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

——————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 14, 2005.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARK
FOLEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

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

————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

“O radiant Dayspring, Splendor of
eternal light, come and shine on those
who dwell in darkness and the shadow
of death.”

In today’s world, we try to evade win-
ter’s darkness by touching a switch.
Nevertheless, Lord, the modern world
knows a darkness of mind and spirit
that can match anything Stone or
Bronze Age ancestors felt.

Technology’s brilliance alone cannot
lift the veil of darkness. Far too many
of Your people, Lord, walk in the shad-
ow of death or press on in a life with-
out direction or meaning.

Come, Lord, and shed Your light
upon this Nation and its leaders. Dif-
fused within Your people, who are pre-
pared to live transparent lives, You can
remove the darkness of fear and anx-
iety with rays of hope, now and for-
ever. 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 Minnesota (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota 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.

———

THE FREEDOM PATH

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

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in less than 24
hours, the Iraqi people will elect a per-
manent parliament that will govern
their free nation for the next 4 years.
They will stand tall against tyranny
and watch democracy unfold before
their eyes. Mr. Speaker, I went to Iraq
for the first historical elections in Jan-
uary and saw firsthand the birth of de-
mocracy in this land far, far away.

We will not cut and run on freedom
and on Iraqg. Otherwise, the terrorists
will have won the day, and the Iraqi
hope for freedom will disappear into
the dismal abyss of lost causes. Free-
dom has a price. Our troops are paying
that sacrificial price for the Iraqi peo-
ple and world freedom. We will con-
tinue to support these sons and daugh-
ters of liberty. On the eve of the elec-
tions, we pay tribute to our freedom
fighters.

President Kennedy once said, ‘“The
cost of freedom is always high, but
Americans have always paid it, and one
path we shall never choose and that is
the path of surrender or submission.”

Mr. Speaker, we have chosen the
right path, the hard path, the freedom
path. We will persevere with the free-

dom-loving people of Iraq until the
journey down this path is successfully
completed. That’s just the way it is.

———

GENOCIDE IN DARFUR

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, as
we approach the last week of our work
this session, there are 2 million people
trapped in the unfolding nightmare in
Darfur; 500 people a day being killed as
we prepare for the holiday season.
Since we are going to be delaying the
work of the House until the end of Jan-
uary, this week is also the last chance
for us to act to at least keep the Afri-
can Union peacekeepers on the job;
7,300 people for an area the size of
Texas seems like a fragile reed with
which to stop the ongoing genocide in
Darfur.

The Defense Appropriations train
leaving the station could contain $50
million, which would be the smallest of
steps to halt what all of us here say we
condemn. We all ought to ask ourselves
what we are going to do about it this
week.

——————

CIADA—CELEBRATING 50 YEARS
OF EXCELLENCE

(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, I am honored today to salute
an organization that has ably served
the citizens of North and South Caro-
lina for 50 years. With approximately
2,600 members, the Carolinas Inde-
pendent Automobile Dealers Associa-
tion is the largest chapter within the
National Independent Dealers Associa-
tion in the country. Led by executive
director Jim Edwards, CIADA encour-
ages its members to abide by a pub-
lished code of ethics and to actively
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serve the best interests of their clients.
Their commitment to Carolina families
has earned this association a reputa-
tion of excellence.

The members of this association have
also been recognized as national lead-
ers of the automobile industry.
Throughout its history, four members
of the Carolina Association have served
as distinguished presidents of the Na-
tional Association, including Karen
Barbee of Concord, the current presi-
dent and first woman to lead this na-
tional organization.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th.

——————

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
BENEFITS

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, here is
a recap of the Medicare Prescription
Drug Benefit headlines and highlights:
$400 billion cost increases to $300 bil-
lion, and not one drug was dispensed.

The program failed to lower the cost
of prescription drugs. In fact, drug
prices continue to outprice inflation.

The Web site explaining the program
did not work and had the wrong infor-
mation.

When the government sent out the
wrong information on the program,
they sent seniors the wrong informa-
tion.

Just this morning, the New York
Times reported on delays in processing
applications for the new drug benefit.
Because of these delays, seniors may
not be getting the identification cards
they need in time for the January 1lst
start date, meaning they might not be
able to get their prescription drugs.

It is no wonder that President Bush
called the benefit program perplexing.
But what do you expect? This is the
same crowd that mangled the response
to Hurricane Katrina and bungled the
early stages of the war in Iraq by send-
ing too few troops without proper
equipment. It seems the Republican
Congress, with this President un-
checked, could mess up a one-car pa-
rade. Mr. Speaker, it is time for a
change and a new set of priorities.

——
IRAQI FREEDOM

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

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Speaker, today we
are on the eve of Iraq’s first election
for a 4-year government based on their
newly adopted constitution. We stand
with the Iraqi people as they choose
freedom and democracy over terrorism
and oppression. In less than 3 years,
they have gone from a brutal dictator-
ship to electing 275 representatives
based on province and population, who
will then select a prime minister, a
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presidency cabinet, and a cabinet of
ministers.

We congratulate the people of Iraq.
We stand beside them, and we thank
them for their courage, their bravery
and their vision. However, we must ac-
knowledge, as they do, that the path
will not be easy, but they are truly a
miracle in the journey they have un-
dertaken. We are proud of their
progress and hopeful for the future for
Iraq, the Middle East and the defeat of
terrorism around the world.

———

IRAQ HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH
9/11

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, 3,124 in-
nocent civilians died in the 9/11 attacks
at the World Trade Center, on the air-
liners and at the Pentagon; 2,151 U.S.
soldiers have been Kkilled in action;
15,881 U.S. soldiers have been wounded;
30,000 Iraqi civilian non-combatants,
according to the White House, have
been Kkilled in Iraq; 500,000 tons of
bombs have been dropped on Iraq by
just one U.S. air wing. That is equiva-
lent to 1 billion pounds of explosives, 2
million 500-pound bombs, nearly 400
pounds of explosives for every Iraqi
man, woman, and child. Zero is the
number of weapons of mass destruction
found in Iraq. Iraq had nothing to do
with 9/11.

————

VICTORIES IN IRAQ

(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,
today we are here on the eve of the
elections in Iraq, and it is a significant
victory within itself. We congratulate
our Iraqi friends on that victory.

Also, in Nashville, there is going to
be plenty of purple to be seen because
that is a voting site for Iraqis in Amer-
ica to gather and cast their vote. We
have to congratulate the Kurdish popu-
lation there on that victory.

I just returned from Memphis holding
town halls speaking to a Rotary club.
Our citizens understand this. This is a
significant step. They are talking to
our men and women from the 278th who
have returned, families of the 101st who
are currently deployed. They Kknow
progress is being made. The Army has
just surpassed its projections; 5,800 new
recruits have signed up because they
are committed. They understand the
vision. And to celebrate all of this
achievement, Moveon.org is taking pe-
titions to our district offices, calling
for immediate withdrawal. They just
do not understand the significance of
today. We celebrate the success of the
victories in Iraq.
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HONORING THE 113TH ENGINEER
BATTALION, INDIANA ARMY NA-
TIONAL GUARD

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pride that I rise today to
pay tribute to the 113th Engineer Bat-
talion of the Indiana National Guard
and welcome them home after 1 year of
serving our country heroically in Iraq.

Upon arrival, the 113th was nick-
named the ‘“‘Ironman Battalion’ be-
cause of their links to Northwest Indi-
ana’s steel industry. Throughout the
past year, these ironmen and -women
have shown a dedication and commit-
ment to their country that is truly as
strong as steel.

Today, Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
announce that soldiers of the 113th are
coming home, coming home to be with
their family and friends, coming home
to be with their wives, husbands, sons,
daughters, mothers and fathers.

The service of these men and women
has not been without sacrifice. Over 40
Purple Hearts have been awarded to
the 113th Battalion, each serving as a
reminder of the danger our soldiers
face every day.

Mr. Speaker, I welcome these sol-
diers home. I thank them for their
service and sacrifice to our Nation, and
I pledge that our support for them will
remain equal to the sacrifice they have
shown to our country.

———

SECURE OUR BORDERS

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

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, today
we will be taking up the PATRIOT Act,
the extension thereof, and it is impor-
tant that we do so. It is important for
the security of the country.

It is ironic in a way that, as we ad-
dress this issue and as we debate
whether or not we need this kind of in-
ternal security mechanism in order to
make Americans feel better about
themselves and in fact provide that se-
curity, there is some irony if the fact
that the perimeters, our borders, are as
porous as they are and as undefended
as they are.

Tomorrow we will take up a bill that
will hopefully begin to close those gaps
also and begin to defend that perim-
eter, for without it having a PATRIOT
Act is like putting a very expensive ap-
paratus in your home to determine
whether or not you have an invader in-
side the house while you are leaving
your front and back doors wide open.
That is the problem we have. Hope-
fully, it will be solved tomorrow with
the bill we have before us, the Sensen-
brenner bill, to begin the process of se-
curing our border and securing our fu-
ture.
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FEMA’S BROKEN PROMISES

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, it has been more than 100 days since
Hurricane Katrina devastated the gulf
coast region, destroying more than
300,000 homes, taking more than 1,300
lives. FEMA promised help, yet, more
than 100 days later, thousands of sur-
vivors are still living in tents and shel-
ters. More than 100 days later, prom-
ised trailers have not arrived. More
than 100 days later, a Federal judge has
had to force FEMA to extend its dead-
line.

FEMA is now opting out of 12-month
leases. What FEMA won’t do, Congress
can do. It is time for this Republican
Congress to work with Democrats and
enact legislation granting 1 year of
housing assistance. It is imperative
that this be done before we adjourn.
Human suffering continues. I am will-
ing to work with those to end this suf-
fering.

———
O 1015
ALITO NOMINATION

(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, as the con-
firmation process of Supreme Court
nominee Samuel Alito moves from the
back burner to center stage in the com-
ing days, we should not allow it to be-
come politicized by the left.

President Bush has nominated a ca-
pable and qualified individual to sit on
our highest Court. Judge Alito has
more judicial experience than any Su-
preme Court nominee in the last 70
years. He has a reputation as an even-
tempered, impartial, fair-minded judge
who believes in judicial restraint. The
Senate unanimously confirmed Judge
Alito to the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the 3rd Circuit in 1990.

