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

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

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, however, I do not intend to
object, I yield to the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) for an explanation
of the resolution.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentlewoman yield?

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield to the gentleman from
Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for intro-
ducing this resolution.

This resolution honors the soldiers of
the Army’s Black Corps of Engineers
for their contribution in construction
of the Alaska-Canada Highway during
World War II.

There is no doubt about the enor-
mous contribution made by these sol-
diers and the lasting legacy they left to
Alaska and the security of our Nation.

This is long overdue and I strongly
support the gentlewoman’s resolution
and appreciate her efforts.

Mr. Speaker, may I suggest some-
body should read the great story of this
Corps of Engineers brigade and what
they were able to do, the work they put
in, the time they put in, and the excel-
lent job they did in building a highway
of approximately 1,400 miles in less
than 365 days of a year.

Again, I commend the gentlewoman
for introducing this resolution. It is
long overdue. And for those who do not
understand this, drive this highway
someday and you will understand the
work they put in.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Further reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
talk a little bit about the legislation
that we are considering. The construc-
tion of the Alaska-Canada Highway
from Dawson Creek, Canada to Fair-
banks, Alaska in 1942 was heralded as
one of America’s greatest public works
projects of the 20th century.

The emergency war measure, made
necessary by the bombing of Pearl Har-
bor, was authorized by President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt on Feb-
ruary 11, 1942. The construction of the
1,622 mile long road through rugged
unmapped wilderness and extreme tem-
peratures ranging between 80 degrees
below and 90 degrees above zero was
completed in an astonishing 8 months
and 12 days. Upon completion, the road
was the only overland route that stra-
tegically linked Alaska and the lower
48 States and facilitated the construc-
tion of airstrips for refueling planes
and vital supply routes during World
War II.

Critical to the construction of the
Alaska-Canada Highway were the men

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

of the 93rd, 95th, and 97th regiments, in
addition to the 388th battalion of the
Army Corps of Engineers. Segregated
by race and seldom recognized, mem-
bers of the Black Corps of Engineers
comprised over one-third of the total
troop strength in this project.

In spite of severe racially discrimina-
tory policies and detestable living and
social conditions, the soldiers of the
Black Corps of Engineers performed
notably and unselfishly on this project.
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Regretfully, since 1942, their con-
tributions toward this country’s West-
ern defense during World War II and
subsequent integration of the military
have been excluded from many of the
footnotes of history; but this being the
last day we can make presentations
during Black History Month, I am de-
lighted and thankful that the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) knew
about them and is cosponsoring this
resolution.

It is with great pride and honor that
I, with the cosponsorship of the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR), urge my colleagues to join
me in honoring this group of soldiers
whose works have existed in the shad-
ows of the Nation’s history since 1942,
the Army’s Black Corps of Engineers;
and the Congressional Black Caucus
joins me in supporting this. Let me
thank again the gentleman from Alas-
ka (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CON-
AWAY). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 67

Whereas the bombing of Pearl Harbor ne-
cessitated constructing an overland route be-
tween Alaska and the lower 48 States for
military purposes;

Whereas on February 11, 1942, President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt authorized the
construction of the Alaska-Canada Highway
(also known as the ‘“‘Alcan Highway’’);

Whereas construction of the Alcan High-
way, a 1,522-mile long road from Dawson
Creek, Canada, to Fairbanks, Alaska, was an
engineering feat of enormous challenge;

Whereas the Alcan Highway was con-
structed by approximately 10,000 United
States troops through rugged, unmapped wil-
derness and extreme temperatures, ranging
from 80-degrees-below to 90-degrees-above
ZEero;

Whereas the Corps of Engineers units as-
signed to construct the Alcan Highway were
segregated by race;

Whereas the 93rd, 95th, and 97th Regiments
and 388th Battalion of the Corps of Engi-
neers, part of a group known as the ‘‘Black
Corps of Engineers’”, were African American
units assigned to the Alcan Highway project,
and these units comprised one-third of the
total engineering workforce on the project;

