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The House met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CAMPBELL of California).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 13, 2006.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
CAMPBELL to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. BACA) for 5 min-
utes.

——————

HATE CRIMES

Mr. BACA. Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker. The topic I want to talk
about this morning is hate crimes. As
immigration debate has intensified,
white supremists, neo-Nazis, and other
racists have increased their efforts to
spread the racist message. White
supremists have not simply expressed
racist convictions but have urged oth-
ers and white Americans generally to
fight back against perceived invasion
of white United States by Hispanics
from Mexico. The rhetoric has grown

increasingly by radicals, and their suc-
cess is spreading and has been coupled
with a rise in hate crimes across our
country. And I state, across the coun-
try.

Police reports document a growing
number of acts of violence by far right
extremists against Hispanics regardless
of their status as citizens, whether
they are profiling them, making re-
marks, creating different kinds of atti-
tude and atmosphere and hate. The
Anti-Defamation League, a nonprofit
that fights anti-Semitism and other bi-
ases, put out a report last month that
said hateful and racist rhetoric aimed
at Latino immigrants had grown to a
level unprecedented in recent years.

The report detailed numerous exam-
ples of hate crimes, including two men
in Tennessee who were sentenced to
prison in December for shattering a
window and painting Nazi symbols in a
local Mexican market. Near Houston,
two white teenagers were arrested in
April accused of beating a Latino
youth and sodomizing him with a pipe.
Days later on Long Island, a white teen
was accused of threatening two Latinos
with a machete and a chain saw. Police
say ethnic slurs were used in each case.

We must condemn these kind of acts
and work to promote a unified Amer-
ica, work to promote a unified Amer-
ica. Even the President has warned us
of the dangerous rhetoric being used in
discussions on immigration. During his
speech last month he noted, ‘“America
needs to conduct this debate on immi-
gration in a reasonable and respective
tone. We cannot build a unified coun-
try by inciting people to anger or play-
ing on anyone’s fear or exploiting the
issue of immigration for political
gains.” And I state, exploiting it for
political gains.

The white supremists are employing
sophisticated techniques to spread
their message over the Internet includ-
ing blogs, chat rooms, and racist and
violent video games. And as you can

see by the poster out here, Border Pa-
trol, I recently heard about a racist
game distributed freely on the Internet
called the ‘‘Border Patrol” that en-
courages Dplayers to shoot at immi-
grants as they cross the United States,
as you can see right here. These games
first surfaced in the year 2002, but have
come up once again and aimed at im-
migration debate.

The Border Patrol games. In the
game the Border Patrol, Mexican
Americans are incarcerated and pre-
sented with disgusting and harmful
stereotypes. The game does not present
them as hard-working individuals who
come to this country, like any other
who has come to this country before,
to build better opportunity. This coun-
try is built on immigrants, and many
individuals come here for that reason,
not for the reason displayed in this
Border Patrol display that we have out
here.

People have come to contribute to
our country and will continue to come
to contribute to this country because
they believe in America and its prin-
ciples and what it stands for. Instead,
you can see from the poster that Mexi-
can American immigrants are labeled
as bandoleer-wearing Mexican nation-
alists, tattoo-touting drug smugglers,
and pregnant breeders who must be
kept out at any cost.

In the second poster, as you can see
out here, Border Patrol 2, as you can
see by the second poster the object of
the Internet game Border Patrol is to
shoot Mexican immigrants as they try
to cross the borders into the United
States. Here, again, we are talking
about hate crimes, attitudes and be-
havior by individuals. Here, a family is
being targeted as they rush past a sign
that reads, ‘“Welcome to the United
States.”” The sign contains the Amer-
ican flag in which the stars rep-
resenting 50 states have been replaced
with a Jewish Star of David, and a
small sign that appears below that
says, ‘“Welfare Office” with an arrow.
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These games are not only obscene, it
incites anger and violence in the minds
of children and creates attitude and be-
havior changes. Psychologically then
people begin to think in terms of
hating anyone of color. And when you
hate people of color, you demonstrate
hate and anger. The fact that the na-
tional immigration debate is fueling
their efforts in is downright scary.

Border Patrol is one of several racist
computer games that hate groups are
currently offering for sale or download
on the Internet. Other games like Eth-
nic Cleansing, Drive By 2, and African
Detroit Cop were created to further
racism, anti-Semitic, and other opin-
ions.

These images on poster number three
is Save The Last Dance. This image
contains an altered movie poster. The
actual film featured an interracial ro-
mance between teenagers. As you note
in the version of this poster, the Afri-
can-American male is depicted by a go-
rilla. The poster also spreads a tradi-
tional anti-Semitic attack that blames
Jews for controlling the American
media and suggests that a film about
interracial tolerance and mutual re-
spect is somehow Jewish propaganda.
The most obvious message of this post-
er is that the way to deal with mem-
bers of minority groups, as well as
whites who have relationships with
them, is with violence.

It only takes one individual with
hate in his heart to act on these no-
tions. For us, that is a very real con-
cern as the national discussion on im-
migration continues to gain momen-
tum. We cannot have this debate at the
expense of the safety of immigrants in
our communities and total Americans
who are here in the United States.

I understand that not everyone in
Congress agrees with a more inclusive
vision of the American family or the
American dream to be here in the
United States and to have what every-
body else has and to build a better life
for themselves. Instead of recognizing
the needs for real comprehensive immi-
gration reform, some Republicans have
viewed this issue to play on people’s
fear and exploit the debate for their po-
litical gains. I hope that people under-
stand what is going on now and at the
national level.

EXTREMISTS DECLARE ‘OPEN SEASON’ ON IMMI-
GRANTS: HISPANICS TARGET OF INCITEMENT
AND VIOLENCE

OVERVIEW

As the public debate over immigration re-
form has taken center-stage in American
politics and public life, white supremacists,
neo-Nazis and other racists have declared
‘‘open season’’ on immigrants and attempted
to co-opt and exploit the controversy by fo-
cusing their efforts—and their anger—on the
minority group at the center of the con-
troversy: Hispanics.

As a result, to a level unprecedented in re-
cent years, America’s Latino immigrant pop-
ulation has become the primary focus of
hateful and racist rhetoric and extreme vio-
lence—aided, abetted and encouraged by
America’s white supremacist and racist hat-
ers.

Spurred in recent weeks by the debate on
Capitol Hill and the groundswell of grass-
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roots activism in support of America’s immi-
grant community, extremists have become
increasingly emboldened by, and fixated on,
the controversy over immigration policy, en-
couraging their supporters to capitalize on
the issue by encouraging antiimmigrant ac-
tivism, and even violence against all His-
panics.

While white supremacists have for many
years attempted to exploit rising anti-immi-
gration sentiments in the U.S., the level and
intensity of their attacks against Hispanics
has reached dangerous new highs, with right-
wing extremists joining anti-immigration
groups, distributing anti-immigrant propa-
ganda and holding frequent antiimmigration
rallies and protests.

As a result, Hispanics, regardless of their
citizenship or immigration status, increas-
ingly are becoming the targets of hatred and
violence from hardcore white supremacists.

Racists ranging from neo-Nazis to Klans-
men to racist skinheads are among the most
active anti-immigration activists in the
country. Motivating their actions is the core
conviction of modern white supremacist ide-
ology: That the white race itself is threat-
ened with extinction by a ‘‘rising tide of
color” controlled and manipulated by Jews.

This following report examines the recent
record of extreme rhetoric and violence from
white supremacist groups and their followers
that has played out against the backdrop of
the immigration debate in America.

WHITE SUPREMACIST ANTI-IMMIGRATION
PROTESTS

White supremacists have taken to the
streets in a deliberate attempt to attract
publicity and to exploit and co-opt the na-
tional discussion on immigration for their
own hateful purposes. Viewing immigration
as a ‘‘wedge’ issue through which they be-
lieve they can foist their racist and anti-Se-
mitic views on the American public, and at-
tract recruits and attention for themselves,
white supremacists have organized a number
of rallies and protests with anti-immigration
and anti-Hispanic themes.

Many of the extremist events have taken
place in southern states. There, white su-
premacists hope to exploit anti-immigration
sentiment that has risen as a result of a sig-
nificant influx of Hispanic immigrants, pri-
marily agricultural workers, into areas of
the South that had never before had a sub-
stantial Hispanic population.

Demonstrations, rallies and other events
taking place in spring 2006 included:

In Seattle, Washington, and Las Vegas, Ne-
vada, members of the neo-Nazi National Van-
guard held anti-immigration protests on
May 20. On its Web site, the National Van-
guard declared that day to be a ‘‘day of pro-
test against George W. Bush’s plan to de-
stroy America,” calling the president’s im-
migration proposals a ‘‘sellout of the na-
tion.” In Seattle, neo-Nazis appeared along
Interstate 1-5, displaying signs for motorists
stuck in traffic to read. In Las Vegas, white
supremacists held a small rally in front of
the federal courthouse.

In Keene, New Hampshire, New England
members of the Arkansas-based neo-Nazi
group White Revolution held a self-described
‘“‘anti-invasion” demonstration on May 7 to
protest ‘‘the invasion of America by illegal
non white hordes.” Members of other white
supremacist groups, ranging from the Na-
tional Socialist Movement to the American
Front, also showed up.

In Russellville, Alabama, members of the
Alabama chapter of the Indiana-based Na-
tional Knights of the Ku Klux Klan held an
anti-immigration rally on May 6, yelling
“Let’s get rid of the Mexicans!”’ National
Knights leader Ray Larsen was on hand, tell-
ing the crowd that gathered that immigrants

June 13, 2006

“want you out of here because they want
this as their land.” After the rally, the
Klansmen burned a cross in a field outside of
town.

In Montgomery, Alabama, the neo-Confed-
erate group League of the South and the Co-
alition against Illegal Immigration together
organized an anti-immigration ‘Cinco de
Mayo” demonstration on May 5. Promoting
the event in his racist and anti-Semitic
newspaper First Freedom, Olaf Childress
wrote that he planned to be there, ‘“‘maybe
even with a baseball bat. Already got a
placard in mind: MEX GET THE HELL OUT
OF MY COUNTRY.” Childress did show up
with such a placard and a baseball bat, tell-
ing a local reporter that ‘“‘Jewish suprema-
cists” had a plan to abolish the borders of
the U.S. Other signs at the demonstration
displayed slogans such as ‘“‘multi-culturalism
is liberal insanity.” In Greenville, South
Carolina, the racist Council of Conservative
Citizens held an anti-immigration dem-
onstration on April 29 in front of the offices
of Republican Congressman Lindsey Graham,
where they burned Mexican flags and dis-
played signs such as ‘“More INS, Less IRS,”
“Vote for Pedro to Go Home,” and ‘‘I Didn’t
Fight in Iraq for Illegal Aliens.”

White supremacists also showed up to
counter events organized by immigration
and human rights activists, in particular the
May 1 ““Day without Immigrants’ events or-
ganized around the country by immigrant
rights activists. In San Angelo, Texas, mem-
bers of the Empire Knights of the Ku Klux
Klan showed up to counter local events. In
Dayton, Ohio, half a dozen members of the
neo-Nazi National Socialist Movement ap-
peared in Nazi uniforms at a pro-immigra-
tion march to protest, in their words, ‘‘the
illegal wetback scum and Shabbat goy mud
lovers.” In Madison, Wisconsin, in April,
members of the neo-Nazi New Order passed
out literature at an immigrant rights event
at the capitol.

Even where white supremacists have not
shown up in person, they have plastered
communities around the country with crude
anti-Hispanic and anti-immigration fliers. In
Bakersfield, California, for example, one
community was littered with National Van-
guard fliers that read ‘‘Civilization: One Job
Mexicans Won’t Do.”” Residents of Pasadena,
Texas, discovered racist fliers that urged
people to burn down the homes of people
thought to be illegal immigrants.

BORDER VIGILANTE GROUP EVENTS

Anti-immigration border vigilante groups
have also organized anti-immigrant events
around the country this spring. The largest
border vigilante group, the Minuteman
Project, held a reprise in April of their 2005
vigilante border patrols along the Arizona-
Mexico border, and followed up with a cara-
van that staged anti-immigration events
across the country. One Minuteman event in
Birmingham, Alabama, was organized by
Mike Vanderboegh, a former militia leader.
At the rally, an attendee distributed copies
of Olaf Childress’s racist and anti-Semitic
newspaper, First Freedom. Other anti-immi-
gration groups held rallies from Arizona to
Minnesota.

Anti-immigration groups have also turned
to publicity stunts. The Minutemen, for ex-
ample, declared on May 9 that they would
start building their own ‘‘border security
fence’ on private property along the border
with Mexico, unless the federal government
itself deployed the military or erected such
fencing. The Minutemen claimed that they
had received nearly $200,000 in donations to
build such a fence. Other border vigilante
groups have already begun or announced
similar projects.
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THE RHETORIC: DECLARING ‘‘OPEN SEASON’’ ON
IMMIGRANTS

White supremacists have not simply ex-
pressed racist convictions, but have urged
each other and white Americans generally,
to “‘fight back” against the perceived inva-
sion of the ‘“‘white” United States by His-
panics from Mexico.

The rhetoric in such pronouncements has
grown increasingly radical. ‘‘Beaner Brown
Supremacist Militias of Latino Communist
immigrants firmly intend to conquer [the
southwest],”” suggested a topic heading on
the white supremacist Legion of Saints mes-
sage board recently. ‘“Will White Americans
sit back, watch it happen & let them do it?
Or will White Americans ‘remember the
Alamo!?’”

Such voices are unfortunately hardly iso-
lated. Here are just a few recent examples:

Alabaman Larry Darby, a Holocaust denier
and candidate for Alabama attorney general,
recently stated in a May 3 interview on Ala-
bama Public Television that he wanted Na-
tional Guard troops on the border with or-
ders to ‘‘shoot to kill, absolutely . . . we are
at war, we are being invaded by a foreign
country, we are at war.”’

James Wickstrom and Frances Farrell, the
virulently racist and anti-Semitic hosts of
the ‘“Yahweh’s Truth” radio program,
blamed Jews for the immigration ‘“‘invasion’’
on his May 3 broadcast. Wickstrom claimed
that pro-immigrant marches were being or-
ganized and financed by ‘‘communist Jews’’
and the ‘“‘communist Catholic church,” and
that Jewish organizations are ‘‘criminal ac-
complices of these illegal aliens.” Farrell
suggested that ‘‘one attack on one of their
marches with automatic weapons or even
just rifles will put a stop to them and the
time’s coming when this is going to happen.”’

One member of an Aryan Nations faction,
“Pastor’” Jay Faber of Pennsylvania,
claimed on April 10 on the Aryan Nations
Internet forum that ‘I already know they
will not throw one of these stumpy little
brown beasts out of here, so for the amount
of guats in my area, I have at least 10 rounds
of ammunition for each of them.”

Aryan Nations faction leader August Kreis
in October 2005 claimed on his Web site that
“this infestation of cockroaches need depor-
tation or extermination!” If legal means of
‘“‘stopping this rising tide’’ were not enough,
“then these brown squat monsters should
begin to turn up dead all across Amerika . . .
We now have another game animal to add to
our list of available targets for our favorite
pastime, hunting, and we’ll declare perma-
nent open season on these dirty wetbacks!
From what I have heard through the grape-
vine the Skinheads and Klans across the
country are more than prepared for this type
of action. I say let’s play by state and see
which state can claim the most Kkills and let
the jewsmedia whores keep score!”’

Oregon National Socialist Movement lead-
er Jim Ramm wrote in June 2005 that ‘‘the
browner invasion is much like a cancerous
tumor that should of [sic] been removed. But
instead, it was allowed to grow and infect
other organs . . . as this brown disease rages
out of control the white patient faces racial
death.”

Kevin Strom, leader of the neo-Nazi Na-
tional Vanguard, gave a shortwave radio
broadcast in June 2005 in which he claimed
that ‘“These Mestizo invaders are so different
from us that by mixing with them or being
dispossessed by them we will cease to live,
we will cease to be ourselves or have a place
to exist to support the lives of our future
generations. And that is the crucial reason
why this invasion must be stopped.”’

‘“‘AliisioRex,”” a member of the neo-Nazi
web forum Stormfront, wrote in July 2005
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that ‘“‘they are barbarians, they are our en-
emies, they want to destroy our civilization
and we have to fight them. We need to orga-
nize better and be more open activists; oth-
erwise, I only see race war in the future.”
Another Stormfronter, ‘‘Strasser,” wrote in
November 2005 that ‘“White minorityhood on
a national level is a very real possibility.
How can White folk tolerate this? Do they
care that most minority populations become
a cultural hostage? What is the interest in
having their children a minority on a
mestizo dominated campus? Mestizo immi-
gration is going to force White America to
make some very important decisions.”

Such statements appear routinely on white
supremacist Web sites and in white suprema-
cist literature.

Perhaps the white supremacist most active
in explicitly advocating extreme violence
against Hispanics is New Jersey racist radio
talk show host Hal Turner. He reserves his
most extreme statements to urge violence
against illegal immigrants from Mexico:

May 3, 2006: Following the May 1 dem-
onstrations, Turner posted to his Web site a
145-page ‘‘ethnic cleansing manual’’ that he
said explained ‘‘in graphic detail why white
people need to prepare to ethnically cleanse
this nation and how to do it using force and
violence.”

October 31, 2005: ‘“‘Slowly but surely we are
headed toward the solution that I have been
advocating for years: kill illegal aliens as
they cross into the U.S. When the stench of
rotting corpses gets bad enough, the rest will
stay away.”

October 11, 2005: ‘“‘For years I have been
publicly advocating on my radio show and
this web site, that Mexican illegal aliens be
shot dead as they cross into the U.S. ille-
gally . . . I plant the seeds verbally and the
seeds grow in the minds of others . .. I am
proud to advocate even more killings!”’

July 15, 2005: ‘I once again advocate ex-
treme violence against Mexicans . . . Once
they’re dead, their heads should be cut off
and put on pike poles as a warning to oth-
ers.”

May 17, 2005, responding to news that a res-
taurant owned by the mayor of Denver had
employed an illegal alien who allegedly mur-
dered a police officer: *‘. . . his policy of af-
fording sanctuary to other illegal aliens
makes Mayor John Hickenlooper worthy of
being killed. I sincerely hope that someone
takes a rifle with a scope and puts a bullet
through [his] head.”

