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‘‘It’s a place that contains time,’’ Petersen 

once told The Post, ‘‘There was a different 

perspective on the way in which people gath-

ered and ate together that was a complete 

anachronism.’’

He added: ‘‘I recognized a whole change in 

the rhythm of the speech people had among 

themselves. The conversation. The move-

ment. The way the light comes in—the archi-

tecture of the light. All the advertisements, 

the clocks, the appliances, the rib-trimming 

around the pastry cases, the booths.’’ 

Lola Mamakos, a Pittsburgh native, grew 

up in Washington and was a graduate of the 

old Central High School. Her parents were 

Greek immigrants, and her father owned a 

candy store that over time became Louie’s 

Bar and Grill, about a block away from 

Sherrill’s.

In 1927, she married restaurateur Samuel 

A. Revis, who became manager of Louie’s. 

They purchased William Sherrill’s diner in 

1941 and kept the name. 

The Revises ran the business together 

until Samuel Revis suffered a stroke in 1969; 

he died in 1975. By the 1970s, their two daugh-

ters also were involved, and all three ran it 

until Mrs. Revis retired at age 94 after fall-

ing and injuring her back. 

The daughters, Kathyleen Belfield Milton 

of Fairfax and Dorothy Polito of Wheaton, 

sold the business in July 2000. They wished 

to retire, and Sherrill’s had become too ex-

pensive to run in an increasingly gentrified 

neighborhood.

The end of Sherrill’s became the subject of 

much mourning in the era of the low-fat 

latte, including a front-page Post article and 

television coverage. 

The family sold Sherrill’s to a developer, 

and a Ritz Camera now occupies the space. A 

Starbucks is on the same block. 

Mrs. Revis once said of the business; ‘‘If I 

stay at home, I have to think too much, I’d 

rather get out and meet the public. It keeps 

me young.’’ 

She moved from Silver Spring to Sunrise 

in 1998. 

She was a member of St. Sophia Greek Or-

thodox Cathedral in Washington. 

Besides her daughters, survivors include 

five grandchildren; 10 great-grandchildren; 

and two great-great-grandchildren. 
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A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING 

JASON PAUL HUBER 

HON. ROBERT W. NEY 
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 6, 2001 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, Whereas, Jason 
Paul Huber has devoted himself to serving 
others through his membership in the Boy 
Scouts of America; and, 

Whereas, Jason Huber has shared his time 
and talent with the community in which he re-
sides; and, 

Whereas, Jason Huber has demonstrated a 
commitment to meet challenges with enthu-
siasm, confidence and outstanding service; 
and, 

Whereas, Jason Huber has kindly built a 
deck and set of stairs for Jefferson Lake State 
Park; and, 

Whereas, Jason Huber must be com-
mended for the hard work and dedication he 
put forth in earning the Eagle Scout Award; 
and, 

Therefore, I join with the entire 18th Con-
gressional District of Ohio in congratulating 
Jason Paul Huber for his Eagle Scout Award. 
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TOO MANY FEDERAL COPS 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 6, 2001 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am inserting in 
the RECORD a copy of an article by former 
cabinet member Joseph Califano that ap-
peared in today’s Washington Post. I call this 
article entitled ‘‘Too Many Federal Cops,’’ to 
the attention of Members. It presents a bal-
anced and even-handed assessment of how 
successive administrations over the decades 
have expanded Federal police powers at con-
siderable cost to our endangered civil liberties. 

I wholeheartedly agree with the points 
raised by Mr. Califano, having spoken in this 
House concerning the same topic on many oc-
casions. I wish to commend Mr. Califano for 
his timely and important piece, and rec-
ommend it to Members and others concerned 
with preserving civil liberties. 

TOO MANY FEDERAL COPS

(By Joseph A. Califano Jr.) 

As defense lawyers and civil libertarians 

huff and puff about Attorney General John 

Ashcroft’s procedural moves to bug con-

versations between attorneys and their im-

prisoned clients, hold secret criminal mili-

tary trials and detain individuals suspected 

of having information about terrorists, they 

are missing an even more troubling danger: 

the extraordinary increase in federal police 

personnel and power. 

