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two agents who have given years of their life
in service to this nation, and who have been
unjustly punished for doing their job to pro-
tect our homeland. On January 17th, 2007,
both agents Ramos and Compean must sur-
render themselves to federal authorities un-
less action is taken to overturn their sen-
tences. I strongly encourage you to listen to
the concerns of the American people and use
the power of your office to pardon these two
agents.

Sincerely,

WALTER B. JONES,
Member of Congress.
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 31, 2006.

Press Secretary TONY SNOW,
The White House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SNOW: I am extremely dis-
appointed by your responses last week to
questions regarding the possibility of a presi-
dential pardon for United States Border Pa-
trol Agents Ignacio Ramos and Jose Alonso
Compean. On October 19th, the agents were
convicted and sentenced to 11 and 12 years in
federal prison respectively for firing shots at
a Mexican drug smuggler who brought 743
pounds of marijuana across the U.S. border
last year. The two agents were prosecuted by
the U.S. Attorney’s office and the smuggler
was granted full immunity to testify against
the agents.

At press briefings, you labeled a question
concerning a presidential pardon for the two
agents ‘‘nonsensical,” and later announced
the White House’s intention to ‘‘wait and
see’”’ what a November 13th congressional
hearing on their case produces.

Unfortunately, your comments reinforced
the perception that the Administration is in-
different toward the agents’ case. Despite my
repeated requests for an investigation of this
case and, most recently, a request by a dozen
members of Congress for the President to
pardon the agents, the Administration has
collectively dismissed the concerns of elect-
ed members of Congress and countless citi-
zens throughout the country. Your com-
ments, unfortunately, came across as a con-
tinuation of that collective dismissal.

While our Border Patrol is tasked with the
difficult and dangerous mission of securing
America against illegal immigrants, drugs,
counterfeit goods, and even terrorists—it is
troubling that the Administration has per-
sistently ignored opportunities to pursue
justice for two agents who have been sen-
tenced to prison for doing their job to pro-
tect our homeland. It is unconscionable that
the Administration would not want justice
to prevail for two heroes who have dutifully
served this nation on the front lines in the
fight against terrorist infiltration and nar-
cotics trafficking on our southern border.

I strongly encourage you to do everything
in your power to convince the Administra-
tion to investigate the Justice Department’s
overzealous and unjust prosecution of this
case, and to pardon these two agents.

Sincerely,
WALTER B. JONES,
Member of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would hope
that the American people would join
behind a number of us in this Congress,
both Republican and Democrat, and
contact the White House and say to the
President, for goodness sakes, pardon
these two border agents who have done
nothing more than try to protect this
country.

God bless these two agents and their
families, and may God continue to
bless America.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CARDOZA addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——
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RECENT VISIT TO ISRAEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks
ago I visited Israel, spent about 12 days
there, and traveled the whole country.
We started in the northern part, up
around Caesaria Phillipi, went down to
Elat on the Red Sea, went to Jeru-
salem, went to Tel Aviv, talked to the
people, and had a very good feel for
what actually is going on there.

So often on CODELs we are in a
country for 24 hours, 36 hours, and we
move on. And this was a little dif-
ferent. And so at the present time, ob-
viously, people know that Israel is in a
very difficult spot. Recently they had a
war involving Hezbollah on their
northern border. And the Hezbollah
was located in Lebanon, southern part
of it, and fired hundreds, if not thou-
sands, of Katyusha missiles into Israel,
particularly the northern part of
Israel. And yet, as we visited that part
of the country, it was almost un-
touched, it seemed. They had repaired,
they had restored, and life was going
on as usual only a couple, 3 weeks after
the conflict had ended.

As many people know, Hamas is very
powerful in Gaza and in the West Bank
and has tremendous influence in the
Palestinian areas. At the present time,
there are rockets being fired by the
Hamas people down in Gaza, into
Israel.

So as we watch this and as we watch
the continual conflict with the Pal-
estinians and the desire for the Pal-
estinians to have a unified state, uni-
fying the West Bank, on the west bank
of the Jordan and in the Gaza Strip
down in the southwestern part of the
country, you can see that Israel is
under tremendous pressure.
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Yet, the thing that was rather im-
pressive was the staying power, the re-
solve, the willingness of the Israelis to
try to see this through. I guess the les-
sons that I took away from this, and
the concerns, were that, obviously, it is
important that the United States have
that same staying power, that same
will to pull together, that same will-
ingness to survive in the face of adver-
sity.