Mr. Speaker, as this debate heats up,
people should not be fooled by the
mischaracterizations and personal at-
tacks that are sure to come from the
liberal left wing. Judge Alito is quali-
fied. He deserves an up-or-down vote in
the Senate.

———

REPUBLICAN PRESCRIPTION DRUG
PLAN IS CONFUSING

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

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, after this
week we will be adjourning, we are
told, for about 6 weeks or more in order
to accommodate the court schedule in
Texas. There are, therefore, some
things that we should get done this
week.

Many of us opposed the Republican
Medicare prescription drug bill because
we thought it was a mess. At least we
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want it to succeed as best it can for the
seniors, but it is so confusing that not
even the Bush administration is able to
get out the proper information to the
very seniors who must make a decision
about which plan to choose.

Seniors want help with their ever-in-
creasing prescription drug costs, but
they have voiced frustration and confu-
sion over the law that the Republicans
passed.

The administration has distributed
inaccurate and incomplete informa-
tion, and Republicans want to penalize
any senior who does not sign up for a
prescription drug plan by May 15.

Congress should not leave town with-
out giving the seniors at least an addi-
tional 6 months to help make a deci-
sion that they can live with, that can
give them at least some help with their
prescription drug costs.

———

IMPORTANCE OF SUPPORTING
METH PROVISIONS IN PATRIOT
ACT

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

Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, meth threatens lives, safety,
and health at great cost to all of us.
That is why the meth provisions in-
cluded in the PATRIOT Act reauthor-
ization are so important.

I am pleased this legislation contains
several significant provisions I au-
thored, including enhanced criminal
penalties originally a part of the anti-
meth SLAM Act I introduced with Rep-
resentative DARLENE HOOLEY. This bill
also contains a drug certification pro-
vision I authored to stop the flow of
meth from Mexico.

I thank Chairmen SENSENBRENNER
and SOUDER for their extraordinary
leadership in moving this bill to the
floor. I urge its swift passage. Doing so
will send a strong signal that Congress
is serious about fighting the scourge of
meth.

We must send a signal to the pushers
of this poison that they are not wel-
come in our communities. We must
send a signal to the law enforcement
officers who wake up every morning to
protect our families that we stand with
them in the fight against drugs and
will work to give them every tool they
need to be successful.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this important bill.

OPEC AND ENERGY DEPARTMENT
DELIVER MORE BAD NEWS

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

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, OPEC
and the U.S. Energy Department deliv-
ered another blow to financially
strained American consumers Monday
when they announced that high energy
prices are here to stay.

During a meeting in Kuwait, OPEC
members said they may cut production
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of oil, increasing prices here in the U.S.
At the same time, U.S. Federal energy
forecasters projected the current high
gas prices will last until at least 2014.
This news comes at a devastating time
for millions of families currently
struggling to pay mounting home heat-
ing costs.

The onset of bitterly cold winter
weather in New York City and across
this Nation means that many people
will have to make difficult sacrifices to
afford these added expenses; and yet,
Republican leaders in this body re-
cently passed legislation that provides
billions of dollars in financial assist-
ance to energy companies, while cut-
ting vital funds from LIHEAP, the low-
income home heating assistance pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, this is unconscionable.
We should be increasing the LIHEAP
funding and assistance and spreading
this to the needed families over this
holiday season.

——————

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR IRAQI
ELECTION

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

Mr. BASS. Mr. Speaker, today I com-
mend and congratulate the Iraqi people
on the occasion of the election which is
going to be held there tomorrow. This
election represents not only the suc-
cessful liberation of the Iraqi people
from decades of tyranny and oppression
but it also is a great leap forward in so-
lidifying democratic institutions in
Iraq.

Perhaps more than our Constitution,
our flag or our national anthem, it is
our elections that best display the en-
during success of our American democ-
racy. From the formation of political
parties and ideologies to spirited de-
bates on critical issues, it is the sym-
bolic act of casting ballots that con-
tinues to make our democracy a bea-
con of freedom and prosperity to the
global community.

The Iraqi people will now have the
opportunity to comprehend what
Americans have learned over two cen-
turies, that nations are more stable
and more peace loving when a mul-
titude of voices share in its operation.

I am confident that democracy will
continue to flourish as Iraqis make
their opinions heard, rally in support
of their visions, and experience for the
first time the many liberties that
Americans hold dear.

———
PATRIOT ACT REAUTHORIZATION

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

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, 4 years
ago, in the wake of September 11, Con-
gress passed the PATRIOT Act to pro-
vide law enforcement new tools to pro-
tect America from terrorism. The bill
was a rushed response and passed in an
urgent hour.
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Fortunately, the bill included sunset
provisions, allowing Congress to revisit
the law, reflect on its implementation,
and fix those parts of the law that have
clearly become overreaching. Four
years later, Congress has failed to seize
the opportunity to do so.

I urge my colleagues to oppose the
leadership’s attempt to irresponsibly
rush another flawed bill into law.

Let us not repeat the mistakes of the
past. Let us instead strike the right
balance between our national security
and our constitutional rights.

At a time when so much of the world
questions our commitment to our own
values, I urge my colleagues to show
the American people and the world
that we will defend our country, but
that we will do so in a way that pro-
tects those rights that make it worth
defending.

——————

OUR ECONOMIC EXPANSION
CONTINUES

(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, recent
reports and statistics are showing that
the American economy has rebounded
from the devastation of Hurricane
Katrina and is back on its historic
track of growth and productivity.

In November, 215,000 new jobs were
created for a total of 4.4 million new
jobs over the last 2V years. Our econ-
omy grew at a solid 4.3 percent in the
third quarter, and unemployment is at
a low 5 percent rate. In addition, the
productivity of American workers is at
an impressive annual rate of 4.7 per-
cent, the fastest pace in 2 years.

Mr. Speaker, this astounding eco-
nomic growth has all taken effect ever
since we passed, and the President
signed, the jobs and growth bill into
law in May of 2003.

However, we in Congress still have
work to do. We must make these tax
cuts permanent, cut wasteful spending,
and create an environment so that key
sectors of our economy, such as the
telecommunications industry, can
reach their full potential.

If we continue on this path, the ulti-
mate winner will be the American peo-
ple.

———

THE PATRIOT ACT
REAUTHORIZATION

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

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am here today to highlight
the contents of H.R. 3889, the Combat
Meth Epidemic Act, which has been in-
cluded in the PATRIOT Act conference
report. As a co-chair of the Meth Cau-
cus, I worked with our caucus members
to craft a comprehensive meth bill that
would attack our Nation’s meth prob-
lem on multiple fronts. While I would
have preferred a straight up-or-down
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vote on a stand-alone meth bill, these
meth provisions do benefit our commu-
nities.

Meth has been attacking this coun-
try, starting on the west coast and
moving steadily eastward. It dev-
astates communities, affecting not just
meth users, but families, neighbor-
hoods, public health, the environment,
and crime rates.

This conference report takes nec-
essary steps to limit access to a key
meth precursor, pseudoephedrine. Sig-
nificantly, it will allow for an addi-
tional prison sentence for individuals
convicted of cooking or selling meth
where children reside. Children are too
often the silent victims of this drug. So
this will help protect them by author-
izing grants to assist children who
have been found in meth labs.

For the first time, Congress is pass-
ing comprehensive anti-meth legisla-
tion that gives our local law enforce-
ment and communities the tools, re-

sources, and standards to protect
themselves against the scourge of
meth.

————

THE BORDER PROTECTION, ANTI-
TERRORISM, AND ILLEGAL IMMI-
GRATION CONTROL ACT

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

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this morning in support of H.R. 4437,
the Border Protection, Antiterrorism,
and Illegal Immigration Control Act,
because I believe it is past time we
took serious steps to secure our bor-
ders and the safety of this country.

Rest assured, this legislation is not
perfect nor is it a silver bullet, but it is
a good start in terms of shutting off
the magnet that is drawing people into
our country to work illegally. Specifi-
cally, this bill contains provisions to
establish the mandatory use of an em-
ployee eligibility verification program,
designed to help employers hire only
those who are in this country legally.

I submit that I am just as pro-busi-
ness as anyone else in this Chamber. As
such, I believe the Federal Government
has a duty to provide the business com-
munity with the tools necessary to
abide by the rules and then we need to
enforce them.

I believe the Border Protection Act
takes us a big step in that direction.

————
FIX THE MEDICARE BENEFIT

(Mr. BISHOP of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, hundreds of seniors in my district
showed up to five town hall meetings I
hosted over the past month to explain
the Medicare drug benefit.

For as much interest as my constitu-
ents demonstrated, they are just as
confused and frustrated by the
daunting task, as President Bush put it
yesterday, of understanding and then

December 14, 2005

choosing a drug plan from the dozens of
plans with different premiums,
deductibles, copayments, and lists of
covered drugs.

Through no fault of their own, sen-
iors are already encountering delays in
their applications. Consequently, many
will not receive their drug cards until
after the sign-up deadline.

But we should not be surprised by a
benefit whose flawed design was the re-
sult of ideology prevailing over practi-
cality.

It is up to us here and now to make
sure seniors understand their benefit
and receive, without further delay, the
affordable, life-saving drugs they de-
serve.

The first step should be extending
the deadline by at least 6 months. I
urge my colleagues to support this sim-
ple measure.

Seniors should not be rushed or pe-
nalized as they make this very impor-
tant decision.

———

IRAQ SOLIDARITY DAY

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

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
Iraqis tomorrow will vote and America
will stand firmly behind them for this
historic milestone. While we look into
the future, it is instructive to look
back just a few short years. Iraqis lived
in fear. ‘“Freedom of expression’ were
three words most Iraqis thought they
would never experience, and a brutal
dictator oppressed millions of people.

Now optimism and success are sweep-
ing Iraq. Hundreds of candidates vying
for 275 representative spots are a prod-
uct of this success. In the span of a few
short years, Iraq’s economic sector is
setting the stage for growth. Intro-
ducing a new currency, reopening their
stock exchange, loans to encourage
small businesses, and infrastructure
improvements are just a start.

More Iraqi security forces are being
trained every day; and today, over
210,000 have been trained and equipped.
The election this week is the next im-
portant step that must be taken in
order to allow our men and women to
begin coming home, having accom-
plished a great deal.

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow will be a his-
toric day for Iraq, and all America will
watch proudly as we witness freedom
and democracy coming to reality be-
fore our eyes.

