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sister informed him that his wedding was
scheduled for the very next day, June 30,
1944. So began a lifetime of mutual devotion.
Whitaker completed his college education at
Berea with a degree in chemistry and applied
to Western Reserve medical school where he
earned his M.D. in otolaryngology (ear, nose &
throat) and then set-up his medical practice in
Cleveland, Ohio. While living in Cleveland, he
and Karen had four children, Stephen, David,
Katherine and MARY.

In 1963, Whitaker moved the family west to
Los Angeles where he accepted a position as
co-chair of the ENT department at L.A. Coun-
ty—USC Medical Center. As professor of
ENT, he remained at USC until 1983 when he
moved to Asheville, North Carolina, to chair
the ENT department at the VA hospital and
establish an ENT program at that facility for
Duke University. He held that position until his
retirement from the practice of medicine.

Whitaker loved the outdoors, especially hik-
ing, camping and the Land Rovers that trans-
ported him to the backcountry. He loved clas-
sical music, the arts, sciences, literature, cars
and vintage war planes. But most of all, he
loved his family. Known by family and friends
as a man of immense generosity and compas-
sion, he was a remarkably selfless and hum-
ble individual. His quick wit and keen sense of
humor enlivened many family and social gath-
erings, and he was deeply respected in the
communities in which he lived.

Preceded in death by his beloved Karen,
Whitaker is survived by his four children, Ste-
phen Whitaker and his wife, Teri, of Bruceville,
Indiana; David Whitaker and his wife, Carol, of
Sealy, Texas; Katherine Whitaker of Asheville,
North Carolina; and Congresswoman MARY
BoNO MAck of Palm Springs, California, and
her husband, Congressman CONNIE MACK. He
is also survived by eight grandchildren, Laura
Kenney and her husband, Doug; Daniel and
Christopher Whitaker, Cameron and lan
Whitaker, Teresa Shuford, and Chesare and
Chianna Bono, and one great grandson,
Thomas Kenney.

Our deepest condolences go out to our col-
league MARY BONO MACK and the entire
Whitaker family.
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Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, today | am
introducing a resolution expressing the sense
of the Congress that the United States,
through the International Whaling Commission,
IWC, should use all appropriate measures to
end commercial whaling in all of its existing or
potential forms and seek to strengthen whale
conservation and management measures.

Whales cannot be humanely killed, accord-
ing to Dr. Peter Singer, a professor of bio-
ethics at Princeton University. As Dr. Singer
said, causing suffering to innocent beings,
without an extremely weighty reason for doing
so0, is wrong. Beyond subsistence needs, it is
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difficult to think of a reason weighty enough to
cause such suffering to one of God's most
magnificent creatures.

As such, the purpose of my resolution is to
send a strong message to the Administration
as it prepares for the June 2008 meeting of
the International Whaling Commission, IWC, in
Santiago. The message is simple: now is not
the time to capitulate to calls to weaken or un-
dermine the IWC ban on commercial whaling.
The American people care deeply about pro-
tecting whales, and the U.S. should continue
to be an international leader in whale con-
servation.

Established in 1946, the IWC’s initial focus
was the allocation of whaling quotas among
member countries. Unfortunately, whalers from
many countries routinely exceeded these
quotas, and whale populations plummeted. In
response, the IWC instituted a moratorium on
the commercial killing of whales in 1986.

Despite this moratorium, significant whaling
has continued. Norway officially objected to
the moratorium and resumed commercial
whaling in 1993. Japan and Iceland have been
using a provision in the Convention—which al-
lows countries to issue themselves permits for
“scientific whaling”—to kill whales under the
guise of science, and later sell the meat com-
mercially. More than 11,000 whales have been
reportedly killed in lethal scientific whaling pro-
grams since the adoption of the commercial
whaling moratorium, even though the IWC Sci-
entific Committee has repeatedly stated that
such lethal takes are not necessary for sci-
entific research.

At the same time, Japan is calling for the
IWC to once again sanction commercial whal-
ing in the form of “coastal” whaling, “commu-
nity” whaling, or some other iteration of small-
scale commercial whaling that will effectively
eviscerate the moratorium.