Because even though we are pro-
tected by two great oceans, the world
has shrunk. Today we are not as secure
as we once were. We face a true global
conflict over the horizon. Many of the
things that we observed in Israel, I
think, apply to us, even though some-
times we are not aware of it.

Tony Blair made an interesting ob-
servation here recently. He stated that
peace in the Middle East will be hard
to come by unless Israel and the Pal-
estinians and Hamas and Hezbollah can
somehow resolve their differences. I be-
lieve that is very true.

Our focus is on Iraq here in the
United States, sometimes on Afghani-
stan. But at the heart of much of the
conflict and much of the turmoil in the
Middle East is the conflict that in-
volves terrorist organizations and
Israel. I am not here to be partisan and
take Israel’s side versus another na-
tion’s side. I am simply pointing these
issues out that I think are very impor-
tant.

The things that I mentioned that
particularly impressed me about the
Israelis were, number one, a willing-
ness to persevere in the face of great
adversity, and people realize what the
terrorists are attempting to do. But
also not far away is Iran, and the Ira-
nian president has basically said that
he would like to destroy Israel, and ev-
eryone knows that at the present time
it does appear that Iran is trying to
build nuclear capabilities. This is a
very tenuous situation as far as Israel
is concerned. Despite these threats, as
I mentioned, Israel seems to be staying
the course, seems to have great re-
solve, and I would hope that we would
have the same resolve in our country
in terms of persevering in the face of
adversity.

The second thing that I took away
from that trip to Israel that I think is
important, that may have some appli-
cability to our situation here in the
United States, is a sense on the part of
the Israelis of having great unity of
purpose, a willingness to pull together,
a willingness to avoid all fragmenta-
tion. I guess when your back is to the
wall and you are not very big, you real-
ize that unity of purpose is critical. So
we certainly detected that.

I guess I can relate a little bit to my
previous experience in the athletic
arena in regard to the importance of
unity of purpose. A team of great ath-
letes which was polarized and which
was divided was not able to accomplish
a great deal; and yet a team with less
talent which had unity of purpose
would usually prevail over a superior
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team physically that was divided al-
most every time.

So the analogy that I would like to
draw at this present time are some
things that I have observed, as I leave
this body, and this has to do really
with the recent election. We certainly
experienced a very contentious elec-
tion. We saw a great deal of partisan-
ship; accusations were numerous and
sometimes very destructive. There
were deep divisions that were very ap-
parent between the two parties.

The general public, at least the pub-
lic that I dealt with in rural and cen-
tral parts of America, watched the
acrimony and the name-calling with a
great deal of dismay and sometimes
disgust. And to a significant degree, 1
believe, the political process and Con-
gress in particular is viewed with a
great deal of mistrust and skepticism
at the present time. At the root of
that, I think, was some of the dialogue
that they saw occur in the last several
months.

It seems to me, as I talked to my
constituents, and people around the
country, that the public is counting on
us to lead, to unite, to serve the best
interests of the country, rather than to
point fingers and to seek to destroy the
opposition. I think that from this elec-
tion some lessons can be drawn. Which
way this Congress goes, I am not cer-
tain, but I at least have some wishes, I
have some desires, which I will try to
convey.

I guess the majority in the House and
the Senate now has changed. It defi-
nitely has. This presents two opportu-
nities: number one, an opportunity for
the new majority to pay back those
who were in the majority for either
real or perceived slights and offenses.
But the second approach can be some-
thing that I think would be more con-
structive, is a chance to change the po-
litical climate, to foster a more cooper-
ative governing style and certainly
something that would restore a good
deal of confidence on the part of the
American people.

I think there are three major factors
that people continually point to in re-
gard to the last election, and the two,
the first two, have been given pre-
eminence.

First of all, Iraq, the conflict over
there, the fact that many Americans
have grown weary of it; many Ameri-
cans have decided that we are on the
wrong course. To be honest about it, I
don’t think that the Congress has a
tremendous amount of control over
what is happening in Iraq. We have
some. We can control funding, and we
can make comments here, but we real-
ly aren’t the generals on the ground.
So that really may be a little bit out of
our element to some degree.