May 15, 2005: “‘I advocate extreme violence
against illegal aliens . . . I think it would be
terrific to trap them by their ankles in steel
bear traps then beat them to death when you
return and find them in the trap . . . Oh, if
any American sides with the illegals—like a
big mouth politician or a politically correct,
ass-kissing local sheriff, lawyers, judges, or
the like—it would be a real public service to
kill them too!”

ANTI-IMMIGRATION GROUPS

The violent rhetoric has not come only
from explicitly white supremacist groups,
but also from members and leaders of anti-
immigration groups. Anti-immigration ac-
tivist Fred Puckett, the leader of ‘‘Minute-
man of One,” was caught on camera in late
April telling an undercover reporter for a
local Phoenix television station that ‘“‘once
you shoot a couple of these sons of bitches,
they’ll think twice.”

Perhaps most strikingly, Arizona anti-im-
migration activist Laine Lawless, who has
been associated with several border vigilante
groups and eventually started the group Bor-
der Guardians in 2005, sent an e-mail in April
to a prominent Ohio member of the neo-Nazi
National Socialist Movement, Mark Martin,
asking him to pass its contents on to his
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white supremacist contacts. Martin did so,
forwarding the message to several white su-
premacist forums on Yahoo and Usenet in
early April, but unfortunately for Lawless,
Martin ignored the part of her message
which read, ‘‘Please don’t use my name,”’
and instead forwarded the message in full.

Lawless’s e-mail, titled, ‘“‘“how to get rid of
them,” urged a variety of intimidating,
harassing, and even illegal and violent tac-
tics to intimidate immigrants into leaving
the U.S., including cutting down the broad-
cast tower for a Spanish language radio sta-
tion near Phoenix and stealing money from
illegal aliens. ‘I hear the red necks in the
South are beating up illegals as the textile
mills have closed,” she wrote. ‘“Use your
imagination.”

Lawless’s suggestions were consistent with
previous statements she had made, including
a late March posting to an anti-immigration
Internet forum in which she wrote that “my
Southern friend tells me the rednecks in the
South just beat [illegal aliens] up. Unfortu-
nately, there are too many of them to use
that tactic there any more.”

Earlier, in February, Lawless posted to a
Texas Minuteman message forum that ‘“We
need borders to . . . preserve our culture, in-
stead of accepting any kind of flotsam and
jetsam that seeks to float into our terri-
tory.”

Mark Martin himself seemed willing to
personally engage in intimidating tactics. In
early May, he admitted in a Google Internet
forum that he and another member of the
National Socialist Movement had passed out
racist fliers in Covington, Ohio, at houses
“surrounding a suspected illegal Mexican
jobsite.” The two neo-Nazis also approached
workers at the jobsite and demanded to see
identification from them. When workers re-
fused, Martin allegedly told one of them that
he ‘“‘was an illegal, wetback who was stealing
American jobs and . . . spreading disease.”
Workers called the police, who told the neo-
Nazis to leave or be charged with harass-
ment.

THE VIOLENCE: GROWING NUMBER OF ASSAULTS

Not surprisingly, white supremacists have
not limited their actions to hateful or even
violent rhetoric. The past several years have
seen a growing number of violent assaults
and attacks by white supremacists against
legal and illegal Hispanic immigrants, as
well as Hispanic American citizens. The
crimes have ranged from vicious vandalism
to brutal assaults and murders. In most
cases, the perpetrators did not even know
the victims, but targeted them solely be-
cause of their appearance.

Only a minority of hate crimes are com-
mitted by ideological extremists, but such
extremists have committed some of the
worst hate crimes in America. The increased
willingness of such white supremacists, espe-
cially racist skinheads, to attack Hispanics
represents a dangerous and disturbing trend.

Here are some of the hate crimes com-
mitted by white supremacists against His-
panics in the U.S. in the past three years.

April 29, 2006, New York. A teenager was
arrested in East Hampton, Long Island, after
he allegedly threatened a Hispanic teenager
with a machete and chased a second teenager
with a chain saw while shouting racial epi-
thets. Described by classmates as a skin-
head, the alleged perpetrator had previously
posted to the Internet photographs of him-
self posing as a Nazi and adorning a shed
with swastikas. He and two others, whom po-
lice have allegedly linked to the incident,
were suspended from school.

April 22, 2006, Texas. David Henry Tuck. 18,
and Keith Robert Turner, 17, were arrested
and charged with aggravated sexual assault
in the brutal attack of a teenage Hispanic
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high school student in Houston. The victim
was beaten and sodomized with a plastic pipe
from a patio umbrella, then kicked in the
head with steel-toed boots. He was left with
head wounds and major internal injuries.
The victim had bleach poured on him and
was burned with cigarettes. Witnesses alleg-
edly stopped the attackers from carving
something onto the victim’s chest. Tuck is a
self-described skinhead who sports Nazi tat-
toos. In 2003, at age 14, Tuck and two adult
white supremacists were implicated in the
racially motivated beating of a Hispanic
man, according to court records and wit-
nesses. The two adults received federal and

state sentences for their role; juvenile
records are not public in Texas.
January 2006, California. Ryan Nicholas

Newsome, a member of the Another Order
white supremacist gang, pleaded no contest
on January 20, 2006, to assault charges in
Yuba County. He pleaded no contest to as-
sault with force likely to cause great bodily
injury with a criminal street gang enhance-
ment as a result of an August 2005 incident,
in which he and an associate allegedly as-
saulted a Hispanic man.

December 2005, Tennessee. A Blount Coun-
ty judge on December 1, 2005, sentenced
Jacob Allen Reynolds and Thomas Matthew
Lovett to four years in prison and six
months in prison (and two and a half on pro-
bation) respectively after they pleaded
guilty to vandalizing a Mexican food store in
Maryville on May 7, 2005, causing over $17,000
in damages. The men allegedly broke win-
dows and a refrigerator, vandalized a car,
and spraypainted Nazi symbols on the store.
Three others charged still await trial.

November 2005, Texas. Christopher
Chubasco Wilkins, a prison escapee, was re-
captured on November 5 and charged with
murdering three men in the Fort Worth area
during his month-long escape. Wilkins, who
is according to police a self-proclaimed white
separatist heavily tattooed with a variety of
white supremacist tattoos. including a por-
trait of Adolf Hitler, is alleged to have killed
two Hispanic men and one African-American
man by gunshots to the head. Police are ex-
amining a possible racial motive. Wilkins
had been living at a halfway house in Hous-
ton, after being released from federal prison,
and left the house without permission.

November 2005, Tennessee. A federal judge
sentenced former Klansman Daniel James
Schertz to 14 years in prison for selling pipe
bombs to a person he thought would use
them to kill Mexican and Haitian immi-
grants. The person turned out to be an un-
dercover informant. Schertz, a former cor-
rections officer and member of the North
Georgia White Knights of the Ku Klux Klan,
pleaded guilty to making five pipe bombs to
be used to blow up a bus carrying Mexican
workers. Later, Schertz expressed gratitude
that the government had stopped him, but
said, ‘“We should have people here who know
how to speak English. They are over here il-
legally and nothing gets done to them.”

October 2005, California. A Sacramento
man and two other suspects who allegedly
attacked and injured six people in a hate-
crime spree at two local parties were ar-
rested in the early morning of October 16,
2005. Ryan Marino, 22, posted bail from El
Dorado County Jail later Sunday after being
charged on four counts of assault with a
deadly weapon with an extenuating cir-
cumstance of a hate crime. He allegedly used

brass knuckles after shouting epithets
against Hispanics and proclaiming ‘‘white
pride” at a home Sunday evening. Party

attendees later identified Marino, who police
said crashed the parties with the intent of
“‘beating up Mexicans.”’

September 2005, Utah. A federal judge on
September 27, 2005, sentenced Lance
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Vanderstappen to 20 years in prison for try-
ing to kill a Hispanic man while in a holding
cell in July 2005 awaiting sentencing for a
racketeering charge. The victim had stab
wounds to his neck, throat and chest. In
court, Vanderstappen, a member of the noto-
rious Soldiers of Aryan Culture white su-
premacist prison gang, admitted that he tar-
geted the victim because he was Hispanic,
saying ‘I intentionally tried to kill him.”
Vanderstappen pleaded guilty to attempted
murder.

September 2005, New Jersey. Joseph
Schmidt of Little Egg Harbor received a sen-
tence of three years’ probation in September
2005 after pleading guilty in June to two
counts of bias intimidation, two counts of
aggravated assault, two counts of criminal
mischief, two counts of possessing weapons
for an unlawful purpose, and simple assault.
The charges were related to a string of at-
tacks on minorities, primarily Hispanics, in
Ocean County in 2003. Schmidt, a member of
the white supremacist skinhead group East
Coast Hate Crew, received a light sentence
because he had cooperated with authorities
in prosecuting other members of the group.
Three others involved in the incident plead-
ed guilty and one was acquitted. Others have
yet to go to trial.

July 2005, California. Four people, three
men and one woman, were arrested in River-
side, California, on July 11-12, 2005, charged
with making terrorist threats with a hate
crime enhancement. Some of the people ar-
rested had ‘“‘white pride” tattoos, according
to authorities, who also seized a variety of
white supremacist items. According to po-
lice, the suspects drove to a home and chal-
lenged several Hispanics there to a fight,
threatening them and using racial slurs. A
similar episode occurred the next night. Ac-
cording to ©police, the people arrested
claimed no particular group affiliation but
said they were proud to be ‘“‘members of the
Aryan race.”’

May 2005, Arizona. White supremacist
Steve Boggs was sentenced to death on May
13, 2005, for murdering three fast-food work-
ers in Mesa, Arizona, in 2002 during a rob-
bery. He had been convicted of three counts
of first-degree murder and various robbery,
burglary and kidnapping charges. Boggs shot
the victims, a Native American and two His-
panics, then stuffed their bodies into a freez-
er at the store. Boggs wrote to a Mesa police
detective that he had wanted to ‘‘rid the
world of a few needless illegals. I don’t feel
sorry.”” Another defendant still awaits trial.
According to prosecutors, the two men were
members of a small hate group they called
the Imperial Royal Guard.

May 2005, Texas. Two racist skinheads
pleaded guilty on May 5, 2005, to a racially
motivated beating of a Hispanic man in Jan-
uary 2003. Douglas Brannan of Hockley and
Mark Fletcher Smith of Spring, both sport-
ing many white supremacist tattoos, were
convicted of civil rights violations. The two
men, and a teenager, had attacked a His-
panic customer at a gas station, beating him
and kicking him with steel-toed boots until
he was unconscious while shouting ‘‘border
jumper,” ‘‘spic,” and ‘‘we Kkill people like
you.” Brannan received a five year sentence
and Smith a three year sentence.

December 2004, California. Ten racist
skinheads from Redlands and Riverside at-
tacked three Hispanics in the parking lot of
a topless bar on December 29, 2004. According
to police, they assaulted the men while
yelling racial slurs at them and identifying
themselves as members of skinhead groups.
No arrests have yet been made.

November 2004, Wisconsin. Mark Lentz of
Sheldon, Wisconsin, received a three-month
sentence and two years of probation, as well
as 40 hours of community service, after
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pleading no contest to a misdemeanor hate
crime. Lentz was the last of four racist
skinheads to be sentenced for luring a His-
panic man outside a bar in Waukesha, then
hitting him on the head with a bottle and re-
peatedly kicking him. Mark Davis II of Wa-
tertown earlier received a 3% year sentence
and two years of extended supervision, Kasey
Bieri received an 18-month jail term and
three years of probation, and Jeffrey
Gerloski received four months in jail and
two years probation.

June 2004, Texas. Ranch Rescue member
Casey Nethercott was convicted by a Texas
jury of felony firearm possession in connec-
tion with an attack on two illegal immi-
grants from El Salvador outside of
Hebbronville, Texas, in 2003. He was sen-
tenced to five years in prison. The two immi-
grants (now in the U.S. legally) successfully
sued Nethercott and others involved in the
incident for a total judgment of $1,450,000.

November 2003, Idaho. Aryan Nations mem-
ber Zachary Beck was arrested for felony
malicious harassment as a hate crime for at-
tacking a Hispanic male in the parking lot of
a supermarket after asking if the victim was
Mexican. While awaiting trial on that
charge, he was later re-arrested after alleg-
edly shooting at a police officer in Longview,

Washington, during a standoff. He still
awaits trial on the alleged crimes.

June 2003, California. Two racist
skinheads, Waylon Kennell and James

Grlicky, were convicted in separate trials for
the brutal beating of a Mexican migrant
worker in San Diego in the fall of 2003.
Grlicky was convicted of attempted murder,
conspiracy, robbery, assault and battery,
with a hate crime enhancement. Kennell was
convicted of assault causing great bodily in-
jury and battery with serious bodily injury.
According to the prosecutor in the case, the
two went hunting for a ‘‘beaner’ to beat and
rob. They kicked the victim in the head
around a dozen times, including
‘“‘curbstomping’ him—kicking down on the
back of the head when the victim’s open
mouth is placed against a concrete curb
(emulating a scene in the movie ‘‘American
History X’’). The victim suffered brain dam-
age as a result of the attack.

May 2003, New Hampshire. Aryan Nations
member Russell Seace, Jr., of Hampton
Beach, pleaded guilty on May 27 to being a
felon in possession of a firearm as part of a
plea bargain with the federal government. In
exchange for money, Seace had agreed to kill
a Hispanic inmate after he was released, in
retaliation for an alleged attack by the His-
panic man on a white prison inmate.

February 2003, Oregon. A  Mexican
landscaper in Beaverton was beaten with a
baseball bat, robbed, and told to ‘‘go back
home,” by a man with a shaved head and a
coat with “KKK” on it. Baseball bats are one
of the weapons preferred by racist skinheads.
Authorities posted a reward but were unable
to make an arrest in the crime.

ANTI-IMMIGRATION ACTIVISTS AND WHITE
SUPREMACISTS

It is not surprising that the most radical
anti-Hispanic sentiment is coming from
white supremacists; however, there are other
groups joining the anti-Hispanic crusade.
With mounting public awareness and concern
over illegal immigration in America, the
issue is also being exploited by extreme anti-
immigration activists, some of whom are
reaching out to white supremacists. The
rhetoric of these activists is largely aimed at
Mexicans, not other illegal aliens, and fre-
quently does not distinguish between Mexi-
cans and Mexican-Americans.

This extreme end of the anti-immigration
movement includes both anti-Hispanic hate
groups masquerading as immigration reform
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groups as well as vigilante border patrol
groups, who conduct armed patrols along the
borders of the United States. Several border
vigilantes have been arrested on weapons
charges. Casey Nethercott, for example, as-
sociated with border vigilante groups such as
Ranch Rescue and the Arizona Guard, is cur-
rently serving a five-year prison term on
weapons charges stemming from a 2003 inci-
dent in which he and others confronted and
assaulted two Salvadorans when on ‘‘patrol.”

The vigilante border patrol groups have op-
erated for several years but have expanded
greatly in the past twelve months, spurred
on by the media attention given to the so-
called ‘“‘Minuteman Project.” In April 2005,
Chris Simcox, who founded the Arizona-
based Civil Homeland Defense, a border vigi-
lante group, and Jim Gilchrist, based in Cali-
fornia, joined forces to create the Minute-
man Project, whose purpose was to gather
thousands of volunteers for a month-long
watch for illegal border crossers in Arizona.
The project, which was highly publicized
among right-wing extremists and white su-
premacists, attracted far fewer volunteers,
many of them armed, during its first week.
However, the publicity generated by the
event resulted in numerous Minuteman
chapters and spinoffs forming across Amer-
ica, even in states such as New York, Vir-
ginia, Vermont, and Illinois. These groups
use the same radical rhetoric: that the
United States is being ‘“‘invaded” by Mexi-
cans who must be stopped.

That message was clear at a three-day
summit, “Unite to Fight Against Illegal Im-
migration,” held in Las Vegas, Nevada, in
May 2005. More than 400 anti-immigration
activists gathered at the event to hear
speakers describe illegal immigrants as ‘‘the
enemy within” and ‘‘illegal barbarians,”
while suggesting that America was ‘‘at war”’
with illegal immigrants and urging people to
‘“‘take America back.”

Many of these anti-immigrant extremists
have switched their focus from the border to
day laborer centers, where they photograph
Hispanics whom they assume are illegal
aliens. This racial profiling has also occurred
at fast food restaurants and other businesses
where Hispanics are employed across the
United States. White supremacist and anti-
government groups continue to express in-
terest and take part in these activities, and
their rhetoric has become more and more
confrontational.

INTERNET VIDEO GAMES TARGET HISPANICS

Extremists have shown a renewed interest
in populating the Internet with links to
video games that target

Hispanics, portraying them not as produc-
tive contributors to society, but as objects of
scorn, derision and hate. Shoot-to-kill video
games such as ‘“‘Border Patrol,” a game cre-
ated in Flash that is easily accessible on the
Internet through extremist Web sites, have
become increasingly popular among those
opposed to immigration and are widely
shared among extremists in the United
States. This has especially been the case as
the national discussion over immigration
has gathered force.

In “Border Patrol”’—one of the more pop-
ular Flash games available on the Internet
through various extremist Web sites—the ob-
ject is to ‘“‘kill”’ caricatures of Mexicans as
they attempt to cross the border and gain
entry to the U.S.

Players control a gun and are charged with
killing stereotypical Mexicans. Targets in-
clude a ‘‘Mexican nationalist,”” who carries a
Mexican flag and a pistol; a ‘‘Drug smug-
gler,” wearing a sombrero and carrying a bag
of marijuana on his back; and finally a
“Breeder”’—a pregnant woman who has two
small children in tow. Aside from the
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virulently anti-Hispanic themes within the
game, it also hints at anti-Semitic myths
such as ‘“‘Jewish control” of the U.S. through
an image where the border is represented by
a bullet-ridden sign showing an American
flag whose 50 stars have been replaced by a
single Jewish Star of David.

Under this sign, another small sign directs
the Mexicans to a ‘‘Welfare Office.” The
player ‘“wins” when he or she has made 88
kills. The number 88 has significance to neo-
Nazis, who use it as shorthand for ‘‘Heil Hit-
ler” (‘“H” is the eighth letter of the alpha-
bet).

“Border Patrol” was first created in 2002
by the now-defunct website ‘“Zine 14, and
was soon being copied and distributed by ex-
tremists and others. In March 2003, the neo-
Nazi Aryan Nations group and Christian
Identity preacher James Wickstrom both
linked to copies of this game from the front
pages of their Web sites. In recent months,
the game has enjoyed a resurgence in popu-
larity, largely due to neo-Nagzis trying to
capitalize on the national immigration de-
bate. Neo-Nazi leader Tom Metzger posted
the game on his Web site, and other extrem-
ists have linked to it and promoted it on
fringe online discussion groups.