————
MEDICARE DRUG PLAN

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the
President breezed through a senior cen-
ter yesterday, and he said, well, the
Medicare drug plan seems perplexing,
but he urged seniors to sign up anyway.
It’s a good deal, he said, of the pro-
gram.

Well, it’s a great deal for the pharma-
ceutical industry because it protects
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their profits, and they get subsidies.
It’s a fabulous deal for the private in-
surance industry because they are get-
ting subsidized to offer plans which
they can change on a daily basis in
terms of senior benefits, and seniors
can only sign up once a year; but it
isn’t necessarily a good deal for many
seniors. So the President gave bad ad-
vice.

Very low-income seniors, yes, they
should, if they are not covered by an-
other plan, look very carefully at their
options and probably sign up. Others
with very high prescription drug costs
who don’t have another plan, perhaps,
but some would be losers under this
plan. Many others, it is questionable
whether they should sign up, and the
government is not making it easy for
them.

Minimally, we should extend the pen-
alty deadline. After all, if the pharma-
ceutical companies and the insurance
companies can change the seniors’ ben-
efits on a daily basis, why is it seniors
can only sign up for one plan a year,
can’t change plans and will be penal-
ized if they don’t sign up by May?

———
[ 1030
IMMIGRATION REFORM

(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, I rise
today to stress America’s need for bor-
der security reform. We should be sup-
porting those who enforce our laws, not
rewarding those who break them. I be-
lieve our border security problem can
be managed and controlled, but to do
so, we need the vital assistance of our
local and State governments.

Local law enforcement personnel see
the repercussions of illegal immigra-
tion every day, but unfortunately, they
do not have the clear authority to han-
dle this problem, nor do they have the
infrastructure and financial resources
to turn illegal immigrants over to Fed-
eral authorities. This has to change.

The House version of our border secu-
rity plan cannot be complete without
language to help local authorities en-
force our laws. My friend and colleague
from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD) has intro-
duced the CLEAR Act, and I am a
proud cosponsor of this legislation.

As we debate immigration reform, we
must remember that illegal immigra-
tion is both a national and a local
problem, and our solutions must assist
law enforcement at all levels.

——————

CONGRESS SHOULD STAY IN SES-

SION UNTIL IT EXTENDS EN-
ROLLMENT PERIOD FOR PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUG PLAN

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker,
this House should not adjourn for the
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yvear before we extend the enrollment
period for seniors to sign up for the Re-
publican Medicare prescription drug
plan. I did not support the law, because
I favored a benefit within the actual
Medicare program. Instead, Repub-
licans chose a plan that forced seniors
to choose from multiple plans.

President Bush and congressional Re-
publicans say it is necessary to have
multiple drug plans competing in order
to help drive down costs, but a report
from the Government Reform Com-
mittee says the complicated drug ben-
efit has failed to lower drug prices. The
prices available to seniors are over 80
percent higher than those negotiated
by the Federal Government for vet-
erans and 60 percent higher than the
prices available to consumers in Can-
ada.

Instead of lowering drug prices, the
new prescription drug plan has resulted
in mass confusion for seniors. Seniors
should have the time to make the best
choice for themselves rather than be
penalized if they do not make a deci-
sion by May 15.

We should extend the deadline by 6
months before we leave for the year
and support the Stark-Schakowsky
bill, H.R. 3861.

———

TRIBUTE TO JAMES HOLMES, JR.,
SECOND HARVEST VOLUNTEER
OF THE YEAR

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Mr. James Holmes, Jr., for
being named America’s Second Harvest
Food Bank 2005 Volunteer of the Year.

Mr. Holmes is the founder of the
community garden at the Children’s
Home in Winston-Salem, North Caro-
lina. For the past 7 years, he used land
at the Children’s Home to grow 70,000
pounds of fresh produce to feed the
hungry.

When Mr. Holmes started this project
at age 76, he had never planted a seed
in his life. Nevertheless, he pursued
this project with a passion. As a former
board member at the Children’s Home,
he convinced them to donate 3 acres for
the garden and to allow staff to assist
with the farm equipment.

Mr. Holmes is to be commended for
his tremendous efforts. He raised the
start-up funding to purchase supplies,
recruited and trained hundreds of vol-
unteers, and invested thousands of dol-
lars of his own money to buy a tractor
and build a storage building and irriga-
tion system. Each year, he organizes
the planting of the garden, schedules
people to volunteer twice a week and
joins the crews that work through the
hot summer months and into the fall
harvest.

It is an honor to have compassionate,
caring, and hardworking people like
James Holmes, Jr., in the Fifth Dis-
trict.
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HIGH ENERGY PRICES

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, as
this body prepares to adjourn for the
year, we have an opportunity to look
back at what the people’s House has
done for the American people. The an-
swer, when it comes to addressing sky-
rocketing energy prices, is not much,
especially for those most in need.

As winter weather settles in around
the country, millions of American fam-
ilies are facing skyrocketing home
heating prices with even greater im-
pact if cold temperatures persist into
the spring. Americans are also feeling
the effects of soaring energy prices at
the gas pump. The double burden of
these added expenses will be far too
much for many families.

Rather than taking the opportunity
to address these costs for those most in
need, the Republican leadership in-
stead gave billions of dollars in tax
breaks to those who need it least, big
oil and gas companies that have posted
not just record profits but the largest
profits in the history of the world.

Mr. Speaker, Congress should not
leave this year without repealing those
tax breaks for big oil and converting
the savings to low-income and senior
Americans that need the help the most.

————

HELP DEFEND THE RESPECT OF
CONGRESS

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

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, as elected of-
ficials, we hold ourselves to the highest
standards. As Members of Congress, we
pledge to defend the Constitution and
uphold the laws of the United States.
We are elected to serve the public
trust. A breach of law by a Member of
Congress is a serious offense that
should have very serious consequences.

Taxpayers should not pay for the re-
tirement benefits of a Member of Con-
gress convicted of a felony. That is why
I am introducing the Congressional In-
tegrity Act of 2005, to restore trust in
the Congress. It is joined by 12 other
majority Members, moderates and con-
servatives for reform.

This important ethics legislation will
lead us back to integrity in public life.
The Congressional Integrity Act of 2005
would deny a congressional pension to
any Member convicted and denied final
appeal on a range of crimes directly re-
lated to their public duties, including
bribery, including illegal compensa-
tion, including fraud, solicitation and
tax evasion.

Mr. Speaker, similar legislation
passed the House in 1996 by a vote of
391-32. It is time to finally pass this
important reform.
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REPUBLICANS PLAYING THE ROLE
OF GRINCH

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the role
of the Grinch this year is being played
by House Republicans. Rather than
spreading holiday cheer this month,
House Republicans have done their best
to make life more difficult for millions
of Americans.

House Republicans want to force col-
lege students to pay an additional
$5,200 in college loans. House Repub-
licans plan to take away school
lunches from thousands of school chil-
dren who desperately need the nutri-
tional value that these lunches pro-
vide. House Republicans are willing to
cut the home heating assistance pro-
gram for low-income families just be-
fore the long winter season. And House
Republicans plan to penalize America’s
seniors who don’t sign up for a pre-
scription drug plan before May 15, de-
spite all the confusing information
that is coming out of the Bush admin-
istration.

Mr. Speaker, it is time House Repub-
licans changed their ways, because no-
body wants to be around the Grinch in
December.

————

MEDICARE INFORMED CHOICE ACT

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, 1 month
ago, elderly Americans were finally
able to start choosing among plans to
provide them prescription drug cov-
erage. In less than a month, these ben-
efits will go into effect. But now these
seniors are expressing their outrage.
The choices they have to make are so
complex it was imperative that CMS
get them accurate information. But in-
stead, CMS sent out inaccurate infor-
mation. In addition, they told seniors
that they basically had to get their in-
formation off the Web or by calling a
hotline, but delays on the hotline are
enormous, and most seniors are not
comfortable using the Internet.

So now they are having to make crit-
ical, complex choices that are going to
affect their health care with far too lit-
tle assistance. We need to act to help
them. Let us not turn our backs on
America’s seniors. Let us give them all
of 2006 to make this important choice
without penalty, and let us make sure
that they can make a switch if they
make the wrong choice.

Let us pass the Medicare Informed
Choice Act.

————

HURRICANE KATRINA

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, over the
last 3% months, this Republican Con-
gress has failed to act to meet the crit-
ical needs of Hurricane Katrina sur-
vivors. The few proposals the Repub-
lican leadership has put forward fail to
go far enough in meeting the chal-
lenges of restoring the gulf coast re-
gion.

The Congress has yet to enact a clear
housing plan for the survivors still liv-
ing in tents and waiting for promised
trailers that have not appeared. Many
families may lose their rental assist-
ance at the end of December. And eco-
nomic revitalization is moving at a
snail’s pace, with only about 5 percent
of small business disaster loan applica-
tions approved so far.

Even Republicans have begun to
criticize the delay by the administra-
tion and the Republican Congress in
getting assistance to the gulf coast re-
gion. Last week, Mississippi Governor
Haley Barbour, a former Chairman of
the Republican National Committee,
said his State’s ability to recover has
been severely hampered by Congress’s
delay in approving more money.

This Congress must not adjourn for
the year until we enact measures to ad-
dress this critical need.

—————

WAIVING POINTS OF ORDER
AGAINST FURTHER CONFERENCE
REPORT ON H.R. 3010, DEPART-
MENTS OF LABOR, HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES, AND EDU-
CATION, AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2006

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 596 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 596

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the fur-
ther conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 3010) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, and Education, and Related Agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2006,
and for other purposes. All points of order
against the conference report and against its
consideration are waived. The conference re-
port shall be considered as read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FoLEY). The gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) is recognized for
1 hour.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend and
colleague from California (Ms. MAT-
SUI), pending which I yield myself such
time as I may consume. During consid-
eration of this resolution, all time
yielded is for the purpose of debate
only.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 596 is a rule
waiving all points of order against the
conference report accompanying H.R.
3010 and against its consideration. This
rule provides that the conference re-
port shall be considered as read.
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Mr. Speaker, the underlying legisla-
tion is one of the most important
measures we consider each year. The
underlying legislation will fund a broad
array of programs improving the
health, education and lifestyle of many
Americans. I would like to congratu-
late the chairman and ranking member
of the full committee and sub-
committee for their hard work on this
essential spending bill.