The second area is the area of ethics,
and the fact that many people were
very upset with corrupt practices that
had occurred on the part of a small
number of people but still a number of
our Members, and that this is some-
thing that Congress definitely does

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

have directly in its purview. We did
some reforms, but not enough, I don’t
believe, in the last few months. And I
believe that Congress, Members of Con-
gress, members of the Senate, have to
be above reproach. As Joe Paterno one
time said, we cannot only be fair; we
have to appear to be fair. We cannot
have the perception even of wrong-
doing.

As I sat in meeting after meeting
after meeting over 6 years, I can’t real-
ly remember anyone getting up and
really addressing the issue of ethics
and how important this is in preserving
the trust of the American people. It is
something that this body obviously has
to do a better job with, and I hope that
it will become a major priority here.

Then the third thing, which many of
the pundits have not referred to very
often, has simply been the issue of par-
tisan bickering, which I think would
serve us very well to get over to some
degree, and it will be interesting to see
how that develops as time goes on.

The most hopeful time that I had
during my 6 years in Congress was also
maybe the worst time, and that was
the 3 or 4 months right after 9/11, and
almost everyone here can remember
those times. We can remember the hor-
ror that we felt as we saw the Pentagon
destroyed, the Twin Towers go down,
the plane crash over Pennsylvania, and
the fact that we realized all of a sudden
that as a Nation we were vulnerable.
That was a terrible time, and there was
a lot of rebuilding to do.

At the same time, it was a very hope-
ful time, because, for 3 months, maybe
4 months, here in this Chamber and
over in the Senate, we saw Congress
work together, pull together to display
a unity of purpose that I had not seen
before or since. It showed what we were
capable of doing as a body, as a unified
organization.

So, as time goes by and as that mem-
ory of 9/11 begins to fade, it is easy to
begin to become complacent again and
decide that the most important thing
is party supremacy.

So I would hope that people would re-
alize that even though we have not
been attacked for the last b years, that
attack is still on the horizon; that this
is still a world that is very, very com-
bustible at the present time. We really
do need to pull together in a way that
we have not done for the last 5 years.

Cervantes once said something that
was rather important to me in my out-
look on life. He said, ‘“The journey is
more important than the end.” A very
brief statement. He said, ‘‘The journey
is more important than the end.”

What he was saying is that the proc-
ess that we go through, the way we do
things, how we do things, why we do
things, is really more important than
the end result. Sometimes that is easy
to say, but it is really hard to live
with, because losing an election is very
difficult. I have experienced that. Los-
ing a football game is very difficult.
Losing a business is very difficult.

But what he was saying is, you know,
the process is more important than all
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of that. The process is more important
than whether you win or whether you
lose. You do things in a certain way,
and you do them every time, and in the
long run, that will be the most impor-
tant thing.

That is why I point to the fact that
doing things the right way here and
unity of purpose is going to be very im-
portant. This week there will be a big
football game; Ohio State is going to
play Michigan. One team will prevail.
They are both undefeated. I don’t know
which team is going to win.

But I do know this: The deciding fac-
tor will probably be something that
was overlooked in the preparation,
something that has been laying there
for the last 9 or 10 weeks unaddressed.

It may be a fumble. The back doesn’t
carry the ball high and tight. He flags
the ball, something that should have
been addressed. It may be an extra
point where a guy isn’t stepping with
his right foot. And all of a sudden, he
gets blown off the ball, and somebody
blocks an extra point or somebody
blocks a punt. It may be fatigue in the
fourth quarter; conditioning that
wasn’t undertaken that should have
been done.

Often, that which is ignored which
does not seem to be very important or
very apparent all of a sudden, in a cri-
sis, becomes critical. That is the way it
is with our country at the present
time. I feel that there is something
that we really are not paying adequate
attention to. It is like how you carry
the football. It is like blocking. It is
like punt protection. Those kinds of
things that are little don’t seem to
make a lot of difference, but all of sud-
den it jumps up and bites you.

The greatest threat facing the United
States as I see it at the present time is
something that we need to pay atten-
tion to, and that is our young people,
because young people are the future.

There was a study that was released
today by America’s Promise, the orga-
nization that was headed up for many
years by Colin Powell, still very active,
and his wife. They did a research report
which released some information that I
thought was very revealing. It said,
there are really five things that a
young person needs to have to grow up
and be productive and to be healthy
and to help make this country work.

