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the foundation funds a scholarship program
that provides assistance for area students
from southwest Alabama to go to college, and
also runs the MLK Avenue Redevelopment
Corporation, which assists housing construc-
tion in lower income neighborhoods in and
around Mobile.

In addition to these programs, the founda-
tion also supports the Centre for the Living
Arts, which was founded by Palmer and his
lovely wife, Ann.

Palmer Bedsole was awarded the 2004 Out-
standing Citizen Award of Mobile because of
his creation and involvement with the Centre
for the Living Arts. This center operates Space
301, an art gallery in the former Mobile Press-
Register building, as well as the historic
Saenger Theater. Palmer was a driving force
behind the renovations of this Mobile land-
mark.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in remembering a dedicated community lead-
er, a successful businessman, a respected
farmer and true friend to many throughout Ala-
bama and around the country.

At 6 feet 6 inches, Palmer Bedsole was not
only a tall man, but he was big in heart and
generous in spirit. Naturally, he will be missed
by his family—his wife of 48 years, Ann Smith
Bedsole; his children, Raine Bedsole, George
Demmas, Mary Martin Riser and John Henry
Martin; and his grandchildren—as well as the
countless friends he leaves behind.

Our thoughts and prayers are with them all
at this difficult time.

———

HONORING HARRISON WADSWORTH
ON THE COMPLETION OF HIS IN-
TERNSHIP

HON. BART GORDON

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
thank Harrison Wadsworth for his service this
summer during his internship in our Nation’s
Capital. Harrison has been a tremendous help
to my constituents in Tennessee’s Sixth Con-
gressional District.

As he finishes his internship, Harrison is
preparing for his junior year at Johns Hopkins
University, where he is majoring in political
science. He is a member of Sigma Chi, and
his dedication to his studies has earned him a
spot on the Dean’s List.

| know firsthand that Harrison comes from
good stock. His father worked in my Wash-
ington, DC office for many years, and his sis-
ter has also interned here. Given the fine
character of his family, | expected good things
from Harrison and | was not disappointed.

Harrison’s remarkable attitude and eager-
ness have been great assets during his time
here. He has been very helpful in answering
constituent concerns, guiding visitors from
Middle Tennessee through the U.S. Capitol
and assisting me and my staff with countless
projects. His creative approach to problem
solving has served him well.

| hope Harrison has enjoyed this learning
experience as much as we have enjoyed hav-
ing him in the office. | wish him all the best in
his future endeavors.
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO MARK JAGET
HON. JON C. PORTER

OF NEVADA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 29, 2006

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Mark Jaget, who recently competed in
the Gobi March, a 7-day, 150-mile footrace
across China’s Gobi Desert.

Mark is a 39-year-old chiropractor, who, with
his brother David, owns three Spinal Rehabili-
tation Centers in Las Vegas, Nevada.

On June 3, 2006, after completing the six-
stage, 7-day footrace across one of the
harshest landscapes and climates on Earth,
Mark crossed the finish line in a small, remote
village in the Xinjiang Province of China. Mark
finished the race an impressive 9th overall,
with a time of 32 hours and 56 minutes.

This was Mark’s first race, and he trained
for 9 months in order to prepare for his amaz-
ing performance in this self-sustaining test,
where the competitors have to carry their own
food and supplies. Although participants were
provided with a tent, water, and dehydrated
meals, this served as little consolation in the
extreme heat and rugged terrain.

Mark’s motivation to finish the race came by
focusing on thoughts of his wife, Clare, and
their children, Sebastian, who is 7, and Tris-
tan, who is 5, with whom he had imaginary
conversations during the contest to keep his
spirits high.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize
Mark Jaget on the floor of the House. | com-
mend him for his overwhelming determination
and appreciate his representation of our coun-
try and the State of Nevada in the Gobi
March.