Games, music and cartoons are some of the
methods extremist groups rely on as part of
their efforts to reach a younger audience and
to expose them to their hateful ideas and be-
liefs. Cartoon-like Flash games are seen as
ideal for this task, because they are small
and easy to create and share over the Inter-
net, or enclose in an email message. In re-
cent years, extremist groups such as the neo-
Nazi National Alliance have also created
more sophisticated video games, such as
‘“Ethnic Cleansing,” a game available on CD-
ROM that also engages in the stereotyping
and demonizing of Hispanics. Their aim is to
attact unsuspecting users to extremist Web
sites, where they can be exposed to the mes-
sage and goals of the hate groups.

Such games are tools that extremists in-
creasingly use to desensitize people against
acts of violence, to portray hate crimes as
something to be celebrated, to dehumanize
America’s Hispanic population and to draw
attention to their cause using the new tech-
nologies available to them on the Internet.

———

IT IS TIME TO BRING OUR TROOPS
HOME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCNULTY) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, when
we debated the original Iragq war reso-
lution, the administration told us that
Iraq was stockpiling weapons of mass
destruction, that there were ties be-
tween Saddam Hussein and 9/11, and
that Iraq was within a year of having a
nuclear capability.

Fast-forward to the deliberations of
the 9/11 Commission. They concluded
that there were no weapons of mass de-
struction, no ties between Saddam
Hussein and 9/11, and no nuclear capa-
bility. Mr. Speaker, these votes weren’t
8-4 or 7-5, they were all 12-0 that the
very basis for the war did not exist.

When I go back home, Mr. Speaker,
and my constituents ask me to summa-
rize where we are in the war on terror,
I tell them this: As we approach the
fifth anniversary of the worst terrorist
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attack in the history of our country,
we have committed hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in Iraq. More important
than that, over 20,000 young Americans
have either been Kkilled or seriously
wounded going after Saddam Hussein,
who did not attack us, while Osama bin
Laden, who did attack us, is still alive,
free, planning another attack on our
country. That, Mr. Speaker, is the very
definition of failure in the war on ter-
ror. We went after the wrong guy.

But after the invasion, did we have a
responsibility to help the Iraqi people
build a new government and a new way
of life? The answer to that question is
yes. And we have fulfilled that obliga-
tion. We have helped them through not
one, not two, but three elections. It is
now time for the Iraqi people to stand
up and defend themselves.

There is a general rule of military
engagement that says that you do not
signal to your enemy what you are
going to do in advance. But there are
exceptions to every rule, and there are
two exceptions to this rule. Number
one is that the insurgents in Iraq are
using as a recruitment tool the argu-
ment that we have no intention of
leaving their country and that we are
going to steal their oil. And it is work-
ing! It is fueling the insurgency.

As for our friends in Iraq, those who
want this new government and new
way of life, they seem perfectly con-
tent to let our soldiers take all of the
enemy fire. The problem with security
in Iraq is not the system of training, it
is the fact that the Iraqis are not step-
ping forward to defend their own gov-
ernment.

So today, Mr. Speaker, my basic dis-
agreement with the President is this:
He says that we should stay in Iraq
until the Iraqis declare that they are
ready to defend their own country; and
I propose that we announce a timetable
for withdrawal, start withdrawing our
troops, and make our position very
clear to the Iraqis: If they want this
new government and this new way of
life, they have to come forward, volun-
teer, stand up, and defend it. Mr.
Speaker, it is time to bring our troops
home.

————
HATE CRIMES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GONZALEZ) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 212 minutes.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to address the House on an im-
portant issue that has already been ad-
dressed by my colleague Mr. BAcA, and
that is the power of words. And that is
all we really have here in this chamber,
and that is to address one another in a
respectful manner and engage in a good
faith debate about the merits or demer-
its of any particular issue.

Unfortunately, words can be harmful
and they can incite and be counter-
productive, and to be a disservice not
just to this institution but to the
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American people who are waiting for a
good faith debate on the important
issue of immigration.

However, this debate has been framed
in a certain manner, to appeal probably
to that rather unattractive underbelly
that is out there in society, and that is
bigotry and racism. And that is a true
danger. And when I say it is a dis-
service to this country, it is beyond a
disservice. It is going back in time.

A recent article that appeared this
Sunday regarding this debate pointed
out as follows, and this is so important
that it cannot be adequately empha-
sized:

Most Americans who are in favor of
stricter border enforcement are not
bigots. Far from it. But some politi-
cians and other public figures see an
opportunity to foment hate and
hysteria for their own profit. They are
embracing a nativism and xenophobia
that recall the 1920s when a State De-
partment warning about an influx
about filthy and unassimilable Jews
from Eastern Europe led to the first
immigration quotas, or the 1950s hey-
day of Operation Wetback when illegal
Mexican workers were hunted down
and deported.

We are a better Nation than we were
in the 1920s, we are a better Nation
than we were in the 1950s, but only if
we respect what this institution is all
about, and that is a good faith based
debate on the facts and the figures, and
not to appeal to an emotional part of
the human spirit that is not to be ad-
mired or promoted.

At this time I yield to my colleague,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, from the great State
of California.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my esteemed colleague, JOE
BAcCA, for taking the lead on this very
important issue, and to the gentleman
from Texas, CHARLIE GONZALEZ, for
yielding to me.

I also find it very disturbing that ex-
tremists are using the immigration de-
bate to stir up racial division and ha-
tred. Whether it is in the form of vio-
lent anti-immigrant video games, in
hate speeches, in racial slurs, in graf-
fiti, in our schools, or in political de-
bate, it is wrong.

I am here to ask you to ask our coun-
trymen to say enough is enough. It is
not a moral nor a decent way to treat
or speak about our fellow human
beings. Along with many of my col-
leagues, I implore individuals, families,
and communities all over the country
to stand up against this hatred.

——

THE BERLIN WALL AND THE WAR
ON TERROR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to call the attention of the House
to an anniversary that should not pass
without reflection. My colleagues, 19
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years ago, President Reagan stood in a
divided Berlin at the Brandenburg Gate
and challenged Mikhail Gorbachev to
“tear down this wall.” Today, as our
brave men and women in the Armed
Forces fight the global war on terror,
we should remember the determination
of President Reagan as he spoke those
words in a divided city and the inspira-
tion he brought to the people of Berlin
and to the world.

Asked how he felt about the wall,
President Reagan called it, quote, an
ugly scar on the face of Berlin, a city
of culture and history which was cele-
brating its 750th anniversary when
Reagan visited it.

Today we recognize that the ideology
of terror is an ugly scar on the face of
Islam, and in our struggle against it we
should bear in mind the lessons of the
Cold War, a struggle that bears a deep
resemblance and relevance to the glob-
al war on terror we wage today. Like
the Cold War and the global war on ter-
ror, we face an ideology rather than a
hostile state. Like communism, the
creed of terror is expansionist, uncom-
promising, and poses a threat to free-
dom loving people everywhere.

In waging war against such an ide-
ology, victory cannot be found on a
single Dbattlefield. The Cold War
stretched from Asia to Africa to the
very heart of Europe, just as our strug-
gle today reaches from the Philippines
to the mountains of Afghanistan to, as
we recently saw, our neighbor Canada.
Terrorism will strike wherever freedom
reigns, from London to Madrid, to a
quiet field in Pennsylvania.

The Cold War proved to be a
generational conflict, spanning dec-
ades, and the global war on terror may
prove an equally daunting task. But as
in the Cold War, the fanaticism of our
foes leaves no room for negotiation or
compromise. The global war on terror
is a fight we must win. The stakes are
far too high to fail.

At the time of his speech in Berlin,
the Soviet news agency called Presi-
dent Reagan’s words openly provoca-
tive and warmongering, while some
sources in the American news media
were no Kkinder. When President
Reagan called the Soviet Union an evil
empire, many criticized him for his
black and white point of view.

These criticisms sound familiar
today, but the verdict of history is in.
Within a decade of President Reagan’s
provocative speech, the Cold War ended
with freedom’s triumph.

Today, each news report of a bomb-
ing in which Iraqi women and children
are slaughtered is a glimpse of a new
evil empire of terror, reminding us that
evil is alive in the world and must be
opposed, the words of Edmund Burke
ring true: “The only thing necessary
for evil to triumph is for good men to
do nothing.”

I am proud to say that, as a Nation,
we are meeting that challenge, not
leaving evil unopposed. Last week we
won a major victory with the death of
the terrorist mastermind Abu Musab
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al-Zarqawi. Our Armed Forces and in-
telligence services deserve congratula-
tions for their fine work, along with
the first responders, border agents, and
other heroes at home who stand ever
vigilant hoping their services will
never be called into need.

My colleagues, in a generational
struggle like the one we face, we
should remember that we are the
strongest when we stand together. For-
tunately, we do not stand alone. We
stand with allies from across the world,
including many who have come face to
face with terror. As President Reagan
addressed his remarks in Brandenburg
to the people of Eastern Europe, let us
remember that those living under op-
pression or fear of terrorism will be
heartened by the determination we
show in this fight.

During his visit to Berlin 19 years
ago, President Reagan was struck by
the words of a young Berliner who had
spray painted on the wall that divided
the city: ‘“This wall will fall. Beliefs
become reality.”

America has always been a beacon of
hope, a living example of the trans-
formative power of freedom. As the
people of Berlin took up sledge-
hammers against the infamous wall
and broke Communist’s grip on the
city, Americans know that as freedom
and democracies take root in the new
Iraq, when we see ink-stained fingers
raised in defiance of threats, the people
of the Middle East and the world will
demolish terror with their ballots, and
freedom will again triumph.

————
HATE CRIMES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank
Congressman BACA for bringing us to-
gether to acknowledge that hateful
speech generates hateful acts. And I
hope that we will have an opportunity
as we discuss the immigration pathway
for so many who are claiming Amer-
ica’s dream that we will bring the tone
down. Let me applaud the community
of Houston where I come from where
we are establishing weekly meetings
called Houston’s Unity Effort on Immi-
gration.

Let me tell how immigration and
hateful talk can generate ugly acts.
The sodomizing of a teenager by Anglo
youth, white youth, a Hispanic youth
when the piquing comments about im-
migration were rising to the worst that
we could hear. That young man now
lays in a hospital bed recuperating, and
I have asked for an Attorney General
investigation as to the violation of his
civil rights. Or, as been said, a video
game that gives the highest points to a
dead Mexican pregnant woman coming
over the border. That is a lack of un-
derstanding and sensitivity. And just
recently in Round Rock, Texas where a
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bailiff called a young teenager who
simply wanted to express their con-
stitutional rights in walking out of a
high school to claim some sort of dig-
nity on immigration called them a
wetback, and that same community
charging them with misdemeanors for
simply expressing their freedom of
speech.

I know this Nation can do better and
I know that we can do better. That is
why I join with Congressman BACA to
say that hateful speech generates hate-
ful acts. This is the beginning of a hate
crime if we begin to talk in a hateful
way. Immigration can be done com-
prehensively, border security, and com-
prehensive immigration reform. Let us
tone it down. Let us be reasonable and
respectful.

I would like to yield the rest of my
time to Mr. GREEN from Texas.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I would
like to thank my Houston neighbor for
yielding me the balance of her time.

Racial intolerance has divided this
country since the Pilgrims landed at
Plymouth Rock. The history of immi-
grants coming to this country teaches
us that when one particular ethnic
group comes to this country in large
numbers, that group becomes the tar-
get of false suspicions and contempt.
This has been true in our Nation’s his-
tory, whether it be the Irish, the Ger-
mans, the Italians, or Chinese immi-
grants.

In 1921, Congress passed the first im-
migration restrictions because we were
worried immigrants were coming in
and taking our jobs. Now today we face
a similar climate. We navigate through
our latest effort to address immigra-
tion in this country with Hispanics,
mostly from Mexico. Just last month,
in my home county, we had a young
Mexican American teenager who was
nearly beaten to death and sexually as-
saulted by two white teenagers who
were known to be racist.

Unfortunately, our country has seen
a rise in crimes targeting particular
races, ethnicities, and genders over the
past few years. To combat this growing
trend, many States and the Federal
Government have considered and
passed legislation designated as hate
crimes legislation. If someone attacks
me or my property because I am an
Anglo, that is a crime and they should
be punished. But if they attack me be-
cause I am an Anglo and they destroy
my property or attack me, that should
have a higher punishment level. And
that is true in this country and it
should be true in many of our States,
and we need to make sure that hap-
pens. It is bad enough to have your
property or you hurt, but somebody
just doing wrong against you but doing
it because they don’t like your race,
your ethnicity, the color of your skin,
your religion or your gender is just
wrong. Everyone should be protected
from hate crimes regardless of where
they occur.

Our Federal law only covers hate
crimes if it is a federally protected ac-
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tivity. This young man was actually at
a private residence, so the U.S. Attor-
ney says they can’t file a hate crime in
Texas. We are still working on the
state law. Hopefully, the district attor-
ney will do it.

All Americans should be outraged by
these video games that the Internet de-
picts shooting caricatures of Mexicans
crossing our border. This only incites
needless hatred and creates more con-
fusion on an issue that is already com-
plicated. I hope my colleagues in the
House will join me in denouncing and
stopping any racial overtones sur-
rounding the immigration issue. Our
country is made up of immigrants; we
all came from somewhere. Some of us
were lucky enough, our parents got
here sooner than others, but we are
representative of every nationality and
every ethnicity in the world.

I thank Congressman BACA for put-
ting this together and my colleague
from Texas for yielding.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me
close by simply thanking you and say-
ing that, in addition, we want to make
sure that we don’t undermine the
Voter Rights Act by fighting over the
language provision that should be in-
cluded. That is actually part of the his-
tory of the Voting Rights Act, and I am
very proud of Barbara Jordan some
yvears ago the Voter Rights Act to in-
clude language minorities.

Mr. Speaker, hate crimes, hate acts,
we need to recognize that this is what
generates out of lack of understanding,
and I believe Americans are better
than this and understand the value of
the comprehensive immigration reform
border security without the attacking
on young people who are innocent and
become innocent victims of our hateful
talk. We can do better and America can
do better.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 11
a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 57 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until 11 a.m.

O 1100
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at 11 a.m.

————

PRAYER

The Reverend Joseph J. Kleinstuber,
Pastor, St. Mary’s Catholic Church,
Bryantown, Maryland, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty Father, we do well to join
all creation in heaven and earth in
praising You, our mighty God.

You made us in Your own image and
set us over all creation. Once You
chose a people and gave them dignity,
and when You brought them out of
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bondage to freedom, they carried with
them the promise that all men and
women would be blessed and that all
would be free.

It happened to our forefathers who
came to this land as if out of a desert
into a place of promise and hope.

It happens to us still and we entrust
the United States of America and this
deliberative body into Your Iloving
care.

You are the rock on which this Na-
tion was founded. You alone are the
true source of our cherished rights to
life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness. We ask that You hold us in the
palm of Your hand and God bless Amer-
ica. Amen.

——————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. STEARNS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

—————

WELCOMING REVEREND JOSEPH J.
KLEINSTUBER

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am very,
very pleased to welcome to our midst
Father Joseph Kleinstuber, a con-
stituent of mine and an extraordinarily
loved leader in our area. Father
Kleinstuber is pastor of St. Mary’s

Church located in my district in
Bryantown.
Father Kleinstuber was born in

Washington, D.C. He attended Gonzaga
High School, as well as Georgetown
and George Washington Universities
before going on active duty as an offi-
cer in the Air Force. He spent 3 years
in the Air Force as chief of the Avia-
tion Physiology Department at Ran-
dolph Air Force Base in Texas.

Following his military service, he
studied at St. Vincent Seminary and
was ordained as a Catholic priest in
1964.

Prior to coming to St. Mary’s, Fa-
ther Kleinstuber served as an assistant
pastor of St. Anthony Church in the
District and St. Andrew the Apostle
Church in Silver Spring, Maryland. He
also worked for 25 years at St. John’s
College High School here in Wash-
ington as chaplain, director of coun-
seling, a member of the science depart-
ment, and, of interest to our Speaker,
wrestling moderator.
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Since 2001, Father Kleinstuber has
been at St. Mary’s serving as the pas-
tor of this more than 200-year-old par-
ish where he is affectionately known
by the students at St. Mary’s
Bryantown Catholic School as Father
K.

I want to thank Father Kleinstuber
for his dedicated service to the citizens
of Bryantown and St. Charles County,
and I wish to extend my gratitude and
that of my colleagues to him for lead-
ing us in this morning’s prayer.

Father, we wish you well and thank
you for your leadership in so many dif-
ferent areas that have made our coun-
try a better place.

———

COMMENDING THE GOVERNMENT
OF CANADA FOR ITS RENEWED
COMMITMENT TO THE GLOBAL
WAR ON TERROR

The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-
ness is the question of suspending the
rules and agreeing to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 408, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 408, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 0,
not voting 23, as follows:

[Roll No. 256]

YEAS—409
Abercrombie Brown (SC) Davis (AL)
Ackerman Brown, Corrine Dayvis (CA)
Aderholt Brown-Waite, Davis (FL)
AKkin Ginny Davis (IL)
Alexander Burgess Davis (KY)
Allen Burton (IN) Davis (TN)
Andrews Butterfield Davis, Jo Ann
Baca Buyer DeFazio
Bachus Calvert DeGette
Baird Camp (MI) Delahunt
Baker Campbell (CA) Dent
Baldwin Cannon Diaz-Balart, L.
Barrett (SC) Cantor Diaz-Balart, M.
Barrow Capito Dicks
Bartlett (MD) Capps Dingell
Bass Capuano Doggett
Bean Cardin Doolittle
Beauprez Cardoza Doyle
Becerra Carnahan Drake
Berman Carson Dreier
Berry Carter Duncan
Biggert Case Edwards
Bilirakis Castle Ehlers
Bishop (GA) Chabot Emanuel
Bishop (NY) Chandler Emerson
Bishop (UT) Chocola Engel
Blackburn Clay English (PA)
Blumenauer Cleaver Eshoo
Boehlert Clyburn Etheridge
Boehner Coble Everett
Bonilla Cole (OK) Farr
Bonner Conaway Fattah
Bono Conyers Feeney
Boozman Cooper Ferguson
Boren Costa Filner
Boswell Costello Fitzpatrick (PA)
Boucher Cramer Flake
Boustany Crenshaw Foley
Boyd Crowley Forbes
Bradley (NH) Cubin Ford
Brady (PA) Cuellar Fortenberry
Brady (TX) Culberson Fossella
Brown (OH) Cummings Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hastert
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski

LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
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Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
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Barton (TX) Hinojosa Payne
Berkley Jefferson Peterson (MN)
Blunt Lewis (GA) Rush
Davis, Tom Manzullo Sessions
Deal (GA) McKinney Snyder
DeLauro Miller (MI) Strickland
Evans Nussle Weldon (PA)
Gillmor Oberstar
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So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
were suspended and the concurrent res-
olution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title of the concurrent resolution
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent resolution commending the Gov-
ernment of Canada for its renewed
commitment to the Global War on Ter-
ror in Afghanistan.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 8, 2006.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a facsimile copy of a let-
ter received from Ms. Susan Lapsley, Assist-
ant Secretary of State for Elections, State of
California, indicating that, according to the
unofficial returns of the Special Election
held June 6, 2006, the Honorable Brian P.
Bilbray was elected Representative in Con-
gress for the Fiftieth Congressional District,
State of California.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk.
Attachment.