They said, these five promises are:
number one, caring adults in that
young person’s life, and 40 percent of
our young people indicated at the
present time that they either don’t
have any or don’t have enough. One out
of five young people indicate that they
do not have a single caring adult in
their life, somebody that really cares
for them as they are.

Number two, a safe place and a con-
structive use of time. And a tremen-
dous number of our kids go home to
homes that are not safe because of
abuse. They live in neighborhoods that,
because of gangs or violence or what-
ever, are not safe. Again, that is a
major problem: a healthy start and
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healthy development. Many of our
young people grow up without ade-
quate medical care, medical attention,
and as a result, they don’t in the first
3 or 4 or 5 years of life have an even
start, and this, again, is a tremendous
handicap.

Effective education; 25 percent of our
young people don’t complete high
school. Many of them who do complete
high school are not adequately pre-
pared for the world of work, and we are
falling behind in many areas inter-
nationally in terms of our education.

Then, opportunity to serve other peo-
ple, to give something of themselves.
So the interesting thrust of this whole
research study, it was interesting, indi-
cated that 31 percent of our children
have either four or five of these essen-
tial ingredients, and the conclusion of
the study is that these 31 percent will
be pretty well prepared.

These 31 percent will do pretty well
with the rest of their lives. But then
they said, you know, 48 percent have
only two or three of these factors, and
they have a chance, but they are kind
of on the bubble.
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If you only have two or three of those
five ingredients going in your life, you
are somewhat crippled, and you may be
fortunate and you may make it, but
you may be less than fortunate and you
may not make it.

Then the critical thing was, they said
21 percent have only one of those fac-
tors, or they have zero, so 21 percent,
one out of every five, of our children is
at tremendous risk of not being a pro-
ductive adult, of having a life that is
certainly not what it could be. So it is
important that we focus on this and
understand how important this is. One
in 12 of our young people today at-
tempts suicide. So there is a certain
desperation out there.

I would like to now turn to some-
thing that Prime Minister Tony Blair
of Britain said on this floor about 3
years ago, which I think is somewhat
germane, that relates to what I have
been talking about with our young peo-
ple, with our divisions in Congress and
so on. He said, ‘“As Britain knows, all
predominant power seems for a time
invincible, but in fact it is transient.”
So what he was saying is that every
great nation for a period of time has
assumed that it was going to live for-
ever, that things were not going to
change, that it would be preeminent
forever, and then eventually realized
that this power that they had, this
aura of invincibility, all of a sudden
was not there anymore. So I think that
there is no question as we look at his-
tory that what he said is very true.

I would like to just take a quick cur-
sory look at three nations that cer-
tainly would have fit that category he
was talking about, nations that were
invincible at the time. Certainly Rome
2,000 years ago ruled the entire civ-
ilized world, appeared to be invincible,
but eventually fell from preeminence.
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The reasons historians have given that
they fell were, number one, a general
decline in morality; an increase in cor-
ruption and instability in leadership;
an increasing public addiction to ever-
more-violent public spectacles; an in-
crease in crime and prostitution; and
above all, a population that became
more self-absorbed, apathetic and un-
willing to sacrifice for the common
good.

Does that fit any of our parameters
here? I don’t know, but it certainly is
something we need to be aware of and
we need to think about to some degree.

Great Britain 150 years ago domi-
nated the world, had a colonial empire
that dominated the world from the late
1600s through much of the 1800s, yet
this British Empire eventually slowly
crumbled. The reasons given by histo-
rians are as follows: Number one, they
lost the national resolve to maintain
their territory. It takes a lot of energy
and commitment to maintain far-flung
colonies around the world. Next, values
that led to ascendency were eroded.
The integrity, the character of the peo-
ple, somehow was no longer what it
once had been. Spiritual underpinnings
began to shift. Some the spiritual val-
ues were no longer there.

Russia, 20 years ago one of the great
nations of the world, one of the two su-
perpowers at that time, in a matter of
months disintegrated before our eyes.
Alexander Solzhenitzen reflected on
this fall when he observed this. He said,
“Over a half century ago while I was
still a child, I recall a number of older
people offered the following expla-
nation for the great disasters that had
befallen Russia.”” Then he quotes. ‘“‘Men
have forgotten God. That is why all of
this has happened.” That is what he
found many people in Russia saying.
Marx and Lenin had dismantled Rus-
sia’s religious heritage, values had fall-
en, Russia’s foundation was broken,
and eventually it collapsed like a
house of cards with nothing to sustain
it.