Whereas despite severe discriminatory
policies, and abominable living and social
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conditions, the soldiers of the Black Corps of
Engineers performed notably and unselfishly
on the project;

Whereas on November 20, 1942, the Alcan
Highway was completed in an astonishing 8
months and 12 days, becoming one of the Na-
tion’s greatest public works projects in the
20th century;

Whereas the Alcan Highway became the
only land route that strategically linked the
northern territory to the remainder of the
continental United States and facilitated the
construction of airstrips for refueling planes
and vital supply routes during World War II;

Whereas although considerable praise was
bestowed upon soldiers for exemplary work
in constructing the Alcan Highway, the sol-
diers of the Black Corps of Engineers were
seldom recognized; and

Whereas despite enduring indignities and
double standards, the soldiers of the Black
Corps of Engineers contributed unselfishly to
the western defense in World War II and
these contributions helped lead to the subse-
quent integration of the military: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress honors the
soldiers of the Army’s Black Corps of Engi-
neers for their contributions in constructing
the Alaska-Canada highway during World
War II and recognizes the importance of
these contributions to the subsequent inte-
gration of the military.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman
Williams, one of his secretaries.

————

APPOINTMENT OF  HON. TOM
DAVIS OF VIRGINIA TO ACT AS
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE TO
SIGN ENROLLED BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS THROUGH
MARCH 1, 2005

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 17, 2005.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ToM DAVIS
to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions through
March 1, 2005.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved.

There was no objection.

———

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND
COOPERATION IN EUROPE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 3003 note, and the order
of the House of January 4, 2005, the
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of
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the House to the Commission on Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe:

Mr. CARDIN, Maryland;

Ms. SLAUGHTER, New York;

Mr. HASTINGS, Florida;

Mr. MCINTYRE, North Carolina.

————

REINING IN THE COST OF MEDI-
CARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG ENTI-
TLEMENT

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

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, last week
we heard projections that the prescrip-
tion drug benefit is going to be far
more expensive than we figured. Now,
many of us never believed that it would
cost just $400 million, and the fact that
it is much higher than that is not sur-
prising at all.

I would encourage the President and
our leadership to work with us to be
able to rein in this monster that we
have created.

Over a period of 75 years, the initial
estimates were that this would add $7
trillion in unfunded liabilities. I should
point out that every dime to pay for
this new benefit is borrowed. There-
fore, every dime will be paid for by our
kids and our grandkids.

It is time to get the bridle on the
horse before the horse leaves the barn,
and we need to work now, before this
benefit starts next year, to make sure
that we can reign in the costs.

Mr. Speaker, last week the White House re-
leased budget projections that show that the
cost of the prescription drug benefit that Con-
gress added to Medicare last year could bal-
loon to $1.2 trillion over the next ten years.
The initial price estimate of the new entitle-
ment was $400 billion.

Frankly, the initial estimate of $400 billion
was more than many of us could stomach, but
we knew that $400 billion was a lowball esti-
mate and the real cost was sure to be higher.
Having said that, it gives none of us pleasure
to say “see, we told you so.

When President Bush first proposed the
new prescription drug benefit, it was targeted
and means-tested for low-income seniors who
did not currently have prescription drug cov-
erage. President Bush’s plan also coupled the
new benefit with some needed reforms of the
Medicare program.

It should come as no surprise that by the
time Congress was done with the package, it
looked nothing like the President’s proposal.
Congress expanded coverage to all seniors
and yanked the reforms that would have
helped curb future costs from the bill.

What does come as a surprise is President
Bush’s recent threat to veto any attempt by
Congress to go back and fix our mistake.

Shortly after Congress passed the new pre-
scription drug entitlement, and the initial cost
estimate was already going up, | introduced a
bill that would cap the cost of the program at
the initial estimate of $400 billion. If the cost
overran the estimate, my bill would have re-
quired Congress to offset the difference or
scale back the entitlement.
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| plan to reintroduce that legislation shortly,
and | urge Congress to take it up quickly.
Whether or not Congress acts on this specific
piece of legislation, we need to begin talking
about ways to control the monster we created.