COMMENDING LIEUTENANT COLO-
NEL SAMUEL I. PARKER, RECIPI-
ENT OF THE MEDAL OF HONOR,
ON HIS DISTINGUISHED SERVICE
TO OUR NATION THROUGH HIS
VALIANT HEROISM DURING THE
FIRST WORLD WAR

HON. ROBIN HAYES

OF NORTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 29, 2006

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the outstanding service of Lieutenant
Colonel Samuel |I. Parker of North Carolina’s
8th district. Lieutenant Colonel Parker was one
of only two soldiers from North Carolina to re-
ceive the Medal of Honor for his “valiant her-
oism” during the First World War.

Born on October 17, 1891 in Monroe, North
Carolina, Samuel Parker entered the United
States Army at a young age. When the United
States entered World War I, Samuel Parker,
like so many of his generation, chose to put
his own interests aside and lay his life on the
line to serve his country.

As his citation dutifully notes, on July 18,
1918, then-Second Lieutenant Parker found
himself near Soissons, France. During the at-
tack on Soissons, two infantry battalions were
merged and established a frontline position. In
so doing, a gap was left between the right
flank of the French 153D Division and the left
flank of the 28th Infantry, exposing the left
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flank to enemy machine-gunfire in a rock quar-
ry on high ground. Second Lieutenant Parker
ordered his depleted platoon to follow him in
an attack upon the strong point. Meeting a dis-
organized group of French Colonials, he per-
suaded them to join his platoon. They followed
him through enemy fire to the crest of the hill,
and rushing forward, took the quarry, cap-
turing six machineguns and 40 prisoners. The
next day when the assault continued, Second
Lieutenant Parker was in command of the
merged battalions. Although wounded in the
foot, he refused to evacuate and continued to
lead his command until the objective was
reached. Seeing that the assault battalion was
subjected to heavy enfilade fire due to a gap
between it and the French on its left, he led
his battalion through heavy fire and closed the
gap, remaining in command until the newly es-
tablished lines were thoroughly consolidated.
In supervising this, Lieutenant Parker had to
crawl on his hands and knees on account of
his painful wound.

As the British statesman and philosopher
Edmund Burke once said, “The only thing
necessary for the triumph of evil is for good
men to do nothing.” That day good men like
Lieutenant Parker did something, and evil did
not triumph, but rather our freedom was en-
sured.

Unlike many of his comrades, Second Lieu-
tenant Parker survived to receive his Medal of
Honor and the Distinguished Service Cross
and went on to achieve the rank of Lieutenant
Colonel. He passed away on December 1,
1975 at the age of 84. It is our duty to remem-
ber the service and sacrifice of Lieutenant
Colonel Samuel L. Parker and that of all our
veterans.

Our veterans are the heroes who helped de-
fine our American heritage, and are living
proof that freedom is never free. The memory
of those we lost and the sacrifice of those who
lived to tell the tale must be held in high es-
teem by Congress and a nation that extends
our veterans its utmost respect and gratitude.
As we approach the fourth of July, the anni-
versary of our independence, we must never
forget the service of our veterans and pay trib-
ute to those who have gone before us. Now
more than ever, we must come together as a
nation to unite and rally around those who
continue to fight for our freedom.

————

PAYING TRIBUTE TO BRIAN
CHRISTENSEN

HON. THOMAS G. TANCREDO

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 29, 2006

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, today | rise
to congratulate Mr. Brian Christensen of Little-
ton, CO, on his victory in the NCAA Archery
Recurve finals.

Mr. Christensen is a one-man team from
Colorado State University, he is self-coached
and his achievements are noteworthy. He has
further ambitions to compete in the 2008 Sum-
mer Olympics. He has also been named Colo-
rado Archer of the Year. Previously he has
won the World Archery Festival in 2002 and
2003. Archery requires intense concentration
and therefore he has used his discipline in the
academic realm as well; currently he is using
this in his goal of graduating with a degree in
Sports Medicine.
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Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct pleasure to
honor Mr. Christensen and his achievements
here today, and wish him all the best in his fu-
ture endeavors.

THE CASE OF VALERIU PASAT
HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 29, 2006

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, fol-
lowing the collapse of the Soviet Union when
there were virtual open-air arms bazaars tak-
ing place across the territory of the former
USSR, the United States Government pur-
chased twenty-one fighter aircraft from the
newly independent Republic of Moldova. The
Moldovan official who negotiated this sale was
then Defense Minister, Valeriu Pasat. This
purchase was intended to keep these aircraft
out of the hands of potentially hostile regimes.