In the past, interim procedural steps, such 

as the military tribunals Franklin Roosevelt 

established during World War II to try sabo-

teurs, have been promptly terminated when 

the conflict ended. Because of its likely per-

manence, the expansion and institutionaliza-

tion of national police power poses a greater 

threat to individual liberties. Congress 

should count to 10 before creating any addi-

tional police forces or a Cabinet-level Office 

of Homeland Security. 

Pre-Sept. 11, the FBI stood at about 27,000 

in personnel; Drug Enforcement Administra-

tion at 10,000; Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco 

and Firearms at 4,000; Secret Service at 6,000; 

Border Patrol at 10,000; Customs Service at 

12,000; and Immigration and Naturalization 

Service at 34,000. At the request of the White 

House, Congress is moving to beef up these 

forces and expand the number of armed air 

marshals from a handful to more than a 

thousand. Despite the president’s objection, 

Congress recently created another security 

force of 28,000 baggage screeners under the 

guidance of the attorney general. 

In 1878 Congress passed the Posse Com-

itatus Act to prohibit the military from per-

forming civilian police functions. Over De-

fense Secretary Caspar Weinberger’s opposi-

tion, President Ronald Reagan declared drug 

trafficking a threat to national security as 

the rationale for committing the military to 

the war on drugs. (Weinberger argued that 

‘‘reliance on military forces to accomplish 

civilian tasks is detrimental to . . . the 

democratic process.’’) Reagan’s action gives 

George Bush a precedent for committing the 

military and National Guard to civilian po-

lice duty at airports and borders. 

Given the president’s candor about the 

likelihood that the war on terrorism will 

last many years, the administration and a 

compliant Congress are in clear and present 

danger of establishing a national police force 

and—under either the attorney general, di-

rector of homeland security or an agency 

combining the CIA and State and Defense in-

telligence (or some combination of the 

above)—a de facto ministry of the interior. 

The fact that George Bush has no intention 

of misusing such institutions is irrelevant. 

You don’t have to be a bad guy to abuse po-

lice power. Robert Kennedy, a darling of lib-

erals, brushed aside civil liberties concerns 

when he went after organized crime and 

trampled on the rights of Jimmy Hoffa in his 

failed attempt to convict the Teamsters boss 

of something. He bugged and trailed Martin 

Luther King Jr., even collecting information 

on the civil rights leader’s private love life, 

until Lyndon Johnson put a stop to it. 

Bureaucratic momentum alone can cross 

over the line. After President John F. Ken-

nedy privately berated the Army for being 

unprepared to quell the riots when James 

Meredith enrolled at the University of Mis-

sissippi, we (I was Army general counsel at 

the time) responded by collecting intel-

ligence information on individuals such as 

civil rights leaders, as well as local govern-

ment officials in places where we thought 

there might be future trouble. We were moti-

vated not by any mischievous desire to vio-

late privacy or liberties of Americans but by 

the bureaucratic reflex not to be caught 

short again. 

In the paranoia of Watergate, the CIA fol-

lowed a Washington Post report for weeks, 

even photographing him through the picture 

window of his home, because he had infuri-

ated the president and the agency with a 

story containing classified information. 

Faced with our discovery (I was The Post’s 

lawyer at the time), CIA Director William 

Colby readily admitted that ‘‘someone had 

gone too far.’’ 

All 100 members of the Senate voted to cre-

ate the newest federal police force under the 

rubric of airport security. In its rush to judg-

ment, the Senate acted as though a federal 

force was the only alternative to using the 

airlines or private contractors. Quite the 

contrary, policing by the individual public 

airport authorities, guided by federal stand-

ards, would be more in line with our tradi-

tion of keeping police power local. 

It’s time for the executive and Congress to 

take a hard look at the police personnel 

amassing at the federal level and the extent 

to which we are concentrating them under 

any one individual short of the president. 

Congress should turn its most skeptical laser 

on the concept of an Office of Homeland Se-

curity and on any requests to institu-

tionalize its director beyond the status of a 

special assistant to the president. We have 

survived for more than 200 years without a 

ministry of the interior or national police 

force, and we can effectively battle terrorism 

without creating one now. 
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