Mr. Speaker, the future of America
hinges on the success of our future gen-
erations and their ability to compete
with the rest of the world. In order for
our children to succeed, they must be
equipped with a high-quality edu-
cation. I am happy to say that since
Republicans took control of Congress,
funding for the Department of Edu-
cation has doubled; more recently, over
the last 5 years, total education spend-
ing has increased by nearly 50 percent.
Our children will benefit from an im-
proved educational system that will
enhance their ability to succeed and
better prepare that next generation of
workers.

The fundamental root of all edu-
cation is reading. As we enter the holi-
day season, many families will join to-
gether in reading holiday stories pro-
viding wonderful memoirs for years to
come. Unfortunately, some children
are not able to read at the appropriate
grade level. Included in this legislation
is $1 billion for reading programs that
will enable States to eliminate the
reading deficit through science- and re-
search-based reading programs.

I am also very pleased that the TRIO
and GEAR UP programs are included in
this all-important funding package.
These programs assist low-income,
first-generation college students in
their transition from high school to
college. This is a difficult transition
for any student, but especially those
who are the first in their family to at-
tend college. We must continue to sup-
port programs like TRIO and GEAR UP
so that these students will continue to
flourish.

Mr. Speaker, another important re-
sponsibility we have is to ensure that
our citizens have access to health care
facilities and treatments. Included in
this legislation is a $66 million increase
in funding for community health cen-
ters that are so vitally important
across this Nation, but especially in
rural States, much like my home State
of West Virginia. In the last 5 years,
Congress has increased funding for
these critical components of our health
care delivery system by 48 percent.

I am especially pleased with the in-
creased rural health funding included
in this conference report. Millions of
Americans across the country, includ-
ing a majority of my West Virginia
constituents, are faced with drastically
different health care challenges be-
cause they reside in rural areas. This
conference report includes a $90 million
increase in funding for rural health
programs. Included in this package are
funds for the Office of Rural Health and
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Research Policy, Rural Health Out-
reach Grants, Area Health Education
Centers, and Medical Training.
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These programs will improve rural
health care delivery through continued
research, improved technology, and de-
velopment of health care professionals
in rural America.

The National Institutes of Health,
NIH, continues to serve our Nation
well by developing new treatments and
cures for the many diseases that plague
our society. With a total funding level
of the $28.6 billion, the researchers at
NIH will be able to continue this mis-
sion so we may become a healthier Na-
tion and global society.

A key aspect of a healthier society is
one where all citizens have access to
prescription drugs; and I am proud to
say since November 15, Medicare-eligi-
ble beneficiaries have been able to sign
up for a prescription drug benefit under
Medicare. The resources provided in
the underlying legislation will allow
the Centers for Medicaid and Medicare
Services to properly conduct that out-
reach effort that is so important that
will hopefully enroll every senior that
stands to benefit from this program.

Mr. Speaker, we are all aware of the
challenges that can potentially face all
Americans this coming winter, so the
high cost of natural gas is something
we are very concerned about. In this
bill, the State formula grants for the
Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program, LIHEAP, are funded at over
$2 billion; and we fund an additional
billion dollars included in the House-
passed Deficit Reduction Act passed
earlier this month.

As with any appropriation legisla-
tion, we had tough choices to make.
These choices are particularly difficult
when dealing with the sensitive health
and education issues like the ones in
this bill. The Committee on Appropria-
tions allocated the available resources
in this bill in a manner that empha-
sizes those programs most important
to our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, this is solid legislation
that I believe all Members will be able
to support.

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

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and thank the gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) for yielding me
this time.

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today we
consider House Resolution 596, the rule
allowing consideration of the con-
ference report accompanying the fiscal
year 2006 Labor-HHS and Education ap-
propriations bill. If the debate looks fa-
miliar to our constituents watching
from home, it should. Just before
Thanksgiving, the House considered a
conference agreement almost exactly
like the one before the House this
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morning. The House voted to reject
that shortsighted agreement. It was a
striking rebuke of a majority out of
touch with concerns of average Ameri-
cans, and yet here we are again with an
agreement that is almost word for
word the exact agreement from 3 weeks
ago. This new version simply moves
around a small amount of money, rob-
bing Peter to pay Paul.

What seems to have been skipped was
a discussion of the fundamentally
flawed priorities, and there was no dis-
cussion of what the American people
need, merely what it would take for a
few more votes. This means that No
Child Left Behind funding is still cut
by $779 million, a maximum Pell grant
award is still frozen for the fourth
straight year, and there is still no new
funding for student financial aid and
support programs. The bill still pro-
vides $4 billion less than Republicans
promised for special education through
IDEA.

Further, this agreement provides
only thin and shortsighted support for
innovative research going on today on
universities and colleges across the Na-
tion. Hardworking families rely on
these advances to ease the suffering or
even cure a loved one’s illness, but this
agreement threatens this hope.

Earlier this month, the UC Davis
Cancer Center, the only federally des-
ignated cancer center in the central
valley of California, discovered a way
to improve early detection of breast
cancer. And just before Thanksgiving,
UC Davis research shed light on how
some cancer patients contract chemo-
therapy-induced leukemia.

These are two examples of living-sav-
ing advances among dozens in the Uni-
versity of California system. And they
are a reality because of Federal invest-
ment. Two out of every three research
dollars to the UC system are from the
Federal Government. Sadly, misguided
priorities, like the ones contained in
this conference report, threaten to
limit these types of advances.

Mr. Speaker, my local newspaper, the
Sacramento Bee, noted earlier this
month that today’s challenges demand
shared sacrifice and better priorities.
The paper argued, rightly so, that ‘“‘the
majority in Congress is more intent on
locking in President Bush’s tax cuts
than paying for war, natural disaster,
and essential public services for the
Nation’s most wvulnerable people.” I
could not agree more.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues
once again to reject this conference re-
port.

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

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

I would like to respond to the gentle-
woman’s assertion that this is the sec-
ond time around, which it most cer-
tainly is. Adjustments were made.
There were many folks on our side of
the aisle who had concerns about the
rural health provisions, I among those
folks, because we are heavily reliant on
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our community health centers. Many
adjustments were made, as I mentioned
in my opening statement, to address
some of the issues of rural health.

When we talk about priorities, this
bill is chock full of America’s prior-
ities, and certainly education is one of
them. I would like to review that in
this bill there is $100 million more for
those special education needs. As I said
3 weeks ago, is this going to solve the
problem? Is this enough money to meet
every need for every challenged child
and every family of a challenged child?
Certainly not. But we are getting there
and working towards that.

In terms of Pell grants and afford-
ability of higher education, it is at an
all-time high, $4,050; and there is an ad-
ditional $812 million to meet those
challenges for those seeking higher
education.

There is a particular emphasis in this
bill for math and science. We hear
about our students who cannot com-
pete in the global economy, how stu-
dents are not going into the math and
science fields and we are getting left
behind by those around the world. This
will strengthen the K-12 math and
science education.

Again, I would like to mention the
TRIO and GEAR-UP programs because
they are particularly significant in my
State, very effective and long-standing,
and I am pleased they are going to be
there to help that first-time college
student meet the challenges as they
move towards higher education.

Another important program is Job
Corps. It is a labor program that helps
those students transition and move
from education to the workforce in a
very forceful way and a very successful
way.

I realize that choices have to be made
in these difficult areas of health, edu-
cation and labor; but the choices we
have made here I think are good solid
choices, and I support the rule and the
underlying legislation.

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

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for the time.

Let me simply make a couple of com-
ments in response to assertions made
by the gentlewoman from West Vir-
ginia. She caught my attention when
she said, and made much of the fact,
that since the Republicans have taken
control of the House, education funding
has essentially doubled. Let me put
that in perspective and challenge that
statement. This bill is part of a three-
part strategy which over the next 5
years will cut funding for education,
for social services, for health care, for
the people targeted by this bill by $48
billion over a 5-year period.

With respect to education, this bill is
the first time in 10 years that the Con-
gress will actually have cut education.
With the across-the-board cut which is
going to be attached to this bill before
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the week is over, we will wind up cut-
ting education by over $600 million
below last year.

Now, the Republicans say, ‘‘Oh, that
is okay because we added so much
money over the last 10 years.” With all
due respect, that is rewriting history.
The Republican majority in this House
had to be dragged kicking and scream-
ing into supporting education at all.
They came to power with the demand
to abolish the Department of Edu-
cation. Their very first action re-
scinded billions of dollars including
education funding. They tried three
out of the next 4 years to make deep
cuts in education. Each time they were
blocked by the Democratic minority
and by some assistance that we got
from the Republican majority in the
Senate and from the White House then
occupied by Bill Clinton.

Today the fact is that over the past
10 years we have had $18 billion more in
education than would have been there
if we had passed the Republican House
education and labor appropriation bill.
So for the Republicans to claim that
they have added money to education is
a joke.

It reminds me of the orphan who
kills his parents and then throws him-
self on the mercy of the court because
he is an orphan. The fact is, if the Re-
publican majority in this House had
their way, education would have been
funded $18 billion less than it has been
funded over the previous decade.

With respect to some of the other
claims that have been made this morn-
ing, with respect to title I, we are
going to have an actual reduction in
title I by the time the across-the-board
cut actually passes. No Child Left Be-
hind programs have been cut by $779
million.

The gentlewoman mentioned NIH.
The fact is that with the across-the-
board cut that is going to be attached
to this bill, NIH funding will decline by
$129 million, there will be fewer re-
search grants provided there than we
had 2 years ago.

She mentioned community health
centers. The fact is that this bill con-
tains $238 million less than the amount
requested by the Bush administration,
and this bill totally terminates the en-
tire community-access program to pro-
vide health care to people who do not
have insurance.

So all I would say is, if you vote for
this bill, if you vote for the across-the-
board cut, and if you voted for the Re-
publican reconciliation action last
week, you will have cut support for
people who are helped by this bill by
$48 billion over the next 5 years, and
you will have used 50 percent of that
money to put in the pockets of the
richest 1 percent of the people by way
of tax cuts. It is an outrageous piece of
legislation.

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to respond.
I have been in Congress for 5 years, and
I have great respect for my colleague
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who has many more years and much
experience, much more experience than
I do. But my understanding of a con-
ference report, which we are addressing
now, it cannot be amended, it cannot
be attached to and it cannot have any
spending cut attached to it. He is lead-
ing me and others to believe that when
we step up to vote for this, we will be
voting for an across-the-board 1 per-
cent cut. I find that incredulous be-
cause I know there will be no such vote
placed on this bill. I want the general
public viewing this to realize we are
voting on a tough bill.