President Bush sent over a budget to Con-
gress a couple of weeks ago that proposed
cutting or kiling over 150 programs. Of
course, Members of Congress immediately
began maneuvering to make sure that their
pet projects did not get the axe. | think the
President is on the right track by trying to pare
back congressional spending and | will cer-
tainly be doing what | can to help him in that
effort. However, the truth is that, compared to
federal mandatory spending on entitlement
programs like Medicare, Medicaid, and Social
Security, Congress and President Bush are
quibbling over pocket change.

If President Bush is serious about control-
ling federal spending, and | believe that he is,
he ought to reconsider his threat to veto any
attempt to pare back the prescription drug en-
tittement.

President Bush’s initial prescription drug
benefit was much more fiscally responsible
than the proposal he signed into law. | hope
that if there is an effort in Congress to make
the prescription drug benefit look more like
President Bush’s original plan, he will embrace
it rather than fight it.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———————

SMART SECURITY AND FISCAL
YEAR 2006 DEFENSE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the
Bush’s administration national secu-
rity priorities are so out of balance
that it is hard to know where to begin.
Between the debacle in Iraq, the failure
to address America’s true homeland se-
curity needs and funding for research
on new nuclear weapons, there are
plenty of options to choose from.

Last October during the final Presi-
dential debate before the November
election, President Bush claimed that
the gravest threat America faces is the
threat of nuclear attack. Unfortu-
nately, the President has done very lit-
tle to address this threat.

One of the primary nuclear threats
America faces is the development of
such hostile weapons by countries like
Iran and North Korea. That is why we
need to engage these nations in aggres-
sive diplomacy, not aggressive saber
rattling.

Earlier this week, North Korea indi-
cated that it wishes to hold bilateral
talks with the United States, presum-
ably to receive financial assistance in
exchange for dismantling its nuclear
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weapons program. Iran, on the other
hand, feels threatened by recent whis-
pers that the Bush administration
might attempt a military assault on
their nuclear weapons facilities.

We absolutely must negotiate with
both countries. After using the U.S.
military to take down Saddam Hus-
sein, this President probably thinks
that negotiations are beneath him; but
I have got news for the Bush adminis-
tration. Negotiations work and foreign
assistance works. We need to start re-
lying more on nonmilitary security
tools to work out our international dif-
ferences.

The other major nuclear threat
comes not from foreign countries, but
from terrorist organizations like al
Qaeda. To address this threat, we must
secure the nuclear stockpiles that are
out there before they get into the
hands of terrorists.

Most people agree that the best pro-
gram to secure nuclear materials is the
Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
gram, or CTR, which enlists the De-
partment of Defense to dismantle nu-
clear warheads, reduce nuclear stock-
piles, and secure nuclear weapons and
materials in the states of the former
Soviet Union.

CTR is crucial in keeping nuclear
weapons out of the hands of terrorists.
Terrorists know that it would not be
difficult to steal material from poorly
guarded nuclear plants in Russia. That
is why it is important to increase our
funding for CTR and provide funding to
extend the program so that other re-
gions of the world can be included.

Last year, the Cooperative Threat
Reduction program received only $409
million from the Defense budget, and
the Department of Defense did not even
use all of this money. We should triple
or quadruple our funds and our efforts
for CTR in the fiscal year 2006 budget,
and we should extend this vital pro-
gram to other countries where nuclear
materials are not safely guarded, coun-
tries like Iran, North Korea, Libya, and
Pakistan.

Instead of continuing down our cur-
rent path, Mr. Speaker, I believe we
must pursue a new national, smarter
security strategy that I call SMART
security, which is a Sensible Multilat-
eral American Response to Terrorism
for the 21st century.

I have also introduced H. Con. Res.
35, legislation that would pursue a
smarter strategy for rebuilding Iraq.
Twenty-eight of my House colleagues
have joined me in offering this impor-
tant legislation.

The immoral and ill-conceived war in
Iraq has already claimed the lives of
nearly 1,500 American troops. Another
11,000 have been gravely wounded as a