In contrast, the anti-whaling nations want
the IWC to look to the future—a future in
which whales are protected and their nonlethal
use is promoted. With its 75-plus members al-
most evenly divided between anti- and pro-
whaling, it is imperative that the U.S. make
clear its strong stand against the resumption
of any form of commercial whaling, including
community whaling, and that we press for the
end of “scientific” whaling that is anything but
scientific.

Therefore, the resolution | am introducing
today calls on the U.S. delegation to the IWC
to remain firmly opposed to commercial whal-
ing in all its forms. The resolution urges the
U.S. to not only initiate or support efforts to
oppose the unnecessary lethal taking of
whales for scientific purposes, but also seek to
end the sale of meat and blubber from whales
killed for scientific research in order to remove
this perverse incentive. The resolution also
calls on the U.S. to reject proposals that would
weaken or lift the moratorium on commercial
whaling by creating a new category of whaling
deceptively called coastal or community whal-
ing.

It is more critical than ever that the U.S. re-
main firmly opposed to any proposals to re-
sume even a limited level of commercial whal-
ing and to maintain its leadership role in shap-
ing global whale conservation policies through
the IWC. The administration must not undo
more than 20 years of whale conservation and
capitulate to Japan’s demand for a sanctioned
resumption of coastal commercial whaling. In-
stead, the U.S. should again demonstrate
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leadership in whale conservation and promote
nonlethal uses of whales—such as whale
watching—a far more benign and profitable
venture. Worldwide, tourists spend an esti-
mated $1.5 billion on whale watching each
year.

Whales constitute a vital component of the
world’s marine ecosystems and are some of
the largest and most intelligent mammals on
Earth. Conserving them requires us to uphold
strong international agreements and maintain
an unwavering commitment to protecting these
species from killing for commercial gain. |
thank my colleagues for cosponsoring this res-
olution, and | urge all Members to support it.
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Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, | rise to ex-
plain both my leave of absence from the
House of Representatives on May 8, 2008,
and how | intended to vote with respect to the
legislation that was before the House on that
day. | was unable to be in Washington on May
8 because | was serving as a pallbearer at the
funeral of Thomas Boggs—a close friend of
mine for over 30 years and an outstanding cit-
izen of Memphis, Tennessee—at the request
of his widow.

While Thomas made a name for himself by
rising from humble roots to become a highly
successful restaurateur in Memphis, his mark
on the city goes much deeper. He used his
success in business to contribute generously,
both in terms of his money and his time, to
causes that have enriched Memphis. His con-
tributions to the community have benefited all
Memphians, and his death leaves Memphis in
grief. As a reflection of how much esteem the
Memphis community held him in, the Memphis
Commercial-Appeal ran a front-page, above-
the-fold article concerning his death, an almost
unprecedented tribute.

| agonized over whether | should remain in
Washington to vote on the bills that the House
was to consider on the day of Thomas’ fu-
neral. | take my responsibilities as a Member
of Congress very seriously, particularly with
respect to voting on legislation. In the end, |
decided that | needed to join the rest of the
Memphis community as our dear friend was
eulogized and honored for one last time.

Had | been able to be in Washington on
May 8, | would have voted for final passage of
H.R. 5818, the “Neighborhood Stabilization
Act of 2008,” as amended. This legislation re-
quires the Department of Housing and Urban
Development to provide loans and grants to
States, metropolitan cities, and urban counties
to carry out housing stimulus activities. Such
activities include the purchase of or financing
the purchase of foreclosed homes for resale
as housing, rental of such homes, or rehabili-
tation of such homes. These measures are
designed to ensure that neighborhoods do not
deteriorate as a result of a high foreclosure
rate caused by predatory lending. In short, this
bill will help to mitigate some of the negative
effects of the foreclosure crisis.

| also would have voted in favor of agreeing
to the Senate amendment, with House amend-
ments, to H.R. 3221, the “Foreclosure Preven-
tion Act of 2008.” This bill helps homeowners
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