The appropriation is for labor and
education and health services, but we
are not voting on an across-the-board
cut when we vote for this bill. We have
made several choices here. We have put
more money into reading which I think
is vital. Over the past 5 years, incred-
ible amounts of money have been put
into pulling the reading skills up in el-
ementary school and improving that
vital part of our educational system.

We have worked on increasing special
ed funding. I think we can all agree
that the needs there are tremendously
important across the country. We have
improved that as well.

So I think for the understanding to
be that this bill is going to be coupled
with an across-the-board cut that
means this is less than what it is, I find
that to be disingenuous; and, quite
frankly, I do not think that is quite ac-
tually what is going to occur.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) to respond.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, let me sim-
ply say in response to the gentle-
woman’s comments, the Republican
leadership and the Republican caucus
has already made clear that they in-
tend to attach a further 1 percent
across-the-board cut in all discre-
tionary spending before we leave here
for the Christmas holidays. The fact is
that the bill before us today is just for
openers. And when you put this bill to-
gether with the 1 percent cut that they
intend to make across the board, and
then when you add that to the
humongous cuts that they made over
the next 5 years in the reconciliation
bill last week, they are already on the
hook for that. That means, over the
next 5 years, there will be a cumulative
cut in programs to help the people tar-
geted by this bill of $48 billion.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman, and I want to thank
the gentleman from Wisconsin for
pointing out to this House that the
across-the-board cut which he speaks
about is going to only exacerbate the
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underfunding, which already exists in
this particular bill. And I thank the
gentleman for that point.

I also want to state that this House,
at the request of the administration,
over the last few years has passed mas-
sive tax cuts that have helped to accel-
erate the wealth of this country up-
ward, while when it comes to social
programs, we are looking at cuts.

I want to speak to education. The
education cuts brought before us today
in this new conference report are not
any better for students than those that
were voted down by the House on No-
vember 17. Like that conference agree-
ment, the bill before us today dem-
onstrates that education is not a pri-
ority for this House’s majority. This
conference agreement provides a mere
$11 million increase for Head Start.

I will bet, Mr. Speaker, that there
are some of our wealthiest citizens who
are achieving tax breaks in the mil-
lions, who together, pooling their tax
breaks, would exceed the amount of
money being given to Head Start that
they call an increase. The fact of the
matter is that Head Start is a pivotal
program for preschool age children in
low-income families across this coun-
try. And at current funding levels, it,
unfortunately, serves about only half
of the children eligible for its services.
Now, this is not adequate, and it is not
right. This program, which has been re-
peatedly found to have dramatically
increased the academic performance of
students, deserves more than a piddling
$11 million when you compare it to
where the money is going in this budg-
et and in the fiscal policies of this ad-
ministration.

This conference agreement cuts
school improvement funding by 6 per-
cent and flat funds teacher quality
grants. These grants, which are used to
recruit qualified teachers and support
teacher development, are critically im-
portant to efforts to improve student
achievement.

Rather than strengthening the Pell
Grant program and increasing access
to higher education for low-income stu-
dents, the conference agreement main-
tains the current maximum Pell Grant
at $4,050. At this level, the maximum
Pell Grant only covers 39 percent of the
tuition of the average 4-year public
college, making a mockery of its status
as the foundation of student aid for the
poorest students.

What are our priorities? The votes
Members cast today on this conference
agreement will show our priorities. Our
priorities ought to be education, and
they ought to be doing something
about adult training grants which, un-
fortunately, have been cut in this con-
ference report, and youth training
grants, which, unfortunately, have
been cut in this conference report.

What are our priorities? To continue
the acceleration of wealth upwards in
this country, or to make sure that all
Americans get a chance to be recog-
nized in this budget?

It is time to say no to this policy.
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Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I would
just urge my colleagues once again to
reject this conference report, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
of my colleagues to support this fair
rule and the underlying legislation,
where critical dollars will fund our Na-
tion’s education system, health care
delivery system and numerous other
benefits. With this funding, low-income
Americans will be better prepared for a
long cold winter with the $2 billion
funding in LIHEAP. Our seniors will
greatly benefit from the money pro-
vided allowing CMS to conduct out-
reach to our Medicare beneficiaries to
sign up for the new prescription drug
benefit. The $90 million included for
Rural Health Delivery is vitally impor-
tant to rural America. These are all
important programs that will improve
the way of life for countless Ameri-
cans.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 3199,
USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT

AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF
2005

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 595 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 595

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 3199) to extend and modify authorities
needed to combat terrorism, and for other
purposes. All points of order against the con-
ference report and against its consideration
are waived.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FoLEY). The gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield 30 min-
utes to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 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-
pose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 595
waives all points of order against the
conference report and against its con-
sideration.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 595 and the underlying con-
ference report for H.R. 3199, the USA
PATRIOT and Terrorism Prevention
Reauthorization Act of 2005.

Mr. Speaker, I would first like to
take this opportunity to thank Chair-
men SENSENBRENNER and KING for all of
their work in shepherding H.R. 3199 ini-
tially in the committee and then on
the floor and now through the con-
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ference. This conference report dem-
onstrates this Congress’s commitment
to find common ground in order to
move solid and important legislation
for the good and safety of the Amer-
ican people. This conference report is
the culmination of 4 years of thorough
hearings, extensive oversight, rep-
resenting a collaborative effort to
strengthen and fine tune our law en-
forcement needs and civil security
needs as originally provided by the 2001
USA PATRIOT Act.

Like most Americans, I fully cherish
and celebrate our constitutionally pro-
tected civil liberties, while also recog-
nizing the need for strengthened na-
tional security with thorough and
proper oversight. And this Congress
has demonstrated and will continue to
demonstrate a clear commitment to
oversight in order to better achieve the
essential and proper balance between
necessary protective measures and our
sacred civil liberties granted to us by
the United States Constitution.

As I mentioned, when the House first
considered this legislation back in
July, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3199, like most
legislation considered before this
House, is not perfect. In an ideal world,
it would not be necessary, but today’s
world is sadly far from ideal. Today,
America faces a grave threat from en-
emies who cowardly operate in the
darkness of shadows, waiting with the
intent to kill innocent people in the
name of their hateful ideology. There-
fore, we must never again be caught
with our guard down.

This Congress must act and must act
decisively and deliberately to provide
our law enforcement with the tools
they need to protect and to save Amer-
ican lives, both here and abroad.

With respect to the provisions of this
legislation, Mr. Speaker, this con-
ference report will make permanent
many vital law enforcement tools
made available for use against sus-
pected terrorists by the USA PATRIOT
Act while establishing 4-year sunsets
on a few provisions such as section 206,
FISA, Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act, multi-point wire taps, sec-
tion 215, FISA business record provi-
sions and finally, the Lone Wolf provi-
sion.

With respect to section 206, it is im-
portant to recognize that the ability to
track terrorists through the use of
multi point or roving wire taps is es-
sential because it allows law enforce-
ment to follow a terrorist, rather than
a telephone.

Mr. Speaker, terrorists are not reli-
ant on two Dixie cups and a piece of
string to coordinate and plot terrorist
attacks. They have access to a uni-
versal and a vast array of communica-
tion technologies, and our laws must
take this fact into account.

Additionally, this conference report,
through section 215, ensures that law
enforcement will still have the ability,
under thorough and extensive over-
sight, let me repeat, under thorough
and extensive oversight, to seek out in-
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formation on terrorists without tipping
them off and thereby potentially com-
promising security and costing lives.

Again, Mr. Speaker, it should be em-
phasized to all Americans that the
USA PATRIOT Act did not establish
any new law enforcement capabilities
but rather extended techniques long
available for use against organized
crime or drug trafficking to be used
against suspected terrorists as well. If
these are acceptable tools against some
dope-pushing thug, then they should be
acceptable tools against terrorists who
seek to destroy American lives and rip
apart the very fabric of this great Na-
tion.

Without question, this Congress
must, and I trust, will continue to re-
main vigilant with thorough oversight
to protect our Constitution, to protect
our civil liberties and to protect our
national security.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support the rule and the
underlying conference report, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to H.R. 3199.
While this conference report makes
some improvement to the current PA-
TRIOT Act, it fails to address some
major deficiencies, and in many ways,
it makes the current situation worse.

The original intent of the PATRIOT
Act was to provide our law enforce-
ment officials with the necessary tools
to make our country more secure.
While maintaining national security is
absolutely a necessary responsibility of
Congress, it can and must be achieved
without compromising our civil lib-
erties.

Unlike the proponents of H.R. 3199,
the American people do not believe
that security and liberty are mutually
exclusive goals. A delicate balance be-
tween enhancing security and pro-
tecting liberty needs to be present. But
unfortunately, this bill before us today
falls far short to achieving this appro-
priate balance.

Mr. Speaker, back in 2001, when the
PATRIOT Act was enacted, 16 provi-
sions were sunsetted or authorized for
a certain period of time because of
their controversial nature and also due
to the hurried manner in which they
were drafted; 14 of these 16 provisions
are made permanent by this conference
report. And while three of the most
contentious provisions have been
sunsetted for 4 years, even that is too
long.

Section 215, commonly referred to as
the Library Records Provision, grossly
expands the Federal government’s abil-
ity to seize records and investigate
citizens’ reading habits without any
notification.
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Section 206, dubbed the Roving Wire-
taps Provision, grants the government
the power to perform so-called John
Doe wiretaps in which they do not have
to disclose the phones that will be
tapped or even the names of the sus-
pected person.

Section 6001, known as the Lone Wolf
Provision, broadly redefines the For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act’s,
FISA, standard for the agent of foreign
power. The new definition is so expan-
sive that the Government can now de-
fine any individual non-U.S. person as
a terrorist suspect, even if the indi-
vidual has no clear ties to a foreign
government.
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Mr. Speaker, it is more than appar-
ent that these three provisions pose a
threat to American citizens’ civil lib-
erties. And while I would rather see
these provisions removed from the leg-
islation, I am encouraged that a short-
er sunset has been placed upon them.

But, unfortunately, Mr. Speaker,
shorter sunsets do not do the trick.
Sunsets alone do not fix the severe sub-
stantive flaws of these sections, and
they do nothing to address the defi-
ciencies of the 14 other provisions that
are being made permanent by this re-
port. Instead of opting to apply shorter
sunset dates to these misguided provi-
sions, Congress should be exploring ap-
propriate ways to fix them. After all,
giving the government the power to
violate civil liberties is wrong regard-
less of whether we give the government
that power for 1 year or 4 years or for
100 years.