SECRETARY OF STATE,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
June 8, 2006.
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk, House of Representatives,
The Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR Ms. HAAS: This is to advise you that
the unofficial results of the Special Election
held on Tuesday, June 6. 2006, for Represent-
ative in Congress from the Fiftieth Congres-
sional District of California, show that Brian
P. Bilbray received 60,319 or 49.33% of the
total number of votes cast for that office.

It would appear from these unofficial re-
sults that Brian P. Bilbray was elected as
Representative in Congress from the Fiftieth
Congressional District of California.

However, at this time there are 68,500 bal-
lots still being processed by the jurisdiction.

To the best of our knowledge and belief at
this time, there is no anticipated legal chal-
lenge to the outcome of this election.

As soon as the official results from the San
Diego Registrar of Voters are certified to
this office reflecting votes of all 500 pre-
cincts involved, an official Certificate of
Election will be prepared for transmittal to
you as required by law.

Sincerely,
SUSAN LAPSLEY,
Assistant Secretary of State for Elections.
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PROVIDING FOR SWEARING IN OF
MR. BRIAN P. BILBRAY, OF CALI-
FORNIA, AS A MEMBER OF THE
HOUSE

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from California, Mr. BRIAN P. BILBRAY,
be permitted to take the oath of office
today.

His certificate of election has not ar-
rived, but there is no contest, and no
question has been raised with regard to
his election.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

———

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
BRIAN P. BILBRAY, OF CALI-
FORNIA, AS A MEMBER OF THE
HOUSE

The SPEAKER. Will the Representa-
tive-elect and the members of the Cali-
fornia delegation present themselves in
the well.

The Representative-elect will please
raise his right hand.

Mr. BILBRAY appeared at the bar of
the House and took the oath of office,
as follows:

Do you solemnly swear that you will
support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies,
foreign and domestic; that you will
bear true faith and allegiance to the
same; that you take this obligation
freely, without any mental reservation
or purpose of evasion; and that you will
well and faithfully discharge the duties
of the office on which you are about to
enter, so help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You
are now a Member of the 109th Con-
gress.

——
WELCOMING THE HONORABLE
BRIAN P. BILBRAY TO THE

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, as dean of
the California delegation, it is my dis-
tinct honor at this point to yield to the
senior member of the Republican Cali-
fornia delegation, Mr. DREIER.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, since March 4, 1789,
when the United States Congress was
established, 11,792 individuals have had
the opportunity to serve as Members of
the United States Congress. During
that period of time, a grand total of 29
have left this institution and come
back representing a different district.
Five of our sitting colleagues now fall
among those 29: Mr. INSLEE; Mr. CooO-
PER; Mr. PAUL; our California colleague
Mr. LUNGREN; and now the gentleman
who is here to work and ready to make
sure that we stop the problem of illegal
immigration, deal with the global war
on terror, and make sure that we suc-
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ceed in growing our economy, our col-
league, Mr. BILBRAY.

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to, first of all, in the traditional
way, thank my family and my friends,
who were willing to support me
through this quite unusual campaign. I
would like to thank the people of the
50th District for giving me their trust
and huge responsibility to represent
them.

For those who may not know, the
50th District is a classic California
coastline district, very environ-
mentally sensitive; and I am grateful
today that they believe in recycling
Congressmen.

I know there are those in this room
that are not happy to see me return,
and all I ask of those is give me a
chance to work with you again. I think
we had a good working relationship in
the past, and I look forward to a great
working relationship in the future.

I would like to thank those of you
that stood up and helped me in every
way. This was obviously a team effort,
and it was one that was well thought,
hard fought, and well won.

Ladies and gentlemen, I leave you
with one message: there were 18 people
running for this seat. The voters had
one of the broadest choices of any con-
gressional race. But there was one
issue and only one issue that allowed
me to be elected. It was not my experi-
ence. It was not my hard work, and
God knows it was not my intellect. It
was the fact that the people in the 50th
District wanted something done, they
wanted a job and a message sent to
Washington, that now and here is the
time to address illegal immigration.

We did not enjoy the situation or ap-
preciate the problem that created the
vacancy, but let me say quite clearly
what is obvious in the last few months
is that the greatest scandal in America
is not that one man broke the law, but
that 12 million illegal immigrants are
in this country and Washington is not
doing enough about it.

So I ask you, even if you disagree
with me on this issue, let us join to-
gether and work to address this issue
so that both sides, Democrat and Re-
publican, and Independent, can go
home proud that we did right by the
American people and worked together
for our future and our grandchildren’s
future.

Thank you very much.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentleman from
California, Mr. BRIAN P. BILBRAY, the
whole number of the House is 433.
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CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4939,
EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS ACT FOR DE-
FENSE, THE GLOBAL WAR ON
TERROR, AND HURRICANE RE-
COVERY, 2006

The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-
ness is the question of adoption of the
conference report on the bill, H.R. 4939.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the conference report.

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 351, nays 67,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 257]

YEAS—351

Aderholt Cubin Hoekstra
Akin Cuellar Holden
Alexander Culberson Hooley
Allen Cummings Hostettler
Andrews Davis (AL) Hoyer
Baca Davis (CA) Hulshof
Bachus Davis (FL) Hunter
Baird Davis (IL) Hyde
Baker Davis (KY) Inglis (SC)
Barrett (SC) Davis (TN) Israel
Barrow Davis, Jo Ann Issa
Bartlett (MD) Davis, Tom Istook
Bass DeFazio Jackson (IL)
Bean DeGette Jackson-Lee
Beauprez Dent (TX)
Becerra Diaz-Balart, L. Jefferson
Berman Diaz-Balart, M. Jenkins
Berry Dicks Jindal
Biggert Dingell Johnson (CT)
Bilbray Doggett Johnson (IL)
Bilirakis Doolittle Johnson, E. B.
Bishop (GA) Doyle Johnson, Sam
Bishop (NY) Drake Jones (OH)
Bishop (UT) Dreier Kanjorski
Blunt Edwards Kaptur
Boehlert Ehlers Keller
Boehner Emanuel Kelly
Bonilla Emerson Kennedy (MN)
Bonner Engel Kennedy (RI)
Bono English (PA) Kildee
Boozman Etheridge Kilpatrick (MI)
Boren Everett Kind
Boswell Fattah King (NY)
Boucher Feeney Kingston
Boustany Ferguson Kirk
Boyd Fitzpatrick (PA) Kline
Bradley (NH) Foley Knollenberg
Brady (PA) Forbes Kolbe
Brady (TX) Ford Kuhl (NY)
Brown (OH) Fortenberry LaHood
Brown (SC) Fossella Langevin
Brown, Corrine Foxx Lantos
Brown-Waite, Franks (AZ) Larsen (WA)

Ginny Frelinghuysen Larson (CT)
Burgess Gallegly Latham
Burton (IN) Garrett (NJ) LaTourette
Butterfield Gerlach Leach
Buyer Gibbons Levin
Calvert Gilchrest Lewis (CA)
Camp (MI) Gingrey Lewis (KY)
Cantor Gonzalez Linder
Capito Goode Lipinski
Capuano Goodlatte LoBiondo
Cardin Gordon Lowey
Cardoza Granger Lucas
Carnahan Graves Lungren, Daniel
Carson Green (WI) E.
Carter Green, Al Lynch
Case Green, Gene Mack
Castle Gutknecht Maloney
Chabot Hall Marchant
Chandler Harman Marshall
Chocola Harris Matheson
Clay Hart Matsui
Cleaver Hastings (FL) McCarthy
Clyburn Hastings (WA) McCaul (TX)
Cole (OK) Hayes McCotter
Conaway Hayworth McCrery
Conyers Hefley McHugh
Cooper Herger McIntyre
Costa Herseth McKeon
Cramer Higgins McMorris
Crenshaw Hinojosa Meek (FL)
Crowley Hobson Meeks (NY)



H3800

Melancon Rangel Snyder
Mica Regula Sodrel
Millender- Rehberg Souder

McDonald Reichert Spratt
Miller (FL) Renzi Stearns
Miller (NC) Reyes Stupak
Miller, Gary Reynolds Sullivan
Mollohan Rogers (AL) Sweeney
Moore (KS) Rogers (KY) Tanner
Moran (KS) Rogers (MI) Tauscher
Moran (VA) Rohrabacher Taylor (MS)
Murphy Ros-Lehtinen Taylor (NC)
Murtha Ross Terry
Myrick Roybal-Allard Thomas
Napolitano Royce Thompson (MS)
Ney Ruppersberger Thornberry
Northup Ryan (OH) Tiahrt
Norwood Ryan (WI) Tiberi
Nunes Ryun (KS) Towns
Oberstar Sabo Turner
Obey Salazar Udall (CO)
Ortiz Sanchez, Linda Udall (NM)
Osborne . Upton
Otter Sanchez, Loretta Van Hollen
Oxley Sanders Velazquez
Pascrell Saxton Visclosky
Pastor Schiff Walden (OR)
Pearce Schmidt Walsh
Pelosi Schwartz (PA) Wamp
Peterson (MN) Schwarz (MI) Wasserman
Peterson (PA) Scott (GA) Schultz
Pickering Scott (VA) Waters
Pitts Shadegg Watt
Platts Shaw Weldon (FL)
Poe Shays Weldon (PA)
Pombo Sherman Weller
Pomeroy Sherwood Wexler
Porter Shimkus Whitfield
Price (GA) Shuster Wicker
Price (NC) Simmons Wilson (NM)
Pryce (OH) Simpson Wilson (SC)
Putnam Skelton Wolf
Radanovich Slaughter Wynn
Rahall Smith (NJ) Young (AK)
Ramstad Smith (TX) Young (FL)

NAYS—67
Abercrombie Honda Owens
Ackerman Inslee Pallone
Baldwin Jones (NC) Paul
Blackburn King (IA) Pence
Blumenauer Kucinich Petri
Campbell (CA) Lee Rothman
Cannon Lofgren, Zoe Schakowsky
Capps Markey
Coble McCollum (MN) gggssisrenner
Costello McDermott Smith (WA)
Delahunt McGovern .
Duncan McHenry Solis
Eshoo McKinney Stark
Farr McNulty Tancredo
Filner Meehan Thompson (CA)
Flake Michaud Tierney
Frank (MA) Miller, George Watson
Gohmert Moore (WI) Waxman
Grijalva Musgrave Weiner
Gutierrez Nadler Westmoreland
Hensarling Neal (MA) Woolsey
Hinchey Neugebauer wWu
Holt Olver
NOT VOTING—14

Barton (TX) Gillmor Payne
Berkley Lewis (GA) Rush
Deal (GA) Manzullo Sessions
DeLauro Miller (MI) Strickland
Evans Nussle

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
IssA) (during the vote). There are 2
minutes remaining in this vote.
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Mr. HOSTETTLER changed his vote
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the conference report was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG
PLAN

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

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, in February of this year there
were approximately 112,311 Medicare
part D seniors in my district. About
46,052, or 42 percent, were enrolled in a
Medicare drug plan.

In March I held Medicare workshops
throughout my district to educate our
seniors about the Medicare part D cov-
erage. The participation was over-
whelming. As a result of these work-
shops, as of May 7, 2006, approximately
83,437, or 74 percent, of my eligible sen-
iors were enrolled in the part D plan.

Currently, more than 38 million
Medicare beneficiaries nationwide have
good drug coverage. That is over 90 per-
cent of all eligible beneficiaries. The
Medicare prescription drug coverage is
a big win for our seniors.

————

DEBATE ON THE WAR IN IRAQ

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, there
will be a great debate this week about
the war in Iraq. Will we debate whether
Iraq had anything to do with 9/11? No,
because everyone knows Iraq did not.
Will we debate whether Iraq had weap-
ons of mass destruction? No, because
everyone knows Iraq did not. Will we
debate the administration’s exit strat-
egy? No, because they don’t have one.

It will be an interesting debate, be-
cause the very reasons which brought
Members to vote for the war no longer
have a basis in fact. They keep chang-
ing day by day, the reasons, why we are
in Iraq. And as each new reason is
brought to light, it keeps evaporating
like the sun evaporates the morning
dew.

After a while, the war becomes self-
justifying, a patriotic exercise. So we
will engage in a great debate about a
war that is not so great, about a war
based on a lie while our troops and in-
nocent civilians die as we debate great-
ly.

——
THANK YOU TO OUR SOLDIERS

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

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
what an honor it is for me to stand
here today and recognize three out-
standing soldiers and citizens, Ser-
geant Kenneth Kraus, Staff Sergeant
Jacob Long, and First Sergeant Mi-
chael Matthews. These brave men rep-
resent the best our country has to
offer. They served in our military and
now continue service in Roswell, Geor-
gia, as police officers and city employ-
ees.

Just like the freedoms they protect,
the heroism and selflessness embodied
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by our brave soldiers must never be
taken for granted. Each and every day
these men and women sacrifice for the
well-being of Americans and our allies,
and they stand on the front lines in
Iraq, Afghanistan, and around the
world bringing freedom and hope to
millions; and they do so with an un-
wavering dedication and profes-
sionalism.

We must insure that they have not
only our gratitude but our genuine sup-
port in their continued efforts. Thanks
to Sergeant Kraus, Staff Sergeant
Long, and First Sergeant Matthews, as
well as all members of the United
States armed services for their con-
tributions both at home and abroad.

You continue to make our Nation
great and our friends and allies around
the world secure and free. God bless
you.

———

RISING COLLEGE EDUCATION
COSTS

(Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, attention students: since
the Bush administration took office in
2001, tuition and fees at 4-year public
colleges have increased by 40 percent,
forcing more and more students and
their families to take out Federal
loans. The typical student borrower
now graduates from college with a
record of $7,500 debt, which they must
start paying months after they grad-
uate.

But thanks to the Bush administra-
tion, come July 1, interest rates will be
raised by 7 percent, and for the parents
7.8 percent. To avoid adding potential
thousands of dollars to the life of their
loans, students and parents with Fed-
eral student loans should consolidate
now before the July 1 rates take effect
and lock in interest rates as low as 4.75
percent.

To circumvent increases caused by
the Republican raid on student loans, a
tax on student loans, borrowers should
call the Department of Education at 1-
800-557-7392. I repeat, to avoid this, call
1-800-557-7392.

——————

5,172 MISSING CHILDREN ARE
FOUND

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

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, the ladies of
the gulf, Hurricanes Katrina and Rita,
battered Louisiana and Texas, shat-
tering families, scattering 5,172 chil-
dren across the country. In the dark-
ness of the night, children disappeared
from their families. Searchers only
hoped and prayed that they would be
found.

Frantic parents upon arrival in safe
harbors panicked because they were
separated from their kids. While the
hurricanes were a bad dream, losing
their kids was a nightmare.
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This is when the child crusaders
came together, without hesitation,
launching into action, combing 50
States, searching among thousands of
people. In the end, all 5,172 children
were brought home. After hundreds of
hours of manpower, success occurred
because of the dogged determination of
the National Center For Missing and
Exploited Children.

Through the tenacious work of peace
officers and the tireless efforts of the
U.S. Postal Service and thousands of
nameless citizen volunteers, children
were united with their parents. Yester-
day, I was with the President at the
White House when the First Lady hon-
ored these valid heroes, demonstrating
the face of tragedy is best met by
strong hearts and iron wills, and people
just taking care of people.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

HOUSE GOP IGNORES THE ECO-
NOMIC CONDITIONS OF AMER-
ICA’S WORKING CLASS

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

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, having
come to Congress in this 109th, I am
come to the conclusion that it is not
good for any party to have complete
power here in Washington. It creates a
hubris that then, I think, does im-
mense damage to the Nation. Over the
last 6 years, we have seen the control
of Congress and the White House by
Republicans; and for whatever reason,
it appears that the economic direction
that we have taken in the country is in
favor of the upper class, and the bene-
fits are supposed to trickle down.

Mr. Speaker, there is a tsunami of
frustration rolling across America.
People are hurt. The average family is
now paying $1,200 more a year for
health insurance. College tuition has
jumped 40 percent and gas prices have
doubled. Housing is the least affordable
in the last 14 years. A tsunami of frus-
tration is rolling across America.

Mr. Speaker, I believe we can do bet-
ter.

————

PROBLEMS WITH SENATE
IMMIGRATION APPROACH

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak
out against the Senate’s amnesty plan.
Their bill is fundamentally unfair as it
benefits only those who came to this
country by breaking our laws. No ille-
gal alien is left behind by this bill, be-
cause it gives aliens in-state tuition
rates at colleges.

Further, the Senate bill would allow
217 million new immigrants to come
here over the next 20 years. That is
two-thirds of our current population.
Some of my constituents have been
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sending me bricks suggesting that they
go toward building the wall on our
southern border.

When constituents have to step in to
help send bricks to Congress, obviously
they feel very strongly about the im-
migration issue. Actually, Americans
should start sending bricks over to the
Senate, and I hope that they do. How-
ever, the problem is they probably will
not mail them. They will be throwing
them at the Senate.

DO-NOTHING CONGRESS

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker,
the House is back in session for yet an-
other week. The sad fact is that this
House has only been in session 43 days
this year; but once again, the Repub-
lican majority refuses to schedule any
meaningful legislation to address our
Nation’s energy crisis. So that is why
we call this the do-nothing Congress.

