C—Financial Management Matters

Sec. 1541. Revised funding methodology for
military retiree health care bene-
fits.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Short title.
TITLE XXI—ARMY

Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization  of
Army.

Modification of authority to
out certain fiscal year
projects.

Modification of authority to
out certain fiscal year
project.

TITLE XXII—NAVY

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of
Navy.

TITLE XXIIT—AIR FORCE

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

2401. Authoriced Defense Agencies con-

struction and land acquisition
projects.

export

nonproliferation

1519.
1520.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2001.

Sec. 2101.

2102.
2103.

Sec.

Sec. military  family

Sec. 2104. appropriations,

Sec. 2105. carry

2004
2106.

Sec. carry

2003

Sec. 2201.

Sec.
Sec.

2202.
2203. military  family

Sec. 2204. appropriations,

Sec. 2301.

2302.
2303.

Sec.

Sec. military  family

Sec. 2304.

Sec.
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Sec. 2402. Improvements to

housing units.

Sec. 2403. Energy conservation projects.

Sec. 2404. Authorization of appropriations, De-

fense Agencies.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authoriced NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.

2502. Authorication of appropriations,
NATO.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE

FORCES FACILITIES

2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND

EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS

2701. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2002 projects.

2703. Extension and renewal of authoriza-
tions of certain fiscal year 2001
projects.

Sec. 2704. Effective date.

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes
Sec. 2801. Increase in certain thresholds for car-
rying out unspecified minor mili-

tary construction projects.

Sec. 2802. Assessment of vulnerability of mili-
tary installations to terrorist at-
tack and annual report on mili-
tary construction requirements re-
lated to antiterrorism and force
protection.

Change in threshold for congres-
sional notification regarding use
of operation and maintenance
funds for facility repair.

Reporting requirements regarding
military family housing require-
ments for general officers and flag
officers.

Congressional notification of devi-
ations from authorized cost vari-
ations for military construction
projects and military family hous-
ing projects.

Repeal of limitation on use of alter-
native authority for acquisition
and improvement of military fam-
ily housing.

Temporary authority to accelerate
design efforts for military con-
struction projects carried out
using design-build selection proce-
dures.

Exchange or sale of reserve compo-
nent facilities to acquire replace-
ment facilities.

One-year extension of temporary,
limited authority to use operation
and maintenance funds for con-
struction  projects outside the
United States.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities

military  family

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2803.

Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec. 2806.

Sec. 2807.

Sec. 2808.

Sec. 2809.

Administration
Sec. 2811. Increase in certain thresholds for re-
porting real property trans-
actions.

Sec. 2812. Reorganization of existing adminis-
trative provisions relating to real
property transactions.

Sec. 2813. Treatment of money rentals from golf
course at Rock Island Arsenal, Il-
linois.

Sec. 2814. Number of contracts authorized de-
partment-wide under demonstra-
tion program on reduction in
long-term  facility —maintenance
costs.
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Sec. 2815. Repeal of Commission on Review of
Overseas Military Facility Struc-
ture of the United States.

Sec. 2816. Designation of Airmen Leadership
School at Luke Air Force Base,
Arizona, in honor of John J.
Rhodes, a former minority leader
of the House of Representatives.

Sec. 2817. Elimination of reversionary interests
clouding United States title to
property used as Navy homeports.

Sec. 2818. Report on real property disposal at
Marine Corps Air Station, El
Toro, California.

Subtitle C—Base Closure and Realignment

Sec. 2821. Two-year postponement of 2005 base
closure and realignment round
and submission of reports regard-
ing future infrastructure require-
ments for the armed forces.

2822. Establishment of specific deadline for
submission of revisions to force-
structure plan and infrastructure
inventory for mnext base closure
round.

2823. Specification of final selection cri-
teria for mext base closure round.

2824. Requirement for unanimous vote of
Defense Base Closure and Re-
alignment Commission to add to
or otherwise expand closure and
realignment recommendations
made by Secretary of Defense.

2825. Adherence to certain authorities on
preservation of military depot ca-
pabilities during any subsequent
round of base closures and re-
alignments.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART [—ARMY CONVEYANCES

2831. Transfer of administrative jurisdic-
tion, Defense Supply Center, Co-
lumbus, Ohio.

2832. Land conveyance, Fort Hood, Texas.

2833. Land conveyance, Army National
Guard Facility, Seattle, Wash-
ington.

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES

2841. Transfer of jurisdiction, Nebraska
Avenue Naval Complex, District
of Columbia.

2842. Land conveyance, Navy property,
former Fort Sheridan, Illinois.

2843. Land exchange, Naval Air Station,
Patuxent River, Maryland.

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

Sec. 2851. Land exchange, Mazxwell Air Force
Base, Alabama.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.

Defense environmental management.

3103. Other defense activities.

3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Extension of authority for appoint-
ment of certain scientific, engi-
neering, and technical personnel.

Requirements for baseline of projects
under Facilities and Infrastruc-
ture Recapitalization Program.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

Transfers and reprogrammings of Na-
tional Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration funds.

National Academy of Sciences study
on management by Department of
Energy of high-level radioactive
waste.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3101.

Sec. 3102.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3112.

Sec. 3131.

Sec. 3132.
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3133. Contract to review Waste Isolation
Pilot Plant, New Mexico.
TITLE XXXIT—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE

3301. Authoriced uses of National Defense
Stockpile funds.

3302. Relazxation of quantity restrictions on
disposal of manganese ferro in
National Defense Stockpile.

3303. Revision of earlier authority to dis-
pose of certain materials in Na-
tional Defense Stockpile.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM

RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations for
Maritime Administration.

Sec. 3502. Extension of authority to provide war
risk insurance for merchant ma-
rine vessels.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’” has the meaning
given that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2005 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $2,805,941,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,414,321,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
31,739,695,000.

(4) For ammunition, $1,729,402,000.

(5) For other procurement, $4,313,640,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2005 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $8,912,667,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-
pedoes, $2,253,454,000.

(3) For ammunition, $870,840,000.

(4) For  shipbuilding and
$10,120,027,000.

(5) For other procurement, $4,876,725,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2005 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $1,315,103,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2005 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $13,649,174,000.

(2) For ammunition, $1,396,457,000.

(3) For missiles, $4,638,313,000.

(4) For other procurement, $13,229,257,000.
SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2005 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $2,950,702,000.

Subtitle B—Program Matters

SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR THE LIGHT-WEIGHT 155-MILLI-
METER HOWITZER PROGRAM.

The Secretary of the Army and the Secretary
of the Navy may, in accordance with section
2306b of title 10, United States Code, jointly
enter into a multiyear contract, beginning with
the fiscal year 2005 program year, for procure-
ment of the light-weight 155-millimeter howitzer.
SEC. 112. DDG-51 MODERNIZATION PROGRAM.

(a) ACCELERATION OF MODERNIZATION PRO-
GRAM.—The Secretary of the Navy shall accel-
erate the program for in-service modernizatio