Most notable of the deficient provi-
sions, which was made permanent by
the original PATRIOT Act, is section
5056, known as the National Security
Letters provision, NSLs. These NSLs
are administrative subpoenas, issued
by high-ranking Department of Justice
officials, which force a person to turn
over a wide range of personal records.
Essentially, NSLs allow the FBI to
conduct secret, warrantless searches of
any records they deem relevant to na-
tional security.

What is most concerning about NSLs
are the rate in which they are being
issued and the eventual relevancy of
the retrieved records. More than 30,000
NSLs are being issued a year, a hun-
dred-fold increase since the enactment
of the PATRIOT Act. Meanwhile, only
a handful of NSL investigations have
ever gone through the judicial process.
Moreover, the FBI has surreptitiously
gathered information on tens of thou-
sands of Americans. They are main-
taining databases on these citizens.
And instead of deleting information on
NSL recipients once an investigation is
completed, the FBI is abusing this
power and holding onto personal infor-
mation of Americans who have never
been accused of any crime.

Mr. Speaker, while this conference
report does require the Department of
Justice to report the number of na-
tional security letters they issue, it
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fails to address the abuse of power and
the unconstitutionality of the provi-
sion. As determined by a Federal court
judge on October 4, 2005, the NSL provi-
sion was ruled to be unconstitutional.
So instead of reevaluating this provi-
sion or at the very least sunsetting it,
the NSL provision remains permanent
and continues to infringe upon the civil
liberties of the American people.

Mr. Speaker, we all must be re-
minded that privacy is a right guaran-
teed by our Constitution, not a luxury
that we can simply discard when it be-
comes inconvenient to the government.
Shorter sunsets and minimal regula-
tions imposed on the Department of
Justice do not cure the serious prob-
lems with these provisions. Congress
needs to go back to the negotiating
table, reevaluate these provisions, and
come up with a report that strikes the
appropriate balance between advancing
security and defending our civil rights.

That is why, Mr. Speaker, I am a co-
sponsor of H.R. 4506. This legislation,
introduced by the ranking member of
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. CON-
YERS, extends by 3 months the 16 provi-
sions of the PATRIOT Act set to expire
at the end of this year. Extending the
PATRIOT Act in its current form for 3
months would give lawmakers the op-
portunity to reevaluate these conten-
tious provisions, fix them, and then
issue a conference report that actually
protects the civil liberties of the people
of this country and not hinders them.

I would like to share a quote from an
article entitled ‘“Going Down in His-
tory with USA PATRIOT Act,” which
appeared in the November 27 edition of
the Massachusetts Republican: ‘“Unless
lawmakers are prepared to revise the
USA PATRIOT Act to include modest
protections to safeguard civil liberties,
they will go down in history as the au-
thors of remarkably bad legislation.”

Mr. Speaker, when we in Congress
authorize Federal agencies, it is our re-
sponsibility to grant them with an ap-
propriate level of power so that abuse
will not occur. It is also our responsi-
bility to demand accountability and
conduct appropriate oversight. Sadly,
under this Republican leadership, nei-
ther responsibility has been fulfilled.

One final observation. We are all,
every single Member of this House is
committed to protecting our country
from terrorism. We must adjust our
laws accordingly to deal with any po-
tential threat. But we must not under-
cut or undermine the protection of our
civil liberties. Mr. Speaker, democracy
requires courage, and we can protect
our citizens from terrorism and at the
same time protect their civil liberties.
They are not mutually exclusive. I am
not convinced that the bill as written
will enhance our national security, nor
am I convinced that these broad,
sweeping powers that we are now giv-
ing to our government will not be
abused.

In our recent history, we have seen
abuse of power. We have seen civil
rights leaders in this country, people
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who have advocated equal treatment
under the law for all of our citizens, we
have seen these people put under sur-
veillance. They have been wiretapped.
We have seen others who have raised
their voices in dissent or who have ad-
vocated issues that are now viewed as
the mainstream, we have seen that
they have been spied upon by our own
government. So let us not give govern-
ment more power than is needed.

That is my fear today, that we are
going too far, that we are paving the
way for abuse, and that if we enact this
bill as written, a little bit of the Lib-
erty Tree will die.

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

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

In regard to section 215, I want to re-
mind the gentleman that section 215,
relating to investigators’ access to
business records, this reauthorization
requires a statement of fact showing
reasonable grounds to believe that the
records or other things sought are rel-
evant to an authorized investigation to
protect against international terrorism
or espionage. This provides additional
safeguards to the original USA PA-
TRIOT Act, which requires the govern-
ment only to certify that the records
at issue were sought for an authorized
investigation without any factual
showing.

Mr. Speaker, I could continue with
that, but I now yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. DREIER), the distin-
guished chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank my friend from Georgia for
yielding me this time.

I listened very, very closely to the re-
marks offered by my good friend from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) and I
have to say that every Member of this
House is committed to the national se-
curity of the United States. That is our
number one responsibility, our pri-
ority. But I will go so far as to say
every single Member of this House is
committed to recognizing the civil lib-
erties of the American people.

When this issue came to the forefront
just a few weeks after September 11,
2001, the now Director of the Central
Intelligence Agency, former chairman
of the House Intelligence Committee
and vice chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, our very good friend, Mr. Goss,
argued that he believed we should
begin with permanence at that point,
and I argued then that I thought it im-
portant that we focus on sunsetting
provisions in the USA PATRIOT Act.
Why? Because we were looking at this
issue literally weeks after the worst at-
tack on our soil.

So, Mr. Speaker, as we moved ahead,
we said we should have these sunset
provisions, and we put them into place,
and they were very important and
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helpful. One of the reasons we did it is
we wanted to see what kinds of civil
liberties were being violated as we fo-
cused on our number one priority, that
being our national security. And I am
very happy to report that, as we look
at what has transpired since implemen-
tation of the USA PATRIOT Act, it is
the following: we have provided every
opportunity for any American to raise
concern, talk about violations of their
civil liberties by going on the World-
wide Web, filing any kind of complaint.
And there has not been one instance,
not one complaint has been leveled,
against the provisions in the USA PA-
TRIOT Act as evidence of violating
civil liberties.

I consider myself a small “1” liber-
tarian Republican. I want to do every-
thing in my power to ensure that we
recognize the rights of our individuals.
But we have to remember that this
measure is exactly what Mr. McGov-
ERN said it should be. It is a delicate
balancing act between our goal of rec-
ognizing the importance of our na-
tional security and at the same time
focusing on civil liberties. That is why
we see the 4-year sunset for the so-
called Lone Wolf provision, for the rov-
ing wiretap provision, for the so-called
library provision. These measures that
are in there are designed to force us to
look at them again. But, Mr. Speaker,
there is nothing to say that we cannot
look at this again, as one of my staff
members just said to me, next week if
we so choose.

Now, the United States Congress pur-
sues oversight with great diligence. I
was shocked last night when the distin-
guished ranking member of the Rules
Committee said that there had been no
oversight by the Judiciary Committee
of the USA PATRIOT Act. And Chair-
man SENSENBRENNER, who has done a
phenomenal job on this, went through
the litany of oversight hearings that
have gone on between first implemen-
tation of the USA PATRIOT Act and
today and will continue, will continue
as we see this measure pass.

So, Mr. Speaker, I believe that this
does create that fine balancing act that
we have recognized, and we do know
that at the same time sacrifices have
been made. Every single American who
travels today has made a sacrifice, be-
cause of the fact that we are in the
midst of a global war on terror, by vir-
tue of going through the security to
get on an airplane. We have had to
make sacrifices. Professor Harvey
Mansfield of Harvard wrote about the
need to make those sacrifices when we
are in the midst of war. And we know
that this is an ongoing global war on
terror; but we cannot, as we pursue
that war, move to undermine the great
liberties and rights of the American
people.

This measure strikes that balance,
and I urge my colleagues to support
the rule and to support the underlying
bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).
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Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, in re-
sponse to my good friend from Cali-
fornia who said there must be sac-
rifices and sacrifices have been made, 1
would remind Members of the words of
Benjamin Franklin who once said that
those who would give up their essential
liberties to achieve a measure of secu-
rity deserve neither.

The tragedy of 9/11 led to the PA-
TRIOT Act, and then it led to a war
against Iraq. Fear and suspicion led the
U.S. to roll back our civil liberties and
attack a nation that did not attack us.

We have become a Nation of leaders,
some of whom who have condoned tor-
ture and illegal detentions. Fear and
suspicion have driven us to that. We
need a different type of leadership so
the American people could have been
spared the effects of 9/11. It could have
been different. But, no. We are here
today trying to appeal to people to let
go of their fear and suspicion because
an open, honest review of the FBI’s use
of the PATRIOT Act would surely find
many areas in need of reform.

A careful balance between national
security needs and protecting Amer-
ican rights must be struck, but that is
not what we have here. Today we are
set to pass a whole new round of de-
mocracy rollbacks. American citizens
are losing more of their free speech
rights and privacy rights. The authors
of today’s bill inserted a very weak and
loophole-ridden right to judicial review
of government actions. The American
public is not served by such minimal
accommodation.

Today, the House will ignore more
than 400 local communities and seven
States that have passed resolutions
asking for PATRIOT Act reform. This
legislation fails to provide reasonable
sunset provisions that guarantee fu-
ture congressional review. The bill re-
tains 4-year sunsets for only two of the
16 PATRIOT Act provisions and only
one of two expiring provisions in the
2004 Intelligence Reform Act. All other
intrusive powers are either made per-
manent or remain permanent.

This bill continues to allow roving
wiretaps that permit Federal agents to
tap communications of a target where
neither the target nor the phone is
identified. Criminal wiretaps require
one or the other, and the 10-day after-
the-fact notice requirement is no sub-
stitute for privacy safeguards in the
criminal wiretaps.

The bill continues to permit sneak-
and-peak searches of a person’s home
or business to remain secret indefi-
nitely. It drops a Senate provision sup-
ported by the Chamber of Commerce,
conservatives, libraries, civil liberties
organizations that set limits on secret
court orders for library, medical, and
other personal records. Instead, the bill
establishes a false right to judicial re-
view. A recipient must challenge before
a preselected group of three court
judges and go to the expense of hiring
a lawyer with a security clearance who
the FISA court agrees can appear be-
fore it.
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So people have to essentially fight
for their rights to be free of the
scourge of wiretaps and to be free of
the scourge of having the FBI reach
into their library records, their reading
records, their medical records.

