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President and Mrs. Clinton. Hispanic leaders
throughout the United States were invited to
attend this reception.

The Governor of Nevada appointed Liliam to
serve on the Martin Luther King, Jr. Holiday
commission. She also served on the Job
Training Coordinating Council and the United
States Governor's Workforce Development
Board. She is an active member of the Las
Vegas Latin Chamber of Commerce and the
Clark County Fair Advisory Council.

Her efforts for the State of Nevada have
been recognized through numerous awards.
She received the Outstanding Hispanic Award
from the Latin Chamber of Commerce. Liliam
was named as one of the Women of Achieve-
ment in Government and Politics by the Las
Vegas Chamber of Commerce. She was also
identified by the Nevada 125th Anniversary
Commission as one of the women who have
played a significant role in making Nevada
what it is today.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize
Liliam Lujan Hickey on the floor of the House
today. She is an outstanding example of serv-
ice and hard work not only to the Hispanic-
American community but to all southern Ne-
vadans.

———

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION
REVISING THE NUMBER OF AS-
SOCIATE JUDGES OF THE SUPE-
RIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT
OF COLUMBIA

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it has become
necessary to introduce a bill that is necessary
for the Superior Court of the District of Colum-
bia to function as Congress intended. Federal
law requires that judges of the Superior Court
and the District of Columbia Court of Appeals,
Article | Courts, to be nominated by the Presi-
dent and approved by the Senate. This bill,
which is the companion bill to S. 2068 intro-
duced by Senator SUSAN COLLINS, will in-
crease the number of Superior Court judges
by 3 to 61 in order to allow the Superior Court
to function at the 58 judge level approved by
Congress. However, after the establishment of
the new Family Court Division, the Superior
Court was temporarily increased by three in
order to assist the transition because Con-
gress wanted to assure a full complement of
family court judges. However, no permanent
authorization reflecting the changes was ap-
proved. Consequently, as judges have retired
or otherwise moved on, the President has
continued to make nominations to fill each
judge’s seat. With no authorization for the nec-
essary number of authorized judges, an unin-
tended anomaly has resulted in Presidential
nominations but no actual vacancies because
the court is short three judges. Because as
many as nearly 2 years occur after the Senate
approval, lawyers are increasingly unwilling to
give up their practices to apply for judgeships
on the Superior Court, the trial court of juris-
diction for all criminal and civil matters in the
District of Columbia. The 15-18 month pipe-
line for confirming new judges has presented
the court with some serious concerns. With
such a long waiting period, private and solo
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practitioners, for example, who are among the
best qualified, are significantly deterred, and
the court loses judicial talent that would other-
wise be available.

The present anomaly has forced the Supe-
rior Court to use senior or retired judges inap-
propriately. Because they are retired, senior
judges take on particular cases or a full cal-
endar temporarily, for up to a year. However,
inasmuch as confirmed active or permanent
judges often cannot be immediately seated,
there is no judge to maintain the court’s 2 cal-
endars, one for criminal court and the other for
temporary restraining orders and warrants.
Consequently, several senior judges have
taken on this indispensable duty since 2003.
While senior judges, of course, take on cases,
they do so at their discretion. It should never
be the case that senior judges perform an im-
portant regular and vital function of the court
for years at a time.

| ask that this bill be approved to remedy
this problem in the D.C. court system that re-
sults entirely from congressional action.

—

INTRODUCTION OF THE CONGRES-
SIONAL TEACHER AWARD PRO-
GRAM ACT

HON. RUSH D. HOLT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, today | introduce
the Congressional Teacher Award Program
Act, establishing the Congressional Teacher
Award.

This is a moment for Congress to raise the
level of respect for teaching across the nation.
Although we cannot legislate that the nation
respect teachers for all the hard work that they
do day in and day out for the future of our na-
tion, Congress can use its leadership to take
a role in the cultural change required at this
time.

This act creates a bi-partisan, bi-cameral
Task Force to determine a nonprofit entity to
establish and operate the Congressional
Teacher Award. This award would be given
each academic year to highly-qualified, hard-
working teachers who change the lives of stu-
dents in each congressional district of the
United States, including the district of a Dele-
gate or Resident Commissioner to Congress.
As funds raised by the nonprofit entity allow,
awardees would also receive a scholarship to
attend a professional development opportunity
of their choosing.

The teachers receiving the award must be
certified, have been teaching for 5 consecutive
years in a public or private school elementary
or secondary school, and demonstrate a com-
mitment of service to his or her school, main-
tain high standards for students, and incor-
porate multiculturalism, technology, inter-
disciplinary studies, student relevance, and
current issues in lessons, classroom activities,
and special presentations. An application with
letters of recommendation would be required.

Each Member of Congress would get to cel-
ebrate a teacher in his or her district each
year. This continued focus on excellent teach-
ing will work to raise the level of respect for
teaching in America. Henry Booker Adams
said, “A teacher affects eternity; he can never
tell where his influence stops.”
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Congress does have influence; people and
nations take their lead from us, and it is time
that we lead the celebration of those who
helped us reach this professional level—our
teachers.