The Republican Party’s cosy rela-
tionship with Big Oil is causing pain
for the American consumer and jeop-
ardizing our national security. Last
year, Big Oil recorded record profits,
thanks partly to billions in tax breaks
that Republicans rewarded their
friends last year. Yet, House Repub-
licans remain defiant in their opposi-
tion to repealing the $8 billion in tax
breaks they have given to their friends
in the oil industry.

Mr. Speaker, this is really a question
of fairness. Why should oil companies
continue to receive giant tax breaks
from the Federal Government when
they are recording record profits.
Democrats want to repeal these unnec-
essary subsidies so we can provide con-
sumers with some relief.

———

WAR SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
of our Speaker and the majority leader
for taking a fiscally responsible stance
on the Emergency Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act for Defense and the
Global War on Terror. Our leaders
pledged that this House would reject an
emergency supplemental spending
package that exceeded the amount re-
quested by the President, and this was
absolutely the right stand to take.

I am sure there are folks who could
argue the merits of the additional
funding proposed by the Senate, but we
should debate those merits at another
time. This war supplemental spending
is for emergency spending for the war
on terror. It should not be used as a
free-for-all for nonemergency spending
that should be debated in our yearly
budget and appropriations process.

I am very pleased that the House and
Senate reached an agreement on this
supplemental package that eliminated
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the $14 billion in additional funding
that had been added by the Senate.
This action proved that this Congress
is committed to fiscal discipline.

The conference report now accom-
plishes its original goal by providing
$65.8 billion in funding for our troops so
that they have the equipment and re-
sources they need to win the war on
terror.

——————

DEMOCRATS FIGHTING TO
EXPAND OPPORTUNITY TO ALL

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, the American peo-
ple want Congress to focus on their pri-
orities, and that is exactly what the
House Democrats are doing. We are
fighting to expand opportunity to all
Americans, not just a privileged few.

At a time when the average college
student graduates with more than
$17,000 in debt, Democrats want to ex-
pand the opportunities available to
them by cutting the interest rates on
their college loans, not increasing
them, like the Republicans are doing.

At a time when wages remain stag-
nant for most Americans, Democrats
continue to fight to raise the minimum
wage because we want a fair and work-
ing wage. By increasing the minimum
wage, we would not only expand oppor-
tunity for 7 million workers, but we
would also increase wages for middle-
class workers who have not seen a sub-
stantial pay raise in over 5 years.

At a time when high-paying jobs are
going overseas, Democrats have an in-
novation agenda for science, engineer-
ing, information technology.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that this
House really got to work.
————

O 1215
SCHOOL SAFETY ACT

(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, today the
House will consider the School Safety
Act authored by Congressman PORTER
of Nevada. This bipartisan legislation
will help make every classroom in
America safer.

Recently, Michigan officials found
that while the schools check their own
State criminal records before hiring a
coach or a teacher, 2,600 felons were
still hired by Michigan’s schools be-
cause they had out-of-state arrest
records.

In 1998, President Clinton authorized
States to share arrest records in com-
pacts, and 25 States have done this but
25 have not, including Illinois.

John Porter’s bill will link the crimi-
nal records for all 50 States. It will give
school boards the tools they need to
prevent a felon with an in-state or out-
of-state arrest record from being put in
charge of a classroom or team.
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Americans have a right to safe, gun-
free classrooms, and this bill will help
make that happen.

————

DISASTER ASSISTANCE FOR
FARMERS

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

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, a pre-
ceding speaker noted the supplemental
bill just passed. I want to speak about
an aspect left out of this supplemental
bill because of the actions of the ma-
jority.

Any assistance for farmers outside of
the gulf region who suffered disaster
losses in the 2005 production year were
left out of the disaster bill. Supported
by a bipartisan majority in the Senate,
left out on a party-line vote in the
House.

Our Nation’s farmers have provided
this majority and this President with
plenty of help over the years, and they
certainly deserve better than to have
the President of the United States
issue his first veto threat on a disaster
bill that helped farmers when natural
disasters took their crops.

They, instead, provided just for hur-
ricane, farmers who lost during the
hurricane. Well, look, maybe a drought
does not have a name, maybe a flood
does not have a name, but when you
have a natural disaster and it wipes
out our farmers, they deserve help
from our government. That is how you
keep family farmers in business, and it
is a darn shame the Republicans
stopped it in this bill.

————

STARK DIFFERENCE BETWEEN
PARTIES IN APPROACH TO WAR
ON TERROR

(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,
there is a stark difference in the way
the Republicans and the Democrats ap-
proach this war on terror. There are
many of the liberal elites who want to
disengage and would like to leave
broad swaths of this planet to terror-
ists. This course of action would lead
to a lot of pain and suffering for future
generations, for our children, for our
grandchildren. It also would embolden
the terrorists who are watching every-
thing that we do and would lead to
more strikes on U.S. soil.

After 9/11, our country made a deci-
sion that enough was enough and that
it was time to fight back after two dec-
ades of terrorist strikes. It was time
for us to protect our national security,
and yes, indeed, because of our men
and women in uniform, we have, and
they are doing it brilliantly.

Is every day in this battle a victory?
No. Is it easy? No. Is it very difficult?
Incredibly so. But the important thing,
it is a necessary fight and we are win-
ning.
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STUDENTS SHOULD CONSOLIDATE
TO AVOID RATE INCREASES

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

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, graduation
season is in full swing, and all across
the country eager college students are
walking across the stage and entering
into the workforce. While many won-
derful experiences no doubt lie before
them, one factor will quickly dampen
their spirits, the reality that they are
now saddled with unmanageable debt
they accrued while obtaining their col-
lege degree.

The debt will grow even more
daunting if they miss an important
deadline that is fast approaching. That
is why I came to the floor today, Mr.
Speaker, to encourage all college grad-
uates and their parents who are car-
rying debt to consolidate their Federal
college loans before July 1. If they do
not, interest rates will rise by 7 per-
cent for students and 7.8 percent for
their parents. Consolidating this
month will allow them to lock in a low
rate of 4.75 percent, drastically reduc-
ing the overall amount they will have
to pay.

Mr. Speaker, the Republicans refuse
to join us in making college affordable
for many, many young people. In fact,
they actually made college more ex-
pensive for American students when
they passed a $12 billion in higher edu-
cation cut earlier this year.

I urge strong support for our students
and parents.

———

MAKING U.N. DUES ASSESSMENTS
MORE FAIR

(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, the as-
sessment of member dues at the United
Nations has always been something of
a joke. Japan pays 19.5 percent of the
U.N. budget and does not even get a
chance to sit on the Security Council.
By contrast, Security Council members
Russia and China contribute only 1 per-
cent and 2 percent respectively to the
U.N.’s multibillion dollar budget. We
pay over 22 percent.

Currently, the TU.N. bases assess-
ments on gross national income fig-
ures, the proper measure of which can-
not be taken when currencies are not
convertible. The United States re-
cently proposed that assessments be
calculated the World Bank way, using
data on purchasing power parity, to
better reflect what states can afford.
This would raise Russia’s share of the
budget to about 2.5 percent, China’s to
13.7 percent, leaving America’s mostly
unchanged.

Should they not want this recogni-
tion, under the new accounting meth-
od, China’s share of world gross domes-
tic product rises to second place from
seventh, just as Russia’s rises to 10th
place from 16th?
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GOP IS THE CUT-AND-RUN
CONGRESS

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, Karl
Rove has said that the Democrats want
to cut and run on the war in Iraq. Well,
let us talk about cutting and running.

When we were told this would be a
quick war and turned into a long war,
this Congress cut and run from its
oversight responsibility.

When we were told 130,000 troops
would be enough but more were clearly
necessary, this Congress cut and run
from doing its oversight responsibility.

When we were told this would be a
conventional war and it turned into an
insurgency, this Congress cut and run
from its oversight responsibility.

When we were told oil would pay for
reconstruction, but the taxpayers were
left with a $480 billion tab, this Con-
gress cut and run from its oversight re-
sponsibility.

When we were told we would be
greeted as liberators but had become
treated like occupiers, this Congress
cut and run from its oversight respon-
sibility.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans want to
portray the greatest foreign policy
challenge of a generation as simply a
choice between staying the course and
cutting and running. Democrats look
forward to this debate.

Mr. Speaker, oversight requires the
vigilance and patriotic determination
of every Member of Congress to do the
job we were sent here to do and ask the
questions that their constituents want.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for new prior-
ities in Iraq and here at home.

———

BETTY BRADY’S RETIREMENT

(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 thank Betty Brady for nearly
30 years of service to the Powder
Springs, Georgia community, most re-
cently as the city clerk.

Betty’s retiring from public service
this year, and I know the whole city
will miss her enthusiasm and her dedi-
cation.

Betty has worked with the City of
Powder Springs since 1977, and in 1992,
she was appointed city clerk. Over the
past 14 years, Betty has worn many
hats, accomplishing administrative, or-
ganizational and public relations du-
ties for the mayor and city council.

As a native of Powder Springs, Betty
brought a passion to her role as city
clerk. Never one content to sit on the
sidelines, Betty gave her time and en-
ergy to almost every aspect of city
government.

In retirement, Betty will have more
time to spend with her husband Au-
brey, her three sons and her seven
grandchildren.



June 13, 2006

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you join me
and all my colleagues in thanking
Betty Brady for her years of service to
the Powder Springs, Georgia commu-
nity.

——————

LEAK OF SENSITIVE PERSONAL
INFORMATION AT DEPARTMENT
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS

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

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Speaker, the leak
of the sensitive personal information of
millions of veterans and active duty
military personnel by the Department
of Veterans Affairs is a disgrace.

The information, including Social
Security numbers, dates of birth and
disability was taken from the VA to an
employee’s home via his laptop. When
the laptop was stolen from his resi-
dence, the private, sensitive informa-
tion of more than 26 million veterans
and active duty troops were stolen
with it, making them all potential tar-
gets for identity theft.

No employee of the Federal Govern-
ment should have the ability to walk
out of their office with that amount of
personnel data on their computer. The
administration needs to make sure
that something like this never happens
again.

The VA must also work with Con-
gress to provide assistance to the mil-
lions of victims of this leak without af-
fecting veterans’ benefits. Veterans
should have the resources made avail-
able to them free of charge to monitor
their credit reports for suspicious ac-
tion.

If any of our veterans or troops be-
come victims of identity theft because
of the security breach, they should not
be held responsible. After all, it was by
no act of their own that their personal
information was compromised.

Last night, I introduced H.R. 5588, a
bill that would ensure the veterans are
protected in case of their stolen iden-
tity.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation.

————

IRAQI SECURITY FORCES GAINING
GROUND IN IRAQ

(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, as the House prepares to con-
sider a resolution for victory in the
global war on terrorism, I would like to
congratulate U.S. troops and coalition
forces for training Iraqi security
forces.

In 3 years, coalition troops have
transformed hundreds of thousands of
Iraqi volunteers into battle-tested
Iraqi security forces. The Defense De-
partment’s quarterly report recently
stated that there are more than 263,400
trained and equipped Iraqi security
forces. Additionally, the Iraqi Army
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now controls 30,000 square miles of ter-
ritory, an area roughly the size of my
home State of South Carolina. Nearly
two-thirds of combat operations are
now conducted by Iraqis alone or joint-
ly with coalition forces.

Day by day, Iraqis are defeating ter-
rorists and gaining control over their
country. Progress in Iraq is helping to
ensure security in America, and we
must remain committed to completing
this critical mission protecting Amer-
ican families.

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

———————

REPUBLICAN RAID ON STUDENT
AID INCREASES LOAN COSTS

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, with tuition costs
rising and the availability of financial
aid declining, many parents in our
country are finding it harder and hard-
er to afford the cost of college edu-
cation for their sons and daughters.
However, these families know the im-
portance of having a college degree in
today’s economy. We really cannot un-
derestimate the importance.

Therefore, large numbers are relying
on student loans to help meet tuition
costs. While these loans can be a great
resource to make college accessible to
more students, they can also cause
great financial hardships for the bor-
rower when they graduate and the pay-
ments are due.

The administration has supported
making paying for these loans even
more difficult by enacting their raid on
student aid and cutting $12 billion from
the higher education budget. Because
of these drastic and devastating cuts,
interest rates on student and parent
loans for college will increase signifi-
cantly July 1.

To avoid this dramatic increase in in-
terest rates, I encourage all Federal
student loan borrowers to visit
www.loanconsolidation.ed.gov to con-
solidate their loans before July 1.

———

KATRINA BILLS

(Ms. MCKINNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, this
week several of my colleagues and I are
circulating a chart listing 176 Katrina
bills, out of which only a dozen have
become law to date. As we sit here
today, dozens of survivors are pro-
testing the injustices suffered at the
hands of FEMA. Hurricane season is
upon us again, and FEMA continues to
deny housing assistance to tens of
thousands of needy families, many of
them now rendered homeless.

New Orleans remains a toxic disaster
zone that still looks much like it did
the day after the hurricane. Despite
the tens of billions of dollars spent on
no-bid, sweetheart contracts, much of
it wasted.
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Will the 163 Katrina bills sitting in
committee also go to waste? Or will
Congress address the ongoing specific
needs of the survivors by moving exist-
ing legislation and checking fraud and
abuse by providing real oversight of ap-
propriations?

The choice is ours.

————
0O 1230

HOUSE REPUBLICANS TURN BACKS
ON MIDDLE CLASS; ECONOMIC
INSECURITY GROWS

(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, House
Republicans have turned their backs on
the middle class, and that is one of the
main reasons an overwhelming major-
ity of Americans want Congress to
move in a new direction. Our constitu-
ents want us to work on behalf of all
Americans, not just the wealthy few.
But for 5 years now the Bush White
House and Congressional Republicans
have showered millionaires with large
tax breaks while ignoring the economic
conditions of the middle class. This
year, while middle-class families re-
ceived an average of a $60 tax break,
America’s millionaires received a
whopping $65,000 gift from the Federal
Government. And Washington Repub-
licans call this fair?

It would be one thing if both the
wealthy and middle class were both
benefiting in today’s economy, but
again many of our constituents are fac-
ing uncertain times. Today, wages are
stagnant, family debt is on the rise,
health care benefits have either dis-
appeared or increased dramatically,
and savings levels have plummeted.

These are the economic conditions
many of our constituents face today,
but this House Republican majority
seems content with the status quo; and
it is time this House listened to hard-
working middle-class Americans.

———

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 862, and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 862

Resolved, That the requirement of clause
6(a) of rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to con-
sider a report from the Committee on Rules
on the same day it is presented to the House
is waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported on the legislative day of June 13, 2006,
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R.
55676) making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Transportation, Treasury, and
Housing and Urban Development, the Judici-
ary, District of Columbia, and independent
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2007, and for other purposes.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENT). The gentleman from Florida is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. For the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to my good friend from Florida (Mr.
HASTINGS), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, House Resolution
862 waives clause 6(a) of rule XIII re-
quiring a two-thirds vote to consider a
rule on the same day it is reported
from the Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 862 will allow the House to
consider the rule for consideration of
the Transportation, Treasury, and
Housing and Urban Development Ap-
propriations Act for fiscal year 2007.

The Rules Committee received nu-
merous requests from the authorizing
committees to expose portions of the
bill that they feel represent legislating
on appropriations bills. We are working
through those requests now. Later
today the Rules Committee will meet
to thoroughly consider these requests
and report out a rule.

Although we have not passed a final
rule on this bill yet, Mr. Speaker, his-
torically appropriations bills have
come to the House floor governed by an
open rule. I expect that we will con-
tinue to do so in order to allow each
and every Member of this House the op-
portunity to submit amendments for
consideration, obviously, as long as
they comply with the rules of the
House.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this same-day rule so we can
move forward to the rule on this im-
portant appropriation bill as soon as
the rule is ready.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Florida, my good friend, Mr. DIAZ-
BALART, for yielding me the time; and
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today with a bit
of trepidation about this rule and this
process, which clearly circumvents the
regular order of business of the House.
I can find no reasonable explanation or
sensible justification for going around
the well-established rules of this body
to bring the transportation appropria-
tions bill to the floor today in this
manner.

The majority has been so kind in ex-
plaining why it believes that this mar-
tial law is needed. Unfortunately, the
majority’s explanation has fallen a bit
short on convincing this side of the
aisle that we need to do this today and
not tomorrow.

For the life of me, I can’t figure out
why this bill must come to the floor in
this manner. It is, after all, only Tues-
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day. You would think that after con-
trolling the House for 11 years that my
friends in the majority would have fig-
ured out how to bring a nonemergency
appropriations bill to the floor under
regular order. Indeed, there is simply
no good reason to handle these bills
outside the normal parameters of the
way the House should conduct its busi-
ness.

Moreover, when the House does oper-
ate this way, it effectively curtails our
rights and responsibilities as serious
legislators. When the leadership of this
body bypasses the rules of regular
order, as it is attempting to again do
today, it really does discredit this
great institution in which all of us are
privileged to serve.

Realize, Mr. Speaker, my concerns
are not content but rather process.
This martial law rule sends a false
message to the American people that
this is what the Framers intended
when they envisioned the House of
Representatives. The House of Rep-
resentatives ought to be a body of
thought and deliberation, where Amer-
ica’s greatest needs are given proper
consideration. Under the majority,
however, thought and deliberation
have been replaced by rubber stamps
and obvious disorganization. This is
not a good thing, and it is a disservice
to the American people.

I really do urge my colleagues to re-
ject continued attempts to circumvent
regular order in the House of Rep-
resentatives.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would simply
note that the Transportation, Treas-
ury, HUD bill passed the full Appro-
priations Committee by a voice vote on
June 6. In other words, without opposi-
tion, without noted opposition; and the
bill was filed on June 9. It has been
available for everyone to see and re-
view for days now. It was also on the
schedule since last week.

I have no further speakers on this
side of the aisle. I would ask my good
friend if he has any other speakers.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I was try-
ing to allow that we go a bit longer
only for the reason that the next agen-
da matter is not present for us. I won’t
make an accusation that that allows
that my friends in the majority are
having difficulty in organizing their ef-
forts.

My good friend from Florida, for ex-
ample, just commented that this has
been a measure, or this is a measure,
that was passed and that it has been
known since June 9; and at the very
same time, at the outset, you began by
saying that we are in the process of de-
termining what we are going to do be-
fore we report out the rule.