Just last year, Mr. Pasat was charged with
malfeasance in connection with this trans-
action that occurred nearly a decade ago. Al-
legedly, the planes were worth more than the
Moldovan Government received for them in
the deal approved by Chisinau. In January of
this year, Mr. Pasat was convicted by a secret
tribunal and received a 10-year labor camp
sentence. His sentence is now awaiting ap-
peal. Mr. Pasat maintains that the charges
against him are political and linked to his work
with those who oppose Moldova’s current
communist government. To further complicate
matters, he is reportedly in poor health and is
rumored to be suffering from hepatitis—a po-
tentially life-threatening condition. Last month,
a team of Ukrainian doctors was reportedly
denied permission to examine him.

In response to the Pasat verdict, the U.S.
Embassy in Chisinau issued a statement ex-
pressing disappointment and regret over the
non-transparent manner in which his trial was
conducted, as well as the judge’s refusal to
admit sworn statements from former U.S. offi-
cials directly involved in the matter. Addition-
ally, Mr. Speaker, the European Union re-
cently passed a resolution calling upon the
Moldovan authorities to “ensure that the ap-
peals process [in the Pasat case] will be al-
lowed to proceed in a transparent fashion in
accordance with international legal norms.”
While | make no presumption of Mr. Pasat’s
innocence or guilt, | share the concerns voiced
by our Embassy and by the EU.

As Vice Chairman of the House Committee
on International Relations and Co-Chairman of
the U.S. Helsinki Commission, | am well
aware of the difficulties Moldova has experi-
enced on its path to democracy. | would also
like to note the positive progress Moldova has
made toward shedding its Soviet legacy and
integration into the Euro-Atlantic community.
This is why | am so troubled by the retrograde
manner in which the Pasat trial has been con-
ducted. It is critical that the Moldovan judicial
system afford its citizens the basic legal pro-
tections common throughout the civilized
world, such as due process, procedural trans-
parency, and hearing the testimony of relevant
witnesses. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, it is espe-
cial and urgent that the Moldovan authorities
take all the necessary steps to protect the life
and health of Mr. Pasat or any other prisoner
of the state.
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“POWER GRAB,” BY ELIZABETH
DREW

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 29, 2006

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, as Benjamin
Franklin left the Constitutional Convention,
which had been closed to the public, a citizen
asked: “What kind of Government have you
given us, Mr. Franklin?” Franklin replied, “A
Republic, Madam, if you can keep it.”

In last week’'s New York Review of Books,
Elizabeth Drew, one of our most distinguished
political analysts, discusses President Bush’s
“Power Grab.” She forcefully reminds us that,
to paraphrase Franklin, the Constitution gives
Congress power co-equal with the President,
but only if Congress can keep it.

Drew illustrates in painful but accurate detail
how Congress repreatedly has stood by and
allowed Bush to erode our constitutional pow-
ers, one bit at a time.

Drew’s particular focus is on President
Bush’s drastically expanded use of so-called
“signing statements,” in which he asserts a
statute’s version he plans to follow, his own
version. President Bush tries to claim the
power to “make all laws,” as well as his con-
stitutionally assigned role to ensure the “laws
be faithfully executed.” He did not originate
the practice, but his use of it is unprecedented
in frequency, scope, and defiance of clear leg-
islative intent. This is not a partisan issue.
When President Bush reluctantly signed the
recent statute banning torture, but then in-
sisted that he would authorize non-existent ex-
ceptions, members of both parties disputed
the practice.

As Drew explains, Bush’s claim of “inherent
authority” to ignore the law knows no bounds,
no time frame or limiting principle. The genius
of our system of government is its separation
of powers and its structure of checks and bal-
ances. That structure is at risk today.

| urge my colleagues to ponder Elizabeth
Drew’s timely warning.