——————

IN RECOGNITION OF LEONARD
HALL’S 100TH BIRTHDAY

HON. JIM COSTA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize Leonard Hall of Armona, California
who will be celebrating his 100th birthday on
April 24, 2006.

Mr. Hall was born in 1906 to parents Clar-
ence R. Leonard and Ida Mae Hall. Leonard
learned at a young age the daily routine of life
on a farm. When he was in his early twenties,
Leonard began farming on his own. Soon his
business grew to include a dairy and he also
raised and sold cattle. Mr. Hall successfully
ran his business for about 80 years.

Leonard Hall once stated, “I think everyone
should give back something to the community
where they lived. How else are we going to
keep our memories alive?” These were not
words without substance—Mr. Hall is a great
advocate for his hometown and has financially
supported several important projects within
Kings County.

In remembrance of his wife Katherine, he
gave financial support to the Burris Park Mu-
seum in Hanford. The museum recognized the
gracious gift by dedicating the new wing of the
museum in her name. The Hanford Carnegie
Museum also benefited from Mr. Hall's gen-
erous donations. With his help the institution
was able to install a new foundation and also
introduce the original Beacon Oil office as an
historical exhibit.

Perhaps the most poignant of his contribu-
tions is the funding he provided to help restore
the Grangeville Church, which is known as the
first church of Kings County. For Mr. Hall, the
renovation was not just for the purpose of his-
torical preservation but it was a way for him to
honor the memory of his parents, who were
wed there at the turn of the century.

Leonard Hall’s generosity is his way of say-
ing thank you for all the wonderful memories.
During this momentous occasion of Leonard
Hall’'s 100th birthday, | would like to wish to
him and his family all the best. | would also
like to extend, on behalf of the residents of
Kings County, heartfelt appreciation and grati-
tude for Mr. Hall’s generosity that has helped
preserve the past for the generations of the fu-
ture.

IN HONOR OF DONALD R. KIRTLEY

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE

OF DELAWARE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
pleasure that | rise today to pay tribute to
Donald Kirtley, who was awarded the 2006
New Castle County Delaware Chamber of
Commerce’s Wallace M. Johnson Community
Service Award. Over the past 7 decades, Don
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has been committed to providing better oppor-
tunities for children, improving healthcare, and
expanding access to the arts for so many in
the community.

Don donates his time to a variety of organi-
zations in the State of Delaware, including a
20 year affiliation with the Boys and Girls Club
and a 25 year affiliation with the Grand Opera
House. He has been on the United Way of
Delaware’s Campaign Committee numerous
times and is a founding member and chairman
of the board of the Arts Consortium of Dela-
ware. His resume is truly amazing and all
Delawareans are thankful for Don’s service.

A telling quote comes from Julie Van
Blarcom, Chairwoman of the Arts Consortium
of Delaware, who said “He’s an old-fashioned,
committed volunteer.” Don contributes count-
less hours to different causes and makes
every organization he is involved with a top
priority.

Currently, Don is in his 2nd year as the
chairman of the board of the Delaware Com-
munity Foundation (DCF), an umbrella organi-
zation that oversees many of the community
service organizations in Delaware.

| congratulate and thank Don for all of his
contributions to the State of Delaware. He is
an exemplary citizen and a proud American. |
am pleased to call Don a friend and am im-
pressed by his dedication to the causes in
which he so strongly believes. Thank you,
Don, for all you have done and continue to do
for people of our State.

——————

PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE NEVADA
CANCER INSTITUTE

HON. JON C. PORTER

OF NEVADA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the Nevada Cancer Institute and their
team of dedicated professionals who are com-
mitted to advancing the frontiers of knowledge
of cancer through research and providing
world-class cancer services to Nevadans and
people throughout the Southwest. The facility
opened late summer 2005, and this month the
new John Robert Murren Research Wing will
be dedicated.

It is the overarching goal of the Nevada
Cancer Institute to become a National Cancer
Institute Designated Comprehensive Cancer
Care Center. Facilities awarded this designa-
tion not only must perform first-rate research
and exceptional patient care, but they must
also demonstrate that the close integration of
research and clinical efforts fosters an envi-
ronment that stimulates new discoveries, and
translates these discoveries quickly into better
care to patients. Research in the area of can-
cer control and programs in community out-
reach and education are also essential for
comprehensive status. With the opening of a
new research wing and implementation of
groundbreaking methods of prevention, detec-
tion and treatment of cancer, the Institute is
well on its way to receiving this honor.

Designated by the State Legislature as the
official Cancer Institute for the State of Ne-
vada, the Nevada Cancer Institute is a col-
laborative, statewide effort involving concerned
citizens, the oncology community, academic
leaders, legislators, corporations, healthcare
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advocates, and cancer patients and their fami-
lies. The Institute is wholly committed to offer-
ing the residents of Nevada a facility that of-
fers the most current and most advanced can-
cer treatment options.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize the
Nevada Cancer Institute on the floor of the
House today. | commend them for their efforts
in fighting cancer and wish them the best with
their new research wing.