You know, we use a lot of beltway
language here, and for a long time I
didn’t believe that there was a beltway
mentality. The tragedy is now I, as
well as others that I know, have be-
come a part of it. Let me say what I
am talking about.
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When I say I am not talking about
content, I am not talking about the
substance of the transportation meas-
ure that is so critical to this Nation.
What I really am talking about is the
process where the Nation’s representa-
tives get an opportunity to speak on
issues of vital concern. So, then, when
we say that this rule circumvents reg-
ular order, as a general rule Jane and
Joe Lunchbucket don’t have a clue
what we are talking about. So perhaps
it would be helpful, since we have a lit-
tle time, to explain to them what reg-
ular order would normally require for a
nonemergency appropriations measure.

The rule that we are getting ready to
present this transportation measure
under also called for same-day consid-
eration of legislation providing for the
Department of Transportation, Treas-
ury, Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, the District of Columbia
and independent agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2007, and for
other purposes. What it does is it cir-
cumvents one of the rules, which is 6(a)
of rule XIII. That generally doesn’t
mean a thing to the American public,
but let me tell them what it means.

That rule requires a two-thirds vote
in order to consider a rule on the same
day reported from the Rules Com-
mittee. Two-thirds of the Members of
this House would have to do that. What
we are doing with this rule is we are
waiving that two-thirds requirement
and we are saying it is all right, you
can bring up any of these things under
the same-day rule because it doesn’t
require two-thirds of the Members.

I can assure you if two-thirds of the
membership were required in order for
us to be able to proceed along regular
order, it might not be difficult to
achieve; but it would be fair for us to
function that way. So we have ignored
the process repeatedly here in the
House of Representatives. And what
that does is it creates a situation
where Members in the House of Rep-
resentatives who represent constitu-
ents don’t get an opportunity to have
their measures considered by the Rules
Committee or by the House under reg-
ular order, thereby precluding them
from having an opportunity to actually
receive the best interests of their rep-
resentative as it pertains to issues that
are germane to their interests in their
locales.

That is a long way to describe that
when you waive the process, you waive
the rights of the people that we rep-
resent to have their representatives
present their views here on the floor of
the House of Representatives and to
have this great deliberative body work
its will. Therein lies the rub with this
particular kind of process.

It even has a distinct name: martial
law. That sounds like something that
is forcing something or requiring some-
thing to be done under the aegis of au-
thoritarian rule. That is not right, and
that is what we complain of, those of
us that have the opportunity and privi-
lege to do so in the Rules Committee.
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Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. 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 SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CERTAIN ACCESS
TO NATIONAL CRIME INFORMA-
TION DATABASES

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4894) to provide for
certain access to national crime infor-
mation databases by schools and edu-
cational agencies for employment pur-
poses, with respect to individuals who
work with children.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4894

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ACCESS TO NATIONAL CRIME INFOR-
MATION DATABASES BY SCHOOLS
AND EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES FOR
CERTAIN PURPOSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General of the
United States shall, upon request of the chief
erecutive officer of a State, conduct fingerprint-
based checks of the national crime information
databases (as defined in section 534(f)(3)(A4) of
title 28, United States Code, as redesignated
under subsection (e)), pursuant to a request sub-
mitted by an entity of the State, or unit of local
government, which is designated to conduct
background checks on individuals employed by,
under consideration for employment by, or vol-
unteering for, a private or public elementary
school, private or public secondary school, local
educational agency, or State educational agen-
cy in that State in a position in which the indi-
vidual would work with or around children.
Where possible, the check shall include a finger-
print-based check of State criminal history data-
bases. The Attorney General and the States may
charge any applicable fees for these checks.

(b) PROTECTION OF INFORMATION.—An indi-
vidual having information derived as a result of
a check under subsection (a) may release that
information only to an appropriate officer of a
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private elementary school, private secondary
school, local educational agency, or State edu-
cational agency, or to any person authorized by
law to receive that information.

(c) CRIMINAL PENALTIES.—An individual who
knowingly exceeds the authority in subsection
(a), or knowingly releases information in viola-
tion of subsection (b), shall be imprisoned not
movre than 10 years or fined under title 18,
United States Code, or both.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
“‘elementary school’, ‘‘local educational agen-
cy”’, ‘‘secondary school”’, and ‘‘State edu-
cational agency’’, have the meanings given to
those terms in section 9101 of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
7801).

(e) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 534 of
title 28, United States Code, as amended by sec-
tion 905(a) of the Violence Against Women and
Department of Justice Reauthorization Act of
2005 (Public Law 109-162), is further amended
by redesignating the second subsection (e) as
subsection (f).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON-LEE) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

0 1245

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 4894 currently under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 4894 sponsored by the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER).
This legislation provides our Nation’s
schools with an additional tool to en-
sure the safety of our schoolchildren
when hiring teachers, staff and volun-
teers.

Children are our Nation’s greatest re-
source. Parents trust that when they
send their children off to school they
will be provided a safe environment in
which to learn. Teachers are vested
with a tremendous responsibility of
preparing kids for a successful future,
and the overwhelming majority of our
educators conduct themselves as con-
summate professionals.

Unfortunately, we sometimes hear
about teachers who engage in criminal
conduct involving students. These few
bad apples not only jeopardize our chil-
dren’s safety, but tarnish the reputa-
tion of those in the educational com-
munity. While all incidents of this na-
ture are an outrage, the tragedy of
some is compounded when these deplor-
able actions are perpetrated by individ-
uals whose past criminal record should
have identified them as potential
threats.
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Today all States require some type of
background check for school employ-
ees. Unfortunately, some individuals
with alarming records of criminal con-
duct slip through the cracks. Last year
police in Charlevoix, Michigan, discov-
ered that a convicted sex offender was
volunteering as the director of the
AmeriCorp program for the local
school district. The man had an arrest
record dating back to 1964, including
sex offenses involving children.

School officials submitted the man’s
date of birth, Social Security number
and driver’s license number for a back-
ground check through the State sys-
tem. However, his criminal record did
not show up because the man had le-
gally changed his name some 20 years
earlier. Authorities learned of his
criminal history only after he under-
went a fingerprint check for a weapons
permit.

In May, a California teacher was con-
victed on 17 counts of molesting nine
students. Just last week, a second Cali-
fornia teacher was arrested on charges
that he molested a third-grade student.
Even more disturbing is that this man
had been suspected of a similar inci-
dent in 1990 and arrested for attempted
rape in 1994.

This bill gives States direct access to
Federal fingerprint databases to make
sure that convicted sex offenders never
work in a school again. Many school
districts are experiencing a surge in
growth that in turn increases the de-
mand for qualified teachers and staff.
Schools are under added pressure to ex-
pedite the hiring process to meet this
demand. H.R. 4894 streamlines access
to the Federal fingerprint databases so
schools can be confident that they are
hiring upstanding teachers and staff.

The bill authorizes the Attorney
General to provide States with accu-
rate fingerprint-based background
checks for current school employees
and prospective faculty, staff and vol-
unteers who work with children. Either
the Attorney General or the State may
charge a fee for the check. The back-
ground information may be released
only to the appropriate school official
or State education agency, and any
person who exceeds this authority or
misuses the background information
may be fined or imprisoned for up to 10
years.

I commend the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. PORTER) for his work on this
issue, and urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, allow me first of all to
say that in our work on the Committee
on the Judiciary, and particularly the
Subcommittee on Crime, there is no
doubt that one of the most prevalent
issues that we address is a way to pro-
tect our children, whether it is against
sexual predators, whether it is against
the heinous acts of individuals who not
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only sexually abuse our children but
then ultimately Kkill them, and cer-
tainly we are aware of the far-reaching
impact that the lack of structure and
process has on our educational system,
particularly individuals who are work-
ing in our schools, primary and sec-
ondary, and work with our children as
it relates to sports activities.

So I am certainly in support of H.R.
4894, and clearly I would argue that we
have a better product. I do not want to
be anywhere suggesting that we are
not fighting for our children. I do want
to offer the fact that, as I indicated,
that we have a better product, that we
can agree that the criminal back-
ground checks done on individuals
working with children is something we
all want, and certainly we want to be
able to include those who pose a
threat.

But we do want to have a criminal
background check system, of course,
that has the elements of some order
and constitutional protection. Might I
just say to my colleagues that a
version of the language that is in this
bill already passed twice in H.R. 3132
and H.R. 4472, which really means in a
bipartisan way we agree with this. So I
thank the gentleman from Nevada (Mr.
PORTER) for reinforcing our agreement.

I do hope as we talk about our par-
ticular issues that we would recognize
that it is important to be able to put in
the processes that would question
whether all raw data is the kind of
data that we should include for access
by these institutional entities.

I do believe as we move toward the
Senate and have a conference on this
bill, we will find common ground so
that what we put forward will protect
our children absolutely and as well be
a system that will be readily accessible
to our educational institutions and at
the same time give them the informa-
tion that they need to ensure that
those who are apt to injure, harm our
children, are weeded out of our edu-
cational system.

We like the streamlined process. We
like the fact that the Attorney General
is, if you will, able to handle the fin-
gerprints and data. But I know as we
make our way toward conference we
will have even a further opportunity to
make this bill the kind of bill that pro-
vides the support and safety in the em-
ployment place of our educational in-
stitutions for all of our children.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. PORTER), the prin-
cipal author of the bill.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, the majority lead-
er, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. MCKEON, and my
good friend, Mr. KIRK, who has helped
me organize this agenda for the coun-
try, and the 50 some cosponsors.

Mr. Speaker, we have an epidemic in
the United States. We have an epi-
demic of sexual predators following our
children, whether it be on the com-
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puters, whether it be in our public
parks, whether it be in the workplace,
or even our schools.

I would suggest that all Members of
Congress take a look at maps that
local law enforcement have of the sex-
ual predators that hang around our
schools, that move into our school
areas, if not adjacent across the streets
from our schools. We need tools. We
need additional tools to help our teach-
ers and professionals, our administra-
tors in our schools to streamline the
process to get as much information as
possible.

As Chairman SENSENBRENNER men-
tioned the Michigan example, it is un-
acceptable that a teacher could change
his name legally and still teach, having
been in prison for having molested an
8-year-old child. Currently, only 26
States are in the compact approved by
Congress in 1999 giving States the tools
to do background checks through the
FBI. That means there are 27 million
students in 24 States that do not have
this same tool available to them to
make sure their environment is safe.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is common
sense. It streamlines the process for all
50 States. It allows access by all 50
States to this information, and will not
circumvent existing background
checks and procedures by our school
districts, who I know are trying to do
the right thing.

We are fortunate to have some of the
greatest and best teachers in the world,
but we want to make sure that those
few that try to sneak through the sys-
tem are caught in advance.

As a Member of Congress from one of
the fastest growing States in the coun-
try, we hire close to 2,500 new teachers
a year, close to 5,000 support staff and
faculty. We need to make sure that the
fast-growing States and the balance of
States in this country have as much in-
formation as available because I can-
not imagine the pain as a parent my-
self of having my child molested by
someone in our schools.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of our
teachers and administrators and school
boards for what they are doing. We
need to make sure they have the latest
in technology available. Through this
bill, all school districts will have ac-
cess to this information. I would ask
for the support of this body for H.R.
4894. 1 appreciate the time we have
today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say as I in-
dicated, I applauded Mr. PORTER for his
vision on protecting our children and
also for responding to many of the edu-
cational institutions around America
who have asked for some sort of for-
mat, some sort of structure to help
them be able to, if you will, navigate
themselves around this massive crimi-
nal justice system that in fact has an
impact on how children are cared for in
our schools and day care centers and
places of sports activities.
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But I do think as I support this legis-
lation that Americans also understand
that we want people to have an oppor-
tunity for rehabilitation, to engage in
a productive life and to be able to pro-
vide for their families. Putting aside
the sexual predators and those who are
plagued by violent crimes and violent
crimes against children, I would offer
to say that we want to make sure as
well that those who are perpetrators of
nonviolent crimes or individuals
charged with petty theft, but people
who have been out of the system for
decades have the opportunity for em-
ployment and rehabilitation.

I hope as we make our way toward
conference again that these consider-
ations will be taken into account and
we will review this so we can work
with Mr. PORTER and work with con-
ferees and work with the Senate to
make sure that we get constructive
legislation to help us all.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, the leader on the Demo-
cratic side has given two speeches. The
speeches are supposedly in support of
the bill, but then there is a whole long
list of problems with it. Now we cannot
make the perfect the enemy of the
good when we are trying to protect
children.

This is a bill that gives school dis-
tricts the tool to get additional infor-
mation on people who might try to
harm children. So I think our com-
mittee has done a very good job in con-
sidering this legislation and making it
not maybe a perfect bill but a very,
very good one. We do not need a con-
ference. We ought to pass it today, and
then the other body ought to pass it
and let’s get on with it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. KELLER).

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

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
4894. This is a commonsense piece of
legislation to protect our school-
children from being exposed to con-
victed pedophiles on a daily basis. Isn’t
it a matter of common sense that a
school in my hometown of Orlando,
Florida, can do a nationwide criminal
background check to make sure that
its janitors, coaches and school-
teachers are not convicted pedophiles
from New York, Massachusetts, Cali-
fornia, or Texas?

Well, that is not happening right
now. What does happen is they perform
a background check in-state to make
sure that someone hasn’t been con-
victed in Florida of being a pedophile,
and they perform a background check
in 26 other States that signed on as
part of a reciprocity agreement in 1998.
What they don’t check, however, is if
anyone has a pedophile conviction from
24 other States, including the largest
States in this country, States like
California and New York and Texas and
Massachusetts.
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I became involved in a mentoring
program as a volunteer back when I
was practicing law called the Compact
Mentoring Program. I personally went
out and recruited 700 individuals in my
community to be mentors to kids who
were at risk of dropping out of high
school.

O 1300

My number one fear is that one of
those people I recruited may be a con-
victed pedophile from another State.
We didn’t have the tools to do anything
about it.

Congressman JON PORTER’s bill gives
us the tools to do something about it.
I think this bill should get an award
for the most commonsense piece of leg-
islation we have considered all year.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’”
on H.R. 4894.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK).

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I am proud today to join
Mr. PORTER and my fellow members of
the Suburban Caucus in support of H.R.
4894. It is fitting that this legislation is
the first bill to reach the floor for con-
sideration as part of the Suburban
Agenda. H.R. 4894 follows the common-
sense set of issues that frames the Sub-
urban Agenda, protecting kids and
families at home and at school, pro-
viding families with better ways to
save for college, and protecting our re-
sources for a sustainable future.

As the father of six children, I want
to know that when I or my wife drop
our kids off at school that they will be
well taken care of. Our teachers are re-
sponsible for our children’s welfare for
the 6 or 8 hours that they are at school,
and we need to know without question
that their safety will be paramount on
the minds of teachers, faculty, and also
volunteers.

Unfortunately, some would take ad-
vantage of their students. Instead of
guiding our children, they are preying
on them. Mary Kay Letourneau and
Debra Lafave have become household
names. But for each high-profile case
of inappropriate encounters between
teacher and student, how many go un-
noticed, unreported?

That is why today’s legislation is so
important. H.R. 4894 would give schools
the ability to request background
checks on candidates for employment.
Teachers, janitors, administrative
staff, all would be subject to a back-
ground search through the Department
of Justice’s national crime information
databases.

This legislation protects our Kkids,
our communities, and maintains the
high standard that we set for our edu-
cators. I am proud to support the legis-
lation today and call on my colleagues
to support it as well.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1¥2 minutes to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4894, the
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School Safety Acquiring Faculty Ex-
cellence Act, and I congratulate the
leadership of my friend and colleague,
Mr. PORTER, and of course of Chairman
SENSENBRENNER, for bringing this im-
portant piece of legislation to the floor
today.

This bill allows all States to access
national criminal databases to obtain
criminal information when hiring
teachers. The safety of our children in
America’s schools is a major priority
not only to our Nation’s educators, but
to every parent and guardian; and that
is why I stand in support of it today.
We need to make every resource avail-
able to our schools to ensure that the
qualifications and the background of
the faculty they hire are unquestioned.

This legislation streamlines the proc-
ess and ensures that those who are
hired to work with and educate our
children are trustworthy, honest, and
law abiding citizens. Mr. Speaker, this
is a great opportunity for the House of
Representatives to take a stand with
our communities and our schools and
give them the tools necessary to make
certain that our children are safe.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1%2 minutes to the distin-
guished Chair of the Republican Con-
ference, the gentlewoman from Ohio,
and a former judge, Ms. PRYCE.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, ask
any group of parents what they worry
about most, and I guarantee you that
keeping their kids safe in a world that
sometimes seems to get more dan-
gerous by the day will be at the very
top of that list.

The legislation before us will help
make kids in this country safer by giv-
ing schools access to national criminal
information databases, allowing to
them conduct more thorough back-
ground checks on prospective teachers.
It is as simple as that.

It goes without saying that the vast
majority of teachers in this country
are praiseworthy men and women dedi-
cated to the well-being of the children
that they teach. But, unfortunately,
even schools are not safe from the
criminals and pedophiles who threaten
the innocence and safety of our kids.

It must be a priority of this Congress
and our Nation to see that anyone who
has harmed a child is brought to jus-
tice, and this legislation will help to
ensure that no criminal ever finds a
safe haven in a school.

I want to thank Mr. PORTER for his
hard work, Chairman SENSENBRENNER
for allowing this to go forward and for
your hard work. And I am especially
pleased to see it move forward as part
of the Suburban Agenda. And I urge my
colleagues to support the SAFE Act.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time
and am prepared to yield back if the
gentlewoman from Texas will do the
same.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I have
requests for time, and I would like to
proceed.

Mr. Speaker, let me, as well, thank
Chairman SENSENBRENNER and thank
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Ranking Member CONYERS, as well as
Mr. CoBLE and Ranking Member SCOTT
for bringing forward a constructive an-
swer to all of our concerns.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t take a back seat
to anyone in terms of advocacy for
children, and fighting against child
predators that have harassed and, if
you will, violently attacked our chil-
dren across America. We should stand
up for them. I hope that this House will
eventually take up the DNA legislation
that I have that has a separate, dis-
tinctive DNA bank for those who are
child predators.