Where are we going with this coun-
try? It is not the America it used to be.
It has become something that is hard
to recognize for many Americans.

Vote against this bill.
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Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind
the gentleman that in the original bill
that we considered, H.R. 3199, which 43
of his colleagues supported, there were
sunset provisions not in two, but in
three, sections that were of 10 years’
duration. In their motion to instruct
the conferees, the request was to abide
by the Senate bill, which would lower
those to 4 years each. So that is ex-
actly what we are bringing back in the
conference report, exactly what they
asked for.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.

CAPITO), my colleague on the Rules
Committee.
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today in support of the rule and the un-
derlying PATRIOT Act reauthoriza-
tion. I would like to take a minute to
highlight two aspects of this legisla-
tion that we probably will not hear a
whole lot about today, but are very im-
portant to me.

I am pleased that the conference re-
port includes the amendment that I in-
troduced and which passed the House
362-66 to increase penalties and update
outdated laws to protect our rail and
mass transportation systems. This pro-
vision, section 110 of the conference re-
port, will ensure that those who con-
spire to commit attacks against our
rail systems or fund such attacks can
be prosecuted to the fullest extent of
the law.

While no penalties can deter some of
these terrorists bent on causing death
and destruction, these enhanced pen-
alties on conspirators will hinder the
efforts of terrorists to secure and fi-
nance their networks.

The attacks on the rail systems in
Madrid and in the London Underground
have demonstrated the real threat that
rail and mass transportation systems
face. I would like to thank Chairman
SENSENBRENNER and all the Members
who supported this important provi-
sion to add another layer of protection
to America’s rail systems.

Also I want to commend the con-
ferees for including anti-meth legisla-
tion in the conference report. Meth-
amphetamine is a large and growing
problem in rural America. In West Vir-
ginia, meth labs have been found in
neighborhoods, endangering children
and innocent members of the commu-
nity. Provisions of this bill enhance
penalties for those who run meth labs
in the presence of children.
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This bill also places restrictions on
the sale of meth precursor chemicals
that are similar to those that the West
Virginia legislature passed earlier this
year and other legislatures throughout
the country. Provisions in this bill re-
quire that meth precursors be sold
from behind the counter or from a
locked cabinet and place better con-
trols on mail order and Internet sales.

Authorization in this legislation will
ensure that the Meth Hot Spots grant
program will continue. This program
has already provided assistance to
local law enforcement in many dis-
tricts, including the Metro Drug Task
Force in my hometown of Charleston,
West Virginia. Continuing this grant
program will enable Congress to con-
tinue to help our communities fight
the meth problem.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
30 seconds to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN).

(Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I would just note the most
important thing in the PATRIOT Act
is the sharing of information between
law enforcement and intelligence. I
support that reauthorization. I am a
member of the Judiciary Committee, a
member of the Homeland Security
Committee. The Department of Justice
has stonewalled Congress on telling us
how they are using these powers.

I am a member of the conference
committee. Republicans met secretly
and separately away from Democrats
on the conference committee. We have
failed to cure the problems in the bill,
and we have missed an opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, | think it's clear that the pri-
mary benefit of the USA PATRIOT Act we
passed in 2001 has been the sharing of infor-
mation between criminal investigators and in-
telligence officials it enabled. | support author-
izing that information sharing capability in the
original PATRIOT Act, and | support its reau-
thorization today. But this conference report
on reauthorization of the USA PATRIOT Act
fails in important ways.

Following the attacks of 9/11, this Congress
passed the USA PATRIOT Act to give our law
enforcement and intelligence agencies new
powers to fight terrorism. | voted for that law,
but only after securing support for sunset pro-
visions that allowed this Congress to revisit
these issues under less trying circumstances.

Congress has not done its job in providing
the thorough review we need of the PATRIOT
Act. Nor has the Bush administration done its
job in providing us the information we need to
properly evaluate the PATRIOT Act. | have re-
peatedly sought access from the Department
of Justice to the national security letters or
NSLs it has issued under section 505 of the
act, and underlying materials regarding its use
of the material witness statute. | have been
seeking access to these materials for over 6
months now, with no response from DOJ. |
wrote to them again last month seeking this
information, and again received no response.
This is vital information about DOJ’s actual
use of PATRIOT Act powers, information
which DOJ steadfastly refuses to provide. Yet
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with this conference report Congress blindly
reauthorizes and makes permanent many of
these same powers.

In fact, through the cracks in DOJ’s veil of
secrecy, we've begun to find some information
about the PATRIOT Act. We've found out from
whistleblowers that the FBI issues more than
30,000 national security letters each vyear.
These are tens of thousands of letters, never
reviewed by a judge, demanding information
on countless people, the vast majority of
whom may be Americans innocent of any ter-
rorist activity. We don’t know how many pri-
vate lives are being swept up in these NSLs,
because DOJ won't tell us.

This bill does not correct the problems with
national security letters. It creates a new proc-
ess for judicial review, but leaves that review
subject to an extremely vague standard. There
are no requirements for law enforcement to
“minimize” its collection of NSLs; that is,
there’s no requirement for DOJ to segregate
the vast amount of information collected on in-
nocent Americans unconnected to any terrorist
activity. An audit is provided which would
allow DOJ to freely continue stockpiling infor-
mation on Americans without providing any
standard.

This bill also adopts too weak a standard for
law enforcement to engage in business
records searches under section 215 of the PA-
TRIOT Act. The Senate passed unanimously
what | thought was a very reasonable stand-
ard for law enforcement to meet in order to
conduct these searches. The Senate required
that these searches actually be relevant to an
ongoing terrorism investigation and related to
the activities of an agent of a foreign power.
But the conference report adopts a presump-
tion of relevance that would essentially tie
judges’ hands and force them to grant any re-
quested searches.

Adoption of 4-year, rather than 7-year, sun-
sets on three provisions regarding business
records searches, roving wiretaps, and so-
called “lone wolf” terrorists acting as agents of
foreign powers is positive. Frankly, | would
have liked to see 4-year sunsets applied to
more provisions of the PATRIOT Act, such as
the provisions regarding NSLs. | believe these
sunsets provide Congress an important oppor-
tunity to review how the PATRIOT Act is actu-
ally being used. Given how reluctant DOJ has
been to share information with us, these sun-
sets really provide the main source of lever-
age Congress has over the Department of
Justice to obtain information we should be
provided as an equal branch of government.

Mr. Speaker, I'm very disappointed that this
legislation has removed the provisions we
passed in the House providing for additional
funding for first responders. This is vitally
needed funding that local first responders
need in the event of another terrorist attack or
other disaster. This conference report drops all
of these provisions passed by the House.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, | urge my
colleagues to join me in voting against this
conference report. Instead of rushing this bill
to conclusion, we should give ourselves the
time we need to get the PATRIOT Act right. |,
along with some of my colleagues, have intro-
duced legislation that would allow us to reau-
thorize the existing PATRIOT Act authorities
for another 3 months, to take the time we
need to correct the many deficiencies still re-
maining in this conference report. | urge that,
instead of voting for a bad bill in order to meet
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an arbitrary deadline, my colleagues join me in
voting for more time to turn this into a better
bill.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE), a member of the
Judiciary and Transportation Commit-
tees.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, on 9/11, evil
terrorists, murderers, if you will, in-
spired and motivated by fanaticism and
hatred attacked our country and near-
ly 3,000 innocent Americans expired. It
would be a simple matter to overreact
to such an attack; but our response, for
the most part, Mr. Speaker, has been
thorough and deliberate.

The Judiciary Subcommittee on
Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Secu-
rity alone conducted nine hearings,
coupled with two additional hearings
before the full House Judiciary Com-
mittee. Other committees as well con-
ducted hearings. So this seems to me
refutes the charge that this act has
been hurriedly rammed through the
Congress.

I spoke earlier on this floor, Mr.
Speaker, of a constituent who urged
me to lead an effort to repeal the PA-
TRIOT Act. When I asked him to cite
examples where civil liberties had been
abused, he could offer none. Other op-
ponents of the act have likewise been
unable to document evidence of abuses.
Some have said, well, these points are
irrelevant. They are not irrelevant at
all, Mr. Speaker, when you are talking
to people who oppose the act, but yet
are unable to offer evidence to support
their opposition. I think it is relevant,
indeed.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I am going to
touch on a point that I think many
Americans have inadvertently ignored,
and that is the fact that there are in
excess of 360 ports in the United States
and this bill provides basic and much-
needed protection thereto. It is clear
that our ports and harbors are signifi-
cant and appealing targets for terrorist
attacks. We cannot afford to leave
these areas unprotected or hamstring
law enforcement efforts to provide
basic security against terrorists.

Mr. Speaker, I am not trying to be a
Chicken Little and shouting that the
sky is falling, but just because we have
not been attacked subsequently since 9/
11 does not indicate to me that these
terrorists, I call them murderers, they
are murderers, are asleep at the switch.
They are continuing to plot, and we
cannot turn a blind eye to them.

Is this act perfect? No. Not many
acts that find their way through this
Congress are perfect. But it is a piece
of legislation that should be enacted,
and I urge support.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the
President and his administration con-
tinue its rhetoric that anyone calling
for a withdrawal of troops or ques-
tioning the intelligence that led us
into the Iraq war is unpatriotic, while,
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on the other hand, using this war as an
excuse, a PATRIOT Act was passed
that recklessly violates our civil lib-
erties and attacks the very freedoms
our troops in Iraq are told that they
are fighting to protect.

This administration and the leader-
ship in this very House we are standing
in has tried every trick in the book to
spread the blame, pass the buck on this
misguided war. They continue to filter
the debate in our very own country and
to discredit those who disagree with
them.

This bill they want us to pass today
would continue to limit our constitu-
tional freedoms in our very own coun-
try. Though they did not seem to care
one bit about the facts before 9/11, they
now believe the United States will ben-
efit from hoarding insignificant and ill-
gotten information on innocent Ameri-
cans. They believe that this makes us a
safer Nation.

If you want to talk about dishonesty,
look at this administration’s policies
that have led us to ignore facts in
order to manipulate the very policies
that fly in the face of our own honesty,
and this is an administration that also
pays for ‘‘canned’ news overseas.