———

CASE WESTERN RESERVE
UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF LAW

HON. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 6, 2006

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, during a
conference of October 7, 2005, titled “Torture
and the War on Terrorism” Case Western Re-
serve University School of Law facilitated dis-
cussions with legal scholars from across the
country focused on international law. The con-
ference culminated in adoption of The Cleve-
land Principles, which express the view that
acts of torture should never be used or justi-
fied as a tool of the Global War on Terror.

International law establishes a normative
framework to advance international peace and
security. The reciprocity of international law
protects Americans abroad as well as individ-
uals within the control of our government. |
commend Case Western Reserve University
School of Law for its leadership on this issue
and | would like to enter into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, The Cleveland Principles.

THE CLEVELAND PRINCIPLES OF INTER-
NATIONAL LAW ON THE DETENTION AND
TREATMENT OF PERSONS IN CONNECTION
WITH “‘THE GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR”’

INTRODUCTION

In the context of revelations about the
mistreatment of detainees at U.S. detention
centers in Guantanamo Bay, Iraq, and Af-
ghanistan; the practice of ‘‘irregular ren-
dition” as a means of outsourcing torture;
the existence of US-created ‘‘black sites”
where ‘‘ghost detainees’ are interrogated
abroad; and the content of the leaked ‘“White
House Torture memos’’—the Cleveland Prin-
ciples were adopted by the undersigned ex-
perts who took part in the ‘‘Torture and the
War on Terror” Conference at Case Western
Reserve University School of Law in Cleve-
land, Ohio, on October 7, 2005. The Principles
have been endorsed by the numerous other
experts whose names are also listed below.
The undersigned include current and former
high-ranking government, military, and
international organization officials, promi-
nent academics, and leading practitioners in
the field—representing all ends of the polit-
ical spectrum. The Principles are intended as
a clear restatement, written in plain
English, of the fundamental international
legal rules that apply to the treatment of
persons in connection with the so-called
““Global War on Terror.” The goal was to
produce a text that would be easy for the
American public, members of the military,
and members of Congress to understand—a
text that would unambiguously spell out
that in the context of the Global War on Ter-
ror, there is no law-free zone, torture can
never be justified; outsourcing torture is un-
lawful; and that government personnel may
be criminally liable for involvement in acts
of torture.

April 6, 2006

THE CLEVELAND PRINCIPLES

Principle 1: With respect to the ‘Global
War on Terror,” there is no law-free zone.

International Law (which includes Inter-
national Humanitarian Law, International
Human Rights Law, and International Crimi-
nal Law) applies to all contexts and persons
in the “Global War on Terror.”

The ‘““Global War on Terror’ is not in its
entirety an armed conflict. When, and for so
long as, the ‘““‘Global War on Terror’” does
manifest itself in armed conflict, the rights
of persons detained and the obligations of de-
taining authorities, are governed by Inter-
national Humanitarian Law, including the
Geneva Conventions of 1949 and the Addi-
tional Protocols to the Geneva Conventions.

International Human Rights Law, includ-
ing the Convention Against Torture and the
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, also
applies to situations of armed conflict, to
the extent that its provisions are not incon-
sistent with applicable international human-
itarian law.

Whenever persons are detained outside the
factual framework of armed conflict, inter-
national humanitarian law is not applicable
and international human rights law, includ-
ing the Convention Against Torture and the
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, ap-
plies instead.

Principle 2: Whenever there is any doubt
about whether an individual apprehended in
the Global War on Terror is entitled to Pris-
oner of War status, the decision must be
made on a case-by-case basis by a competent
tribunal.

Persons who do not qualify for POW status
under the Third Geneva Convention are still
entitled to humane treatment and the other
applicable guarantees of the Fourth Geneva
Convention.

In addition, such persons must not be sub-
ject to acts of torture or to cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment, in accordance with
the Torture Convention.

Principle 3: Nothing in the ‘“‘Global War on
Terror’” can justify violating the prohibition
on committing acts of torture or cruel, inhu-
man or degrading treatment.

Interrogation in the context of the “Global
War on Terror,” whether conducted by mili-
tary personnel or intelligence agents, and
whether conducted inside or outside of the
State’s territory, must never cross the
boundaries of humane treatment.

Principle 4: Use of so-called ‘‘irregular ren-
dition” as a means of outsourcing torture to
third countries is unlawful.

No person acting as an agent of a govern-
ment may participate in the transfer of any
person to any country for interrogation
where there are substantial grounds for be-
lieving that the person would be in danger of
being subject to torture or to cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment.

Diplomatic assurances from the receiving
State that the person will not be subjected
to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment are not a sufficient basis upon
which it may be determined that such treat-
ment or punishment will not be imposed,
where the receiving State has demonstrated
a history of engaging in such treatment.

Principle 5: Governments and Government
personnel are obligated to strictly adhere to
the international law applicable to the
“Global War on Terror” as set forth in the
above principles.

States are responsible under international
law for violations of these principles com-
mitted by the Government’s personnel or
agents, or by private parties exercising tra-
ditional government functions with the Gov-
ernment’s acquiescence, whether the act oc-
curs in the territory of the State or outside
the territory of the State.
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