So if you look at these three nations,
which I just picked out randomly,
there are really some common themes
of historical collapse. Number one,
citizens are less willing to sacrifice for
other people and for their country;
number two, citizens become more self-
absorbed, they have a greater desire for
the state to take care of them; number
three, a weakening of commonly held
values; and number four, the decline of
spiritual commitment.

I think there are some warnings here,
some things we might think about,
some things that may be applicable to
our country and to this body here.

We currently have the most powerful
military, the strongest economy, the
most stable government of any nation
in the world, and so it is easy at times
to think that we are invincible, that
this will go on forever. But as Tony
Blair stated, ‘“‘As Britain knows, all
predominant power for a time seems
invincible, but in fact it is transient.”

I think it is our job here in this body
and in this country to see to it that it
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doesn’t become transient, at least not
real soon; that we are able to preserve
the integrity and identity of our coun-
try that has been so important.

In over 36 years of coaching, I wit-
nessed firsthand some trends that were
concerning to me. I noticed over that
36 years that the young men who came
into the program became, over time,
more troubled. They were people who
showed more stress. They had less
moral clarity as time passed.

When I started coaching in 1962, I
think most of the players I dealt with
knew that it was wrong to tell a lie.
They knew that stealing something
was wrong; it was just something that
was a given. And yet, as time goes on,
we ran into something called
postmodernism, the idea that every-
thing is relative, there are no moral
absolutes. As a result, if you can get
away with something, it may be okay.

That has become a rather pervasive
theme in our country and particularly
in our institutions of higher education,
the idea of postmodernism. As a result,
I saw young men who were a little
more troubled, a little less stable, and
I think there are really two major fac-
tors behind this.

First of all, family stability has cer-
tainly eroded. I saw that because when
I first recruited players and went into
their homes in the 1960s and the early
1970s, it was rather rare to see a young
person who did not have both parents,
and if you saw somebody with only one
parent, it was usually because one par-
ent or the other was deceased. But as
time went on and as I wrapped up my
coaching career in the late 1990s,
roughly one-half of the young peobple
that we were dealing with had grown
up without both biological parents.
One parent or other had simply taken
off, a divorce or something had oc-
curred; so that certainly left some tre-
mendous scars.

In 1960, the out-of-wedlock birthrate
was b percent. Today, it is around 36
percent. About one out of every three
children is born outside of marriage.
Less than a quarter of families with
children under the age of 6 have a par-
ent staying home with them full-time.
One-third of all school-age children
come home to an empty house for at
least part of the week, and the hours
between 3 and 6 p.m., of course, are the
greatest hours of risk for young chil-
dren.

Then, the last thing I will mention
here, 24 million children in the United
States live without their real father.
So being fatherless is a huge problem
in our country today, and those young
people who are fatherless are two to
three more times likely to be abused,
have emotional behavior problems,
abuse drugs and alcohol, commit a
crime and so on.

There is a greeting card company
that went to a prison on Mother’s Day
and offered to give free greeting cards
to every inmate who would want one to
send to his mother. They had almost
100 percent participation. Almost every
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inmate of that prison decided that they
wanted to send a Mother’s Day card to
their mother.

They had so much success, the greet-
ing card company came back on Fa-
ther’s Day and they made the same
offer. They had practically zero par-
ticipation.

You say, well, what in the world hap-
pened here? The thing was that the
great majority, almost all of the men
in that prison, did not have a father.
Their father had simply abandoned
them, probably early in life, and as a
result they were not interested at all
in sending them a card.

Certainly the family structure has
changed in our country, and I think we
have to pay attention to that. We have
to buttress it as much as we can. We
can’t legislate a lot of these things, but
we can certainly attempt to do some-
thing about it.

The second thing that I will address,
and this will be the last thing I will
talk about, is the fact that the envi-
ronment that our young people are now
growing up in has certainly changed as
well. The family, the launching pad,
has changed, has become less stable,
and the environment into which we are
thrusting our young people has cer-
tainly become more difficult, has be-
come more challenging, has become
more dangerous, and, as a result, we
have seen some major changes.

One thing that I was very proud to
see this House address yesterday was
the matter of underage drinking. This
has become a huge problem in our Na-
tion, and we did pass the STOP bill
yesterday. I don’t know if we will get if
done in the Senate or not. I hope we
will. It simply made an attempt to do
something about the ravages of under-
age drinking. I will just present a few
interesting details regarding underage
drinking.