The real patriots have been those
who stand up and question the mis-
leading intelligence and dishonest tac-
tics that got us into this war, those
who have challenged the PATRIOT Act
and its impact on the civil rights and
civil liberties of every American. Actu-
ally, it is patriotic to question how the
PATRIOT Act affects the very rights
that we live under in this country of
ours.

Vote “no’” on this PATRIOT Act.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to remind
my colleagues that prior to 9/11 and be-
fore the USA PATRIOT Act in 2001, we
had this culture and legal problem
where law enforcement could not com-
municate whatsoever with intelligence.
This bill enabled us to finally, finally
connect the dots. I think this is very
important for all of us to keep in mind.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP),
a member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee.

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

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Georgia, and I thank
the chairman and Chairman SOUDER for
not only bringing the PATRIOT Act re-
authorization to the floor but includ-
ing these important meth provisions in
this legislation.

In rural east Tennessee, over 10 years
ago meth production showed up in a
real ugly way and spread like moon-
shine of 50 years ago, but 100 times
more lethal, through the mountains
and the hills. We attacked it with
a comprehensive State-Federal-local
partnership called the Southeast Ten-
nessee Meth Task Force and that grew
to the East Tennessee Meth Task
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Force, and now it is a statewide, state-
of-the-art, frankly, national model for
how to combat this problem; and we
were second in the country last year in
lab seizures.

One of the innocent results here,
though, of fighting meth and the pro-
duction of meth are the children that
are left in these homes. My colleague
from Tennessee, a Democrat from
Nashville, JIM COOPER, wrote legisla-
tion, and I was the original Republican
cosponsor, that creates a provision
funded at $20 million a year for the
next 2 years to deal with the children
that come out of these meth homes.

Over 10,000 children nationally be-
tween 2000 and 2003 came out of these
meth homes and became wards of the
State. In my State, 750 alone so far are
wards of the State. There was no social
service network for these children.
This creates that.

So we are not just attacking the
problem, but we are dealing with the
aftermath of this deadly plague on
America called methamphetamine pro-
duction. It is so responsible to include
it.

A second on the PATRIOT Act. In or-
dinary circumstances, it might not be
necessary. These are extraordinary cir-
cumstances, and it has been necessary.
The facts do not lie. If you listen to the
testimony of the attorneys general and
the prosecutors and you hear the cases,
you know the PATRIOT Act has defi-
nitely kept our country safer, safer,
since September 11.

We need to reauthorize it. We need to
be realistic. We cannot just pander or
engage in mythological discussions.
Deal with the realities. We have to do
certain things and communicate bet-
ter. The law enforcement personnel
have to have the tools and equipment
to safeguard our country from these
terrorists. This is the reality that we
face today. We can change this later if
we need to. Today, we need to reau-
thorize it and keep the teeth in Federal
law enforcement and keep the terror-
ists out of our country.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS).

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this conference report. All of us
are in agreement that the United
States government must do everything
it can do to effectively fight terrorism
and protect the American people from
another terrorist attack. There is no
debate about that. But some of us be-
lieve that with strong, well-trained and
well-funded law enforcement, we can in
fact protect the American people with-
out undermining the constitutional
rights that make us a free country.

In that regard, I am happy to say
that there has been a very strong com-
ing together of Members of Congress
and Americans from very different po-
litical perspectives, people who usually
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agree on nothing but who have come
together to protect the Constitutional
rights of the American people as we
fight terrorism.

We should be very proud that, on this
issue, such diverse groups as the ACLU,
the American Conservative Union, the
Gun Owners of America, the TU.S.
Chamber of Commerce, the American
Library Association and the American
Book Sellers Association have come to-
gether to say to Congress, please sup-
port the Senate version. And this is a
message that I hope all Members heed.

The simple fact of the matter is that
the original Senate bill is a far better
piece of legislation than what we are
looking at today, and that is the legis-
lation that we should pass.

Mr. Speaker, day after day, we hear
the Republican leadership telling us
about the virtues of small and limited
government, about how we have got to
deregulate almost everything and get
government out of our lives. In that re-
gard, are my Republican friends really
comfortable with allowing the FBI to
access Americans’ reading records, gun
records, medical records and financial
records without judicial approval; al-
lowing the FBI to search someone’s
home without probable cause and with-
out telling that person about the
search; allowing the FBI to serve a li-
brarian or a bookstore owner with a
section 215 order demanding records
without having to provide facts that a
person whose records are being sought
is involved in a terrorist investigation?

Please vote no on this conference re-
port.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. KELLER), a member of the Edu-
cation and Workforce Committee.

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

Mr. Speaker, reauthorizing the PA-
TRIOT Act before it expires on Decem-
ber 31 is literally a matter of life or
death because it is helping us to win
the war on terrorism.

Since we passed the PATRIOT Act in
2001, we have convicted 212 terrorists,
and we have frozen $136 million in ter-
rorist assets. Passing the PATRIOT
Act is purely a matter of common
sense. Is it not common sense that we
give law enforcement the same tools to
go after terrorists as they now have to
go after Mafia dons and drug dealers?
Is it not common sense that we can
now share data between the intel-
ligence community and the law en-
forcement community? Is it not com-
mon sense that we can now track dead-
ly terrorists even though they cross ju-
risdictional lines or switch cell phones?

Now, some Members of Congress
want to postpone this legislation or
even filibuster it. The worst thing that
these critics can say about the PA-
TRIOT Act is that supposedly law-abid-
ing citizens will have their book store
and library habits monitored. That is a
totally bogus allegation. In reality, a
prosecutor seeking this information
must go before a federal judge, get a
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court order and prove that it is a mat-
ter of international terrorism. Now,
how many times has that happened
since we first passed the PATRIOT Act
in 2001? Exactly zero according to the
U.S. Attorney General.

I urge my colleagues to vote yes on
the PATRIOT Act and yes on the un-
derlying rule.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, true pa-
triots need not hide behind the flag nor
apply phony titles to cover the mis-
guided purposes of their legislation.

From its origin, this grossly mis-
named PATRIOT Act has cloaked its
weaknesses by implying that its oppo-
nents are ‘‘un-patriots’ as in ‘‘unpatri-
otic.” This is all part of a troubling
pattern: secret prisons, sneak and peek
searches, gag orders, redefining torture
to exclude cruel and degrading punish-
ment, extraordinary rendition, comb-
ing through library records, and even
attempting to misuse our military to
Spy on religious groups.

These acts debase our American val-
ues. This bill should be rejected be-
cause it fails to strike the proper bal-
ance between the security we demand
and the liberties that we cherish.

Yes, Vice President CHENEY has sud-
denly emerged from his secure, undis-
closed location and taken pause from
his campaign to preserve torture in
order to enthusiastically embrace to-
day’s bill. But intrusive, invasive pow-
ers in the hands of a few with little
oversight and no accountability is a
formula for wrongdoing. We should not
surrender our liberties to any Adminis-
tration. Retreating to such abusive
tactics is weakness, not strength.

We should not add even more powers
to an Administration that has so often
been willing to abuse its existing
power, nor should we add more author-
ity to an Administration that has
acted in authoritarian ways. Real pa-
triots understand that an all-powerful
government can undermine our secu-
rity just as surely as a dangerous reli-
gious fanatic.

And all of this is occurring when the
bipartisan 9/11 Commission, the citi-
zens’ commission that this Administra-
tion fought every step of the way, is
giving the Administration and this Re-
publican Congress one F after another
for not protecting our families. In-
stead, we get this kind of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, authoritarianism is not
born full-bodied. It is conceived in
small injustices, which tolerated over
time become irreversible. Benjamin
Franklin understood when he said,
“Those who would give up essential
Liberty, to purchase a little temporary
Safety, deserve neither Liberty nor
Safety.”

This much is certain, each day of this
Administration brings more news of
both deaths of true patriots abroad and
more abuses of our values by those who
claim to be patriots at home. This is an
Administration where the ends always
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seem to justify the means. But their
“ends’ too often betray our safety, and
their ‘“‘means’ forsake our values.

To those who promote this misguided
act, pull down your false colors; raise
the American flag of freedom. Reject
this bill.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 15 seconds.

I want to remind the gentleman from
Texas that this latest 9/11 Commission
so-called report card gave us an F for
failing to reveal the amount of intel-
ligence spending to the terrorists. So if
that is the kind of report card he is
talking about, then I am proud of that
F.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of this rule but in oppo-
sition to the underlying bill, the so-
called PATRIOT Act, the USA PA-
TRIOT Act.

I supported the PATRIOT Act when
it was first passed and would do so
again. I support the war on radical
Islam. Our country is under attack and
under grave threat. But my original
support was based on the inclusion of 4-
yvear sunsets in those sections of the
PATRIOT Act, those sections that
drastically expanded the police and in-
vestigative powers of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

That is what was included in the
original PATRIOT Act. Instead, the
current legislation before us makes
permanent the expansion of police pow-
ers which were meant to be only tem-
porary until this war was over. Of the
16 sunset provisions, sections sunsetted
in the original 2001 bill, the current
conference committee report estab-
lishes 4-year sunsets on only two of
those 16. The rest of the expanded po-
lice powers are being made permanent,
the most drastic permanent expansion
of these powers being section 213, the
sneak and peek section; the section 205,
the secret search section; and section
214, which permanently eliminates
probable cause needed for the use of
eavesdropping devices.

I would support redoing the PA-
TRIOT Act as originally came forward.
As the war on terrorism continues, I
can support these expanded powers.
However, this effort to use the war as a
way to alter forever the balance of per-
sonal liberty and legitimate restraints
on government power should be de-
feated. Long after the war on terrorism
is won, under permanent sneak-and-
peek rules, American citizens will have
their homes and businesses searched
without court order and without legal
notification for a month after that
search is conducted. Long after the
threat of Islamic extremism is over,
under permanent secret search rules,
Americans will have their business
records, phone records, credit records
and computer files seized without a
judge issuing a warrant based on prob-
able cause. Long after the crisis we
face today, under permanent eaves-
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dropping rules, American citizens will
have their phone conversations mon-
itored without a warrant.

There is no excuse in peacetime to
give our police and our investigative
agencies wartime powers, and that is
what we are doing here. There have
been a few improvements in the bill
but not enough improvements, as far as
I am concerned, for us to support it.
My central theme has always been
based on the need for periodic review
by Congress of all those dramatic ex-
pansions of police power that we are
giving our government now in order to
win this war on 