We are grateful that in the sub-
committee with Mr. ScoTT and Mr.
COBLE this bill has addressed many of
the issues that look at this in a broad-
er sense. So it is important when we
talk about bills that we want to be as
near perfect as we can get. And I be-
lieve that we have the political will
and the good conscience of this House
and the Senate that we will get there.
The idea is to protect our children, and
the idea as well is to recognize that the
parameters of our Constitution will
allow us to do that while addressing
those concerns. So I am hoping that we
will have a perfect bill because our
children deserve so and, as well, that
we will have a bipartisan effort to work
on this issue.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I said I had no further requests for
time. Is the gentlewoman from Texas
prepared to yield back to allow me to
close?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I have the great pleasure of
yielding 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to commend the committee for
bringing this item before us. I am often
before this committee with a different
issue that relates to the whole business
of how do you help individuals re-
integrate. But I rise to express strong
support for this legislation because I
remember the words of the songwriter
who said that our children are the fu-
ture. And given the fact that they are,
we have a responsibility to do every-
thing within our power and possibility
to make sure that they can grow up
safe and secure.

I want to also commend my col-
leagues and the chairman of one of my
subcommittees, Mr. PORTER from Ne-
vada, for his work on this legislation. I
strongly support it and urge its adop-
tion.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I have
no further speakers, and I close simply,
Mr. Speaker, by thanking the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois who
has represented the broadness of our
view. We must protect our children,
and I believe that this bill is on its way
to its perfection so that our children
will not be subjected to infractions in
this legislation, but truly be protected.
And I hope that any other legislative
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initiative that comes forward to pro-
tect our children will receive this bi-
partisan cooperation that we have
achieved in the House Judiciary Com-
mittee.

I ask my colleagues to vote for the
legislation of Mr. PORTER.

I yield back my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not even
close to the outer parameters of the
Constitution. What it does is it allows
the sharing of fingerprint data identi-
fication that has all been constitu-
tionally collected with school districts
who are hiring new personnel to find
out if they have something in their
background that would disqualify them
from a job working with children. And
that is all there is to it.

The fingerprints were valid. It is
merely sharing the fingerprints with
somebody who has got a legitimate use
for them.

Now, there are criminal penalties in-
volved for those who use those finger-
prints for other than verifying some-
body who is applying for a job at a
school or volunteering there, for any
other purpose whatsoever.

What has been said in the debate,
using the Michigan cases and the two
California cases, shows that there are
loopholes in the present system that
allow people who wish to molest chil-
dren to get jobs undetected of their
past record. And what the gentleman
from Nevada is doing is making sure
that those people are identified before
they can wreck another young life.

What’s wrong with that? This doesn’t
need perfection. It is simple; it is
straightforward. And it ought to pass.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 4894, the School Safety Ac-
quiring Faculty Excellence Act, a measure to
provide school districts with the ability to en-
sure the safety of their classrooms.

| thank Mr. PORTER for leading the charge in
making certain that children in our schools are
learning in the safest environment possible.
America’s teachers are at the very heart of our
education system and play a vital role in the
lives of children. Their daily one-on-one inter-
action with the children in their classrooms
cannot easily be matched.

It is for those reasons that we want to be
certain that our teachers are of no threat to
our children. The School Safety Acquiring Fac-
ulty Excellence Act is a logical and realistic
approach to providing school administrators
the tools necessary to help ensure their
schools are safe.

Mr. Speaker, teachers deserve our utmost
appreciation for their service and lifelong dedi-
cation to education. It is through this legisla-
tion, however, that we also address the reali-
ties of today and provide reassurance that we
are keeping predators out of our classrooms.
The safety and protection of our school-
children is imperative.

Again, | would like to thank Mr. PORTER for
his continued efforts to help guarantee the
safety of our schools, and | urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of H.R. 4894, to provide for certain
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access to national crime information data-
bases by schools and educational agencies
for employment purposes, with respect to indi-
viduals who work with children. Our children
are America’s future. It is important that they
receive the best education we can offer them.
It is also important that they be placed in a
safe learning environment. Furthermore, local
government has an obligation to provide for
the safety and security of students. We help
ensure that America’s children learn without
being put at risk by allowing local, territorial
and state educational agencies to access na-
tional crime information databases.

Teachers play a prominent role in the lives
of children and in the shaping of their char-
acter. This bill gives public and private schools
the tools they need to ensure that the teach-
ers they hire uphold the highest standards of
conduct while educating our children. | support
H.R. 4894 because it will help keep America’s
children safe inside the classroom.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FEENEY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4894.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

———

EXEMPTING PERSONS WITH DIS-
ABILITIES FROM SECTION 8
RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROHIBI-
TION

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill H.R. 5117, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5117

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EXEMPTION OF PERSONS WITH DIS-
ABILITIES FROM SECTION 8 RENTAL
ASSISTANCE PROHIBITION.

Subsection (a) of section 327 of Public Law
109-115 (119 Stat. 2466) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para-
graph (7); and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(6) is not a person with disabilities, as
such term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of
the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42
U.S.C. 1437a(b)(3)(E)) and was not receiving
assistance under such section 8 as of Novem-
ber 30, 2005; and’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. PRYCE) and the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS) each will
control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Ohio.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. The story of this bill begins 4
months ago when I first heard that dis-
abled students, many of whom rely on
section 8 housing assistance, were at
risk of losing support they depend on
to go to school in and around Colum-
bus, Ohio.

Marilyn Frank, the executive direc-
tor of Creative Living, an organization
in Columbus that provides a home for
the severely disabled, told me that she
feared a new law aimed at eliminating
abuses in the section 8 program had the
potential to hurt some of our most vul-
nerable citizens. Many of these resi-
dents would be unable to pursue their
dreams of higher education without the
support of Creative Living and the
funding of the section 8 program.

H.R. 5117 gives us the opportunity to
right a wrong. We can give these stu-
dents the peace of mind that they can
continue their education without fear
that they will lose the housing on
which they depend.

Now, the story behind the story be-
gins more than a year ago. Media re-
ports in Iowa and elsewhere questioned
the integrity of section 8. It became
clear that students, some student ath-
letes, many from well-to-do families,
were residing in subsidized housing cre-
ated for low-income Americans. The
images from these reports were pat-
ently offensive. While some families
struggled to make financial ends meet
to stay in the section 8 residences, a
group of college football players lived
in low-income housing, rent free and
spent their $500 per week stipend at the
mall on video games.

Congress responded quickly to close
these loopholes and tightened the eligi-
bility requirements for students who
wish to reside in federally subsidized
housing.

Unfortunately, that fix overlooked
the disabled. This bill simply exempts
disabled students who were receiving
section 8 from these new requirements,
thus grandfathering in disabled stu-
dents who are currently going to
school and receiving this assistance.
The list of exempt individuals also cur-
rently includes veterans, married indi-
viduals, and those with dependent chil-
dren.

The bill we are considering today en-
sures that disabled students who des-
perately are dependent upon section 8
to pursue their education will not be
unfairly shut out of the rental assist-
ance program.

I would like to thank my fellow Ohio-
ans, Chairman OXLEY and Congressman
NEY, Chairman HOBSON and Congress-
man TIBERI, for helping move this bill
quickly to the floor. Mr. LEACH and
Ranking Member FRANK from Massa-
chusetts also deserve a great deal of
thanks.

But our fight is not done. Unfortu-
nately, because of some CBO scoring
issues, the bill before us today is not
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the broad fix to the section 8 program
I had originally sought. And subsidized
housing facilities like Creative Living
cannot accept new students under the
section 8 program until a more perma-
nent solution is enacted by this body.
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To that end I will continue to work
to ensure that facilities like this can
continue to house students with dis-
abilities in the future and allow them
to pursue their dreams.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like
to thank the gentlewoman from Ohio,
Ms. PRYCE; the gentlemen from Ohio,
Mr. TIBERI and Mr. HOBSON; and the
distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Housing and Community
Opportunity, from Ohio, Mr. NEY; as
well as the ranking member, Mr. BAR-
NEY FRANK; and Chairman OXLEY for
their work on this measure. The full
Committee on Financial Services re-
ported it out unanimously by voice
vote on May 24 of this year. As indi-
cated by my colleague Ms. PRYCE, this
bill corrects an unintended con-
sequence of a provision added to the
HUD appropriations bill last year that
sought to close a loophole in the Sec-
tion 8 program allowing student ath-
letes and other non-needy students ac-
cess to subsidized housing.

The fiscal year 2006 Transportation,
Treasury, HUD, Judiciary and D.C. Ap-
propriations conference report, codified
as Public Law 109-115, included a provi-
sion that effectively counted the in-
come of parents when determining
whether students under the age of 24
are eligible to receive Section 8 assist-
ance. That provision does not apply to
veterans or to students who are mar-
ried or have children. This bill, H.R.
5117, would additionally exempt stu-
dents with disabilities from this treat-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, the same appropriations
bill included language intended to
close the loophole in the Section 8 pro-
gram which allowed student athletes
and other non-needy students access to
Section 8 housing intended for low-in-
come persons. While this was not the
intention of the appropriators, it cre-
ated a potential hardship for the dis-
abled community. However, the final
rule issued by HUD in response to Pub-
lic Law 109-115 has the potential to dis-
qualify from Section 8 eligibility those
severely disabled individuals under the
age of 24 who are enrolled in an institu-
tion of higher learning.

H.R. 5117 is prescriptive, Mr. Speak-
er. It merely adds persons with disabil-
ities to the list of exempt individuals.
Of course, the disabled can least afford
additional burdens and, therefore, any-
thing that we can do to lessen their
burden is well worth it. The final rule
issued by HUD included this prohibi-
tion, and the sooner it is lifted, we will
be able to return a sense of fairness to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the Section 8 program, particularly
where disabled students are concerned.

So I would urge my colleagues to
support the passage of H.R. 5117.

And let me just say that this bill is
typical of the kind of work that is get-
ting done on our committee. We have
tremendous cooperation from both
sides of the aisle to do good work rel-
ative to making sure that not only
rental opportunities are available to
those who need it, but we are doing
wonderful work in this committee on
home ownership issues. What better
month to be able to correct this prob-
lem in law than the month of June.
This is National home ownership
Month, and I think that our committee
has certainly recognized this. And
while we make this correction, we are
working on a lot of other bills.

I am so proud of the work that we are
all doing on FHA to bring it up to date
and make sure that our opportunities
are available for the least of these. I
am so proud of the work that we are
going to mark up on voucher reform. I
am very pleased about the idea that
many of us are getting together to try
to hold on to HOPE VI.

So in this National home ownership
Month, today we stand to send a signal
not only to the disabled but to those
who somehow get overlooked, forgot-
ten, that we really are on point.

Mr. Speaker, again, let me just thank
my colleagues on the committee on
both sides of the aisle for the work
that we are doing. I thank them today
for 5117, for all of the other work that
we are doing, and I would say that
many others in this House can look at
the work that this committee is pro-
ducing and be proud and perhaps even
use it as an example.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I urge passage
at this time.

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

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just want to say this is a great vic-
tory today. We are ensuring that these
students do not have to put away their
textbooks or even hang up their lab
coats because of something that we did
when we thought we were correcting a
problem. There are enough challenges
put in front of individuals with severe
disabilities, and worrying about a place
to call home while they attend college
should not be one of them.

I also appreciate the bipartisan effort
on this bill and so many other pieces of
legislation that moved through our
committee.

And thank you, Ms. WATERS, for join-
ing me in this effort.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
PrYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5117, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
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the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and insert ex-
traneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

——
RECOGNIZING THE 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE INTERSTATE

HIGHWAY SYSTEM

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 372)
recognizing the 50th Anniversary of the
Interstate Highway System.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CON. RES. 372

Whereas on June 29, 1956, President Dwight
D. Eisenhower signed the Federal-Aid Highway
Act of 1956 to establish a 41,000-mile National
System of Interstate and Defense Highways,
known as the ‘‘Interstate Highway System’’,
and the Highway Revenue Act of 1956 to create
a Highway Trust Fund;

Whereas in 1990, the National System of Inter-
state and Defense Highways was renamed the
“Dwight D. Eisenhower National System of
Interstate and Defense Highways’ to recognize
President Eisenhower’s role in the creation of
the system;

Whereas in 2006, this web of superhighways,
now spanning a total of 46,876 miles throughout
the United States, has had a powerful and posi-
tive impact on our national life;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System has
proven vital in transporting people and goods
from one region to another speedily and safely;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System has
facilitated trade both within our national bor-
ders and globally and helped create unprece-
dented economic expansion and opportunities
for millions of Americans;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System has
brought diverse communities throughout our
land closer together and kept us connected to
one another as well as the larger world;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System has
made it easier and often more enjoyable to trav-
el to long-distance destinations and spend time
with family members and friends who live far
away;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System is a
pivotal component in our national system of de-
fense and emergency preparedness efforts;

Whereas the Interstate Highway System re-
mains one of our country’s paramount assets as
well as a symbol of human ingenuity and free-
dom; and

Whereas this anniversary provides an occa-
sion to both honor one of the largest public
works achievements of all time and reflect on
how it can remain effective in the years ahead:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

That Congress—

(1) recognizes the golden anniversary year of
the Dwight D. Eisenhower National System of
Interstate and Defense Highways;

(2) recognizes the achievements of the Federal
Highway Administration (and its predecessor,



H3810

the Bureau of Public Roads), the State depart-
ments of transportation, and the highway con-
struction industry, including contractors, de-
signers, engineers, laborers, materials producers,
and equipment companies, for their contribu-
tions to the construction of the Interstate High-
way System and the quality of life of the citi-
zens of the United States; and

(3) encourages citizens, communities, govern-
ment agencies, and other organizations to pro-
mote and participate in celebratory and edu-
cational activities marking this uniquely impor-
tant and historic milestone.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on House
Concurrent Resolution 372.

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

There was no objection.

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

Thursday, June 29, will mark the 50th
anniversary of the Federal law that
brought America its unparalleled inter-
state highway system. This 46,508-mile
web of superhighways has transformed
our Nation and our Nation’s economy.
It is a symbol of freedom and it is a
tribute to human ingenuity.

As America entered the 20th century,
good roads, even paved roads, were not
common. In addition, it was rare for
roads in one State to link up with
roads in adjacent States. Roads might
lead outward from cities, even to State
lines, but there was no guarantee they
would meet other roads in neighboring
States. The concept of an interstate
system as we know it today can be
traced back to a 1939 report to Con-
gress called ‘““Toll Roads and Free
Roads.”

In 1944, the National Highway Com-
mittee, appointed by President Frank-
lin Delano Roosevelt and headed by
Commissioner of Public Roads Thomas
MacDonald, produced plans for a na-
tional system of approximately 34,000
miles of expressways.

However, it was the efforts of Presi-
dent Dwight David Eisenhower that
gave us the interstate highway system
we have today. Eisenhower personally
witnessed the need for a national high-
way system in 1919, when as a young
lieutenant colonel in the Army he
helped staff a convoy of 81 military ve-
hicles from Washington, D.C. to San
Francisco. It is kind of a modern day
Lewis and Clark Expedition. The jour-
ney took 62 days, and the convoy aver-
aged 6 miles per hour. On today’s inter-
state system, such a trip could be eas-
ily completed in less than a week.

During the journey, Lieutenant Colo-
nel Eisenhower formed the opinion
that the TUnited States desperately
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needed a better highway system. Eisen-
hower made the creation of an inter-
state system a keystone of his domes-
tic agenda when he came into office in
the early 1950s.

Eisenhower’s original effort to pass
legislation to create an interstate sys-
tem went down in defeat in July of
1955. He was unwilling to accept defeat,
however, and he resumed his campaign
in 1956. Eisenhower’s plan required the
Federal Government to bear the major-
ity of the construction cost, recog-
nizing this massive public works
project was vital to interstate com-
merce, national defense, and economic
growth. His plan also established a user
fee-based financing plan through a gas
tax and this funding source is still the
bedrock of the current Federal Aid
Highway Program.

Congress passed the Federal-Aid
Highway Act of 1956 in June of 1956,
and on June 29, 1956, President Eisen-
hower signed the bill into law and set
in motion the interstate system as we
know it today.

I am honored to be here this after-
noon to recognize the 50th anniversary
of the interstate system, and I look
forward to taking part in the other
events that are planned throughout
this month to honor this historic anni-
versary.

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

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

I thank the gentleman from Wis-
consin for his very thoughtful histor-
ical rendition of the evolution of the
interstate highway program.

This resolution honors the golden an-
niversary of the Dwight D. Eisenhower
National System of Interstate and De-
fense Highways. But the original inter-
state highway, one that linked several
States, was charted by George Wash-
ington in 1784, a year after the Revolu-
tionary War concluded. Traveling to
the Ohio country on horseback, Wash-
ington carefully observed the people
and the land. He saw that settlers were
trapped, that they could fall under the
control, as he wrote, of ‘‘the Spaniards
on their right or Great Britain on their
left.” He recognized the need to unite
our new Nation by opening, as he
called it, a smooth way through the
Appalachian Mountains to enable the
settlers, again as he put it, ‘“‘to pass
our markets before the trade may get
into another channel.” A quaint way of
saying things.

Washington determined the Dbest
route through the mountains was
Nemacolin’s Trail, a network of old In-
dian hunting paths that Washington
knew well from his early days as a sur-
veyor. It took almost 50 years to con-
vert the trail into the first federally
funded interstate highway that we now
know as the National Road.

There is little dispute that, as Chair-
man PETRI mentioned earlier, Thomas
Harris MacDonald, chief of the Bureau
of Public Roads for 34 years, from 1919
to 1953, was the visionary who devel-
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oped the initial plans for the present
day interstate highway system. In fact,
Chief MacDonald’s stature was such
that when I started here on the Hill as
a junior staff person on the Sub-
committee on Rivers and Harbors of
the Committee on Public Works his
name was revered. The people almost
bowed in mentioning his name. He real-
ly developed the plans for the present
interstate highway system.

In 1938, the Congress mandated devel-
opment of a plan for an interstate
highway system. MacDonald laid out
the plan in a report entitled ‘‘Toll
Roads and Free Roads,” 1939. Based on
that report, Congress in 1944, as it
could see the end of World War II, di-
rected the Bureau of Public Roads to
undertake a study of a nationwide sys-
tem of interconnected highways, total-
ing some 44,000 miles.
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That national system of interstate
highways directive by the Congress,
was carried out by the Bureau of Pub-
lic Roads, with a plan to link major
cities; that is, those of 50,000 popu-
lation and more. But it did not provide
a funding mechanism.

And in the aftermath of World War
II, as the Nation rushed to reintegrate
the 16 million men and women who
served the U.S. in the great war, put
aside the development of a highway
plan as we rushed to convert to civilian
purposes industries that had built ma-
chinery of war.

But MacDonald continued working
tirelessly with State departments of
highways, with urban planners, with
others, to continue developing this idea
of an interstate highway system. He
had sustained it through the Great De-
pression, he had sustained the idea
through World War II.