A  recent National Academy of
Sciences study showed that alcohol
kills six-and-a-half times more chil-
dren than all other drugs combined. So
if you look at cocaine, if you look at
heroin, marijuana and on and on, and
you combine all of those, alcohol Kkills
six-and-a-half times more children,
more than 4,000 a year, which is a huge
number. It costs the United States $53
billion annually. There are currently 3
million teenage alcoholics. So it is by
far the biggest drug problem we have.

The average age for the first drink of
a young person who decides to use alco-
hol before age 21 is 12.8 years of age.
When you start using alcohol that
young, that early in your life, it makes
a huge difference because of your psy-
chological and your physiological im-
maturity. A young person who starts
drinking before age 15 is five times
more likely to become an alcoholic
than one who waits until they are 21
years of age.

Anyway, this body has done some-
thing about this, not probably enough,
but at least it is a good start, and I was
proud to see that happen yesterday.

Another drug that is particularly
pernicious and is spreading like wild-
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fire across the country is methamphet-
amine. Many places will find that the
rates of use of heroin and cocaine are
going down rather dramatically, and
the reason for that is methamphet-
amine is moving in.

Methamphetamine is cheaper and
methamphetamine is much more ad-
dictive, so it is sweeping across the
country. It started in California and
has slowly moved across, and now
there is a pocket up in the north-
eastern part of the country where we
don’t see much of it, but through the
Midwest, through the South, through
most of the rest of the country, it has
become pretty much a tidal wave. So
we have been very concerned about
this.

We find that in Nebraska roughly
22,000 people, according to a recent re-
port, are addicted in a State of only 1.7
million. The average meth addict will
cost society about $50,000 a year, so in
Nebraska it is about a $1 billion a year
problem, and nationally it is huge. It is
eating up a huge amount of our money
at the present time.

So we did again make some attempt
to address that here, the Combat Meth
Act was important, and I think maybe
the most important part of that bill
was that we did something to try to
regulate sudafedrine, which absolutely
is necessary in order to produce meth-
amphetamine.

There are only about six or seven
countries in the world that produce
sudafedrine, and so what we did in that
bill was, we said those countries that
produce sudafedrine and ship it to
other countries will need to give the
United States invoices of where those
shipments of sudafedrine are going,
which enables us then to track the
sudafedrine to the ‘‘superlabs,” which
are mostly in Mexico; and we think
that is the most helpful way we have of
getting at some of those superlabs that
are shipping about 80 to 90 percent of
the methamphetamine into the United
States.

These are some things that have been
done.

Of course, we realize that we have a
huge problem with pornography and
some of video games that are affecting
our young people and so on. I will not
try to outline all of these, but I just
want to mention the fact that I believe
that it is important that we, as a body,
as a Congress, pay attention to what is
going on with our young people, be-
cause if we don’t, if we fail to address
those issues, it is a little bit like a
football team ignoring something that
eventually will catch up with you.

As Tony Blair mentioned, ‘‘The long-
term well-being of a nation is served
well only when you pay attention to
the next generation.”
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And we have a lot of warning signs
out there that we are beginning to slip,
that we have not paid adequate atten-
tion, that the next generation coming
up may not be able to carry the ball, so
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to speak. So I hope that that will be a
major concern and a major thrust in
this body as we move forward.

It has been a pleasure for me to be
here for the last 6 years. A lot of great
friends, both sides of the aisle. It has
been very challenging at times, and I
see great potential. I do hope that we
will pull together and hope that we will
serve the Nation as best we can as time
moves forward.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CHANDLER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

Mr. TANNER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

Mr. KUHL of New York (at the re-
quest of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on ac-
count of personal business.

Mr. HEFLEY (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for the week of November 13
on account of attending the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly in Quebec.

Mr. GILLMOR (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for the week of November 13
on account of attending the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly in Quebec.

Mr. BOOZMAN (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for the week of November 13
on account of attending the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly in Quebec.

Mr. TANCREDO (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for the week of November 13
on account of attending the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly in Quebec.

—————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. McCARTHY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CARDOZA, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous

material:)

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. SEKULA GIBBS, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. JoNEsS of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, today.

Mr. BUYER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. NUSSLE, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. OWENS, for 5 minutes, today.
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