[From the New York Review of Books, June
22, 2006]
POWER GRAB
(By Elizabeth Drew)

During the presidency of George W. Bush,
the White House has made an unprecedented
reach for power. It has systematically at-
tempted to defy, control, or threaten the in-
stitutions that could challenge it: Congress,
the courts, and the press. It has attempted to
upset the balance of power among the three
branches of government provided for in the
Constitution; but its most aggressive and
consistent assaults have been against the
legislative branch: Bush has time and again
said that he feels free to carry out a law as
he sees fit, not as Congress wrote it. Through
secrecy and contemptuous treatment of Con-
gress, the Bush White House has made the
executive branch less accountable than at
any time in modem American history. And
because of the complaisance of Congress, it
has largely succeeded in its efforts.

This power grab has received little atten-
tion because it has been carried out largely
in obscurity. The press took little notice
until Bush, on January 5 of this year, after
signing a bill containing the McCain amend-
ment, which placed prohibitions on torture,
quietly filed a separate pronouncement, a
‘‘signing statement,”” that he would inter-

June 29, 2006

pret the bill as he wished. In fact Bush had
been issuing such signing statements since
the outset of his administration. The Con-
stitution distinguishes between the power of
the Congress and that of the president by
stating that Congress shall ‘“‘make all laws”’
and the president shall ‘‘take care that the
laws be faithfully executed.” Bush claims
the power to execute the laws as he inter-
prets them, ignoring congressional intent.

Grover Norquist, a principal organizer of
the conservative movement who is close to
the Bush White House and usually supports
its policies, says, “‘If you interpret the Con-
stitution’s saying that the president is com-
mander in chief to mean that the president
can do anything he wants and can ignore the
laws you don’t have a constitution: you have
a Kking.” He adds, ‘“They’re not trying to
change the law; they’re saying that they’re
above the law and in the case of the NSA
wiretaps they break it.”” A few members of
Congress recognize the implications of what
Bush is doing and are willing to speak openly
about it. Dianne Feinstein, Democratic sen-
ator from California, talks of a ‘‘very broad
effort’” being made ‘‘to increase the power of
the executive.” Chuck Hagel, Republican
senator from Nebraska, says: ‘‘There’s a very
clear pattern of aggressively asserting exec-
utive power, and the Congress has essen-
tially been complicit in letting him do it.
The key is that Bush has a Republican Con-
gress; of course if it was a Clinton presidency
we’d be holding hearings.”

The public scenes of the President sur-
rounded by smiling legislators whom he
praises for their wonderful work as he hands
out the pens he has used to sign the bill are
often utterly misleading. The elected offi-
cials aren’t informed at that time of the
President’s real intentions concerning the
law. After they leave, the President’s signing
statements—which he does not issue verbally
at the time of signing—are placed in the Fed-
eral Register, a compendium of U.S. laws,
which members of Congress rarely read. And
they are often so technical, referring as they
do to this subsection and that statute, that
they are difficult to understand.

For five years, Bush has been issuing a se-
ries of signing statements which amount to
a systematic attempt to take power from the
legislative branch. Though Ronald Reagan
started issuing signing statements to set
forth his own position on a piece of legisla-
tion, he did it essentially to guide possible
court rulings, and he only occasionally ob-
jected to a particular provision of a bill.
Though subsequent presidents also issued
such statements, they came nowhere near to
making the extraordinary claims that Bush
has; nor did they make such statements
nearly so often.

According to an article in The Boston
Globe, Bush has claimed the right to ignore
more than 750 laws enacted since he became
president. He has unilaterally overruled Con-
gress on a broad range of matters, refusing,
for example, to accept a requirement for
more diversity in awarding government
science scholarships. He has overruled nu-
merous provisions of congressional appro-
priations bills that he felt impinged on his
executive power. He has also overruled
Congress’s requirement that he report back
to it on how he has implemented a number of
laws. Moreover, he has refused to enforce
laws protecting whistle-blowers and pro-
viding safeguards against political inter-
ference in federally funded research. Bush
has also used signing statements to place se-
vere limits on the inspectors general created
by Congress to oversee federal activities, in-
cluding two officials who were supposed to
inspect and report to Congress on the US oc-
cupation of Iraq.
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