He was not dismayed by the rush to
civilianize the war-time economy of
the United States. He kept working on
this until his retirement in 1953. Indeed
it was, as Chairman PETRI said, Presi-
dent Dwight Eisenhower who exercised
the political will and leadership to
take this vision to reality.

But there was also another force, the
increasing congestion on our Nation’s
highways, and with it, the increasing
death rate on our Nation’s highways. It
was projected in 1951, 1952, that if we
did not do something about the conges-
tion on our highways and the rising
death toll, we would be killing 100,000
people a year on America’s highways.
That was the driving force behind mov-
ing to the next stage and bringing the
vision of an interstate system to re-
ality.

I will not repeat the very thoughtful
and I think erudite presentation that
Mr. PETRI cited of President Eisen-
hower as a lieutenant colonel taking
the convoy across the United States.
He stated that was an experience that
lingered in Colonel Eisenhower, Gen-
eral Eisenhower, President Eisen-
hower’s mind as he confronted this
issue.
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His great thought was to tap General
Lucius Clay to head a commission to
take the idea of the 1944 Congress re-
port, the MacDonald report, and work
with the Governors again, with other
interested parties, and develop a plan
to finance this system. That is what
the Clay Commission report did that
was really different.

It set forth a plan for a viable fund-
ing mechanism to undertake the inter-
state highway system with an idea that
you would have a dedicated revenue
stream so that at the beginning of the
project planners could see their way to
the end of that project.

That was what truly launched the
interstate highway construction pro-
gram. My predecessor, John Blatnik,
who served in this body for 28 years on
the Committee on Public Works and
was its chairman for 4 years, was one
of the five House co-authors. It was
largely the House of Representatives
that drove this issue forward.

I remember many discussions with
Mr. Blatnik talking about the discus-
sions that went late into the evenings
and about how to finance the inter-
state highway system.

President Eisenhower’s Secretary of
the Treasury favored a bonding pro-
gram, which would have greatly en-
riched Wall Street investors, but the
House held out for an egalitarian tax
that everybody would pay, calling it a
fee, a fee to build the interstate high-
way system.

And that fee started out to be 3
cents, a fuel excise tax. But after one
year of experience with the 3-cent tax,
they realized this was not going to be
enough and came back the following
year, in 1957, and passed 1 additional
cent, an increase in that fee. That
passed this body, if you can imagine it,
on a voice vote. We can hardly pass
anything on a voice vote today. But
that was done in those days, because
there was a need to move ahead.

The original authorization was for a
system of 42,500 miles and today, as Mr.
PETRI already said, it is 46,876 miles.
You have to keep asking the Highway
Administration how many more miles
have been added because some continue
to creep in as designated segments of
the interstate.

But the States responded imme-
diately. Eisenhower signed the bill into
law June 29, 1956. By September,
projects were under construction, be-
cause the States were ready. They
knew they had to move ahead quickly.
They knew we needed this system of di-
vided, access-controlled, inter-
connecting highways that would theo-
retically allow you to travel from coast
to coast or from border to border with-
out a traffic light.

Now, of course today that is not pos-
sible, but the principle of coast to
coast and border to border travel was
realized with the interstate highway
system. We now have invested $128.9
billion, the Federal Government in
partnership with the States, the Fed-
eral share an estimated $114.3 billion.
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And the marvel is that this system
that represents 1 percent, just a little
over 1 percent of the Nation’s total
public road mileage, carries 24 percent
of all the highway travel, 40 percent of
all travel by single-unit and combina-
tion trucks, 721 billion vehicle miles
estimated to travel annually on the
interstate highway system.

It is the marvel of the world. Every
year there are delegations from other
countries who come here to meet with
us on the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure to ask how
did you do it? How did you finance it?
How do you keep it going? How do you
keep it in good shape? It is an engi-
neering marvel of the world.

Washington, President Washington,
General Washington’s original version
of a national road has now been ful-
filled.

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

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
resolution. I thank the gentleman from
Michigan for his remarks. My par-
ticular interest in this legislation, in
honoring the interstate transportation
system, is the gentleman that has been
mentioned in both remarks, and that is
President Eisenhower, a fellow Kansan,
and that historic moment on June 29,
1956, when our President initiated the
interstate highway system, is one that
we memorialize in Kansas. We are very
much a transportation-dependent
State. We are land-locked in the mid-
dle of the country and roads and high-
ways that lead elsewhere are lawfully
important to us, particularly in the
sense of commerce and moving indus-
trial goods and agricultural commod-
ities to market.

But President Eisenhower, in his life
and his involvement in the interstate
system, is memorialized in Abilene,
Kansas, his hometown, at the Eisen-
hower Center where photographs of the
interstate construction are on display.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this afternoon
just to again remark about this re-
markable individual, this former gen-
eral, this former President of the
United States, who had the foresight as
a military leader and commander to
bring the country together in regard to
a transportation system that is so im-
portant to us today.

So as a Kansan, I am here to pay
tribute not only to the interstate sys-
tem, but to President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower. I thank the committee and the
gentleman for yielding me the time
and for bringing this occasion to the
House floor today. I urge my colleagues
to support this historic occurrence
that matters so much to Kansas and
Americans in 2006, 50 years later.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, can 1
inquire how much time is remaining on
our side?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 9 minutes remaining.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member for the time. I too
rise to commemorate the 50th anniver-
sary, the great vision of President and
General Dwight David Eisenhower, in
terms of the national highway system.

Fifty years. It is a long time. And
now we need to look forward to the
next half of the first century of the na-
tional highway system, and that is
going to constitute quite a challenge.
We, just after some lengthy struggle,
finally reauthorized the highway pro-
gram with SAFETEA-LU last summer.

But what we see looming before us is
a system that is starting to show its
age. The cracked bridge problem in Or-
egon, failing bridges that were con-
structed actually with 1950s tech-
nology, just before we moved to
prestressed concrete, the cast-in-place
bridges, and other places around the
country. The system is showing its age,
the wear and tear, it is showing in
places that it is not up to the task of
current traffic volumes, and we need to
look to the future of this great artery
of commerce and transportation and
recreation transport for Americans,
daily commutes to work, to long trips
to far-away places within this wonder-
ful country.

And that is a challenge that the
chairman of the committee has begun
to address with hearings to look at
what the future sources of funding will
be to meet even greater demands than
the initial construction of this system.

So I rise today both to commemorate
the 50th anniversary and the vision-
aries who gave us this great system,
and to join with my colleagues here
who I know will be part of the solution
about how it is going to be celebrated
yet another 50 years from today as still
an essential artery for commerce and
transportation in the United States,
because visionaries in this and some
near subsequent Congresses recognized
the need to continue to invest, reinvest
and enhance the system.

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the chairman for the
work on this legislation today and for
making note of the anniversary of the
interstate highway system, and as we
also honor the work of our past Presi-
dent Eisenhower for his work to make
sure that we bear the fruits of the sys-
tem 50 years later.

The 50th anniversary, we come here
today on, but perhaps at this time it is
appropriate also that standing on his
shoulders we could do what he would
like to see at this point in time as we
move forward to the second half of that
century to build upon what he has al-
ready done, to create a new system as
we honor his work of the past.
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You know, this new system would be
one in which we return some of the au-
thority that we have now assumed on
the Federal level back to the States to
give them more discretion, basically to
maximize the resources that are out
there to create that great transpor-
tation system that we have in this
country today. We could do that by re-
turning primary transportation au-
thority and responsibility and taxing
authority back to the States.

What would this do? This would free
State transportation dollars from the
Federal micromanagement that we
have seen in the past and other budg-
etary pressures as well. It would let
people back at the States, people who
actually use these roads and bridges
and tunnels and what have you, to help
make the decisions to decide when,
how and where and how they are going
to finance them. They would make the
decisions in the future how they would
finance it, they would make the deci-
sions how they would be regulated.

You know, Mr. Speaker, I say in con-
clusion on this that we can honor this
President who was indeed a great
President for what he did for this coun-
try, but you know he was a greater
general for all that he did for this
country as well. And as a general he
knew that sometimes the best deci-
sions were made by those field com-
manders who were in the field. And I
would just suggest to you, Mr. Speak-
er, that now is the time to allow the
States to assume command.

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. MICA).

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker and my col-
leagues, first of all I want to thank the
chairman of our Highway Sub-
committee and the ranking member for
their leadership and taking time to
recognize our interstate system. It is
one of our most important Federal as-
sets, particularly as we pay tribute
now to the 50th anniversary of our
interstate system founded in 1956. You
have heard some references to Presi-
dent Eisenhower and his vision, a con-
servative Republican President in 1956.

And actually some of the history of
the idea and really the push for an
interstate system was delivered by
Vice President Nixon on July 12, 1954.
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Vice President Nixon was sent to the
National Governors Conference in Lake
George in New York, where the Gov-
ernors had assembled. At that con-
ference, in 1954, is where he proposed to
all the Governors on behalf of Presi-
dent Eisenhower an interstate system.

Now, you have to put this in perspec-
tive, folks, because the Federal budget
was $71 billion in 1954, and he was pro-
posing what would be probably a half a
trillion dollar system and infrastruc-
ture project in that day. I am sure
there must have been a couple of peo-
ple who said, that is going to be a high-
way to nowhere.

But, again, that is the kind of vision,
that is the kind of foresight leadership
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that has meant so much to this Nation,
particularly because our roads, our
ports, our airports are all the heart of
our infrastructure and allow us to do
the business of our country. The busi-
ness of our country is commerce.

The current state of our interstate, I
am sad to rise on the 50th anniversary
and say that it is in disrepair. We
heard Mr. DEFAZIO talk about it, but
we are congested from the Atlantic to
the Pacific, from sea to shining sea.
Our interstate needs cry out for help.
We need new financing. We need new
projects and partnerships to move the
business of this country on our inter-
state highways that are clogged.

We do have two problems. One is fi-
nancing. We are looking, instead of a
trillion-dollar system that might have
been proposed in 1954, trillions of dol-
lars in infrastructure. The other thing
is regulatory reform. These projects
get bogged down in delay. We need to
speed up that process which in time
can also have costs attached to it.

So we need a vision like Richard
Nixon proposed to the Governors asso-
ciation in Lake George in 1954. We need
the vision of Dwight David Eisenhower,
a conservative Republican President
who proposed an interstate system
which now links one end of this coun-
try and all corners of this Nation to-
gether.

Again, this is important, not just
looking at the past, but looking at the
future and building on what we have
inherited and the significant milestone
and anniversary in the history of our
interstate system.

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

Mr. Speaker, what was unique about
and continues to be unique about the
interstate highway system is the Fed-
eral-State partnership that I ref-
erenced earlier, not public-private fi-
nancing, not bond financing, as was
proposed by Eisenhower’s Secretary of
Treasury and rejected by this House of
Representatives, but a shared partner-
ship, shared in financing 90 percent
Federal, 10 percent State, shared in de-
signing the route structure and the
system to connect cities of 50,000 or
greater population throughout this
country, and to vastly enhance safety.

What we are hearing since enactment
of SAFETEA-LU that took the Federal
highway program to new financing,
$286.3 billion, is worry about avail-
ability of funds for the future and the
surface transportation subcommittee,
under the leadership of the gentleman
from Wisconsin, has held several very
thoughtful, productive, in-depth hear-
ings on how not only the interstate,
but how the total national highway
system will be financed in the coming
years.

We also directed a commission to be
established in the enactment of
SAFETEA-LU to evaluate financing
plans and to report back to the Con-
gress on financing.

I am not enamored of public-private
financing issues. I am not enamored
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and am very much opposed to toll sys-
tems. They will not be a sustained pro-
gram. Toll roads, toll bridges would
not have brought us the interstate
highway system that we have, we enjoy
today that was a marvel of the indus-
trial world.

We need to sustain the highway trust
fund, keep it a user-based system, and
its inherent genius is that it never has
nor can it or ever will it run a deficit.
In contrast, the surplus funds in the
highway trust fund for many years,
from 1968 through 1998, were used to fi-
nance, to cover up deficits and finance
other activities of the Federal Govern-
ment. We must not allow that to recur,
although it has.

There is a surplus built up where the
trust fund is being used to overshadow
parts of the deficit. We must continue
this sustained financing, self-sup-
porting financing mechanism that does
not run a deficit, that is user-based,
that is broad-based, that is egalitarian
in its application.

For President Eisenhower, I would
say history should and has already
judged him very warmly, not only for
his military leadership, but for what he
has done for infrastructure and his sup-
port, not just passing, but from per-
sonal experience of the interstate high-
way system, which we have already
discussed. But he signed into law the
legislation establishing the St. Law-
rence Seaway, providing for the U.S.
partnership in Canada in opening the
fourth sea coast of the United States,
and creation of the FAA from the old
Civil Aeronautics Authority, the first-
ever construction funding to help build
runways to accommodate the Jet Age
in 1958, which was just dawning upon
America.

We didn’t know what to do with this
new-type civilian aircraft, but we knew
and engineers knew that they had to
have better runways, better taxiways,
better terminals. President Eisenhower
understood that and signed into law
the legislation not only to create the
Federal Aviation Administration and
the old CAA, but also funding for the
construction of the needed high-quality
runways to accommodate the Jet Age.

His legacy is really remarkable when
we think back in perspective of what
was needed to build the base of Amer-
ica, build our economic strength
through our transportation infrastruc-
ture. What we celebrate in this legisla-
tion today is the accomplishment of
that interstate highway system. It is a
golden anniversary. As my colleague
from Oregon, Mr. DEFAZIO, said, I am
looking forward to the next 50 years,
provided there is enough fuel to get us
there.

I join with my good friend and col-
league from the State of Wisconsin
(Mr. PETRI). His leadership on the sub-
committee of surface transportation
has been superb in asking all Members
to join in support of this legislation
honoring the 50th anniversary of the
interstate highway program.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, just to conclude and
build on the remarks of the dean of our
committee, Mr. OBERSTAR, we are cele-
brating the 50th anniversary of a re-
markable thing, a generation of Ameri-
cans, some have said the Greatest Gen-
eration, that thought not just of itself,
but of its country and its future and in-
vested in the future.

They were not borrowing against ex-
isting assets, against existing assets
for current expenses. Instead, they
were taxing themselves or paying fees
themselves to build for the future to
create a greater, productive enterprise
here in the United States, one symbol
of that, of what we are celebrating
today, the b50th anniversary of the
interstate highway system, the envy of
the world, the backbone of the strong-
est economy in the world.

I had the opportunity, as a much
younger person, to meet Dwight Eisen-
hower on several occasions. I got out of
school when I was in fourth grade to go
down to the railway station in Fond du
Lac, Wisconsin, one of the last whistle-
stop campaign trips, and again once
while in high school. These groups
come from all over the country to visit
their legislators and so on. I was with
a group about to meet President Eisen-
hower in the Rose Garden in the White
House.

But in those days Presidents would
often, not only Eisenhower, address the
country. Not because there was some
great crisis, but because they were al-
ways trying to rally people to a con-
structive cause. I remember him often
speaking and saying as a former gen-
eral who had known war that the true
strength of a country was not em-
bodied just in its army, though mili-
tary, though that was a part of it; the
true strength of a country was the
moral fiber of its people and the pro-
ductive capacity of its economy.

If those were tended to, you could al-
ways build military strength out of
that. But if you relied solely on mili-
tary strength, you would have a hollow
strength and would not have the sus-
tainability that the strong economy
and character of the people could pro-
vide to face any threat.

Part of that strength is our inter-
state highway system. He led us to
build it. It is our job to sustain and to
renew it in future generations and, as a
part of that, to commemorate its great
contribution and success through this
resolution. I urge all Members to join
us in supporting it.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
PETRI) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 372.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

SUPPORTING RESPONSIBLE FA-
THERHOOD, PROMOTING MAR-
RIAGE, AND ENCOURAGING
GREATER INVOLVEMENT OF FA-
THERS IN THE LIVES OF THEIR
CHILDREN, ESPECIALLY ON FA-
THER’S DAY

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 318) supporting re-
sponsible fatherhood, promoting mar-
riage, and encouraging greater involve-
ment of fathers in the lives of their
children, especially on Father’s Day, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 318

Whereas married fathers are more likely to
have a close, enduring relationship with
their children than unmarried fathers;

Whereas according to a 1996 Gallup poll,
90.3 percent of Americans agree that fathers
make a unique contribution to their chil-
dren’s lives;

Whereas in a study of fathers’ interaction
with their children in intact two-parent fam-
ilies, nearly 90 percent of the fathers sur-
veyed said that being a father is the most
fulfilling role a man can have;

Whereas a broad array of the Nation’s lead-
ing family and child development experts
agree that it is in the best interests of chil-
dren and the Nation as a whole to encourage
more two-parent families where the father is
actively involved with his children;

Whereas promoting responsible fatherhood
can help increase the chances that children
will grow up with two caring parents;

Whereas children with fathers at home
tend to do better in school, to be less prone
to emotional and behavioral problems, and
to have more successful relationships;

Whereas boys and girls alike demonstrate
greater self-control and ability to take ini-
tiative when fathers are actively involved in
their upbringing;

Whereas children who are apart from their
biological fathers are, in comparison to
other children, 5 times more likely to live in
poverty, and more likely to bring weapons
and drugs into the classroom, commit other
crimes, drop out of school, commit suicide,
abuse alcohol or drugs, or become pregnant
as teenagers;

Whereas the promotion of responsible fa-
therhood should not denigrate the standing
or parenting efforts of single mothers, whose
efforts are heroic, lessen the protection of
children from abusive parents, cause women
to remain in, or enter into, abusive relation-
ships, or compromise the health or safety of
a custodial parent; and

Whereas Father’s Day is the third Sunday
in June: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commends the millions of fathers who
serve as wonderful, caring parents for their
children;

(2) calls on fathers across the Nation to use
Father’s Day to reconnect and rededicate
themselves to their children’s lives, to spend
Father’s Day with their children, and to ex-
press their love and support for their chil-
dren;

(3) urges men to understand the level of re-
sponsibility fathering a child requires, espe-
cially in the encouragement of the moral,
academic, and spiritual development of chil-
dren; and
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(4) encourages active involvement of fa-
thers in the rearing and development of their
children, including the devotion of time, en-
ergy, and resources.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on H.
Res. 318.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H. Res. 318, and I would like to con-
gratulate Representative SULLIVAN on
this resolution. The upcoming celebra-
tion of Father’s Day is time to reflect
on the role that fathers play in the de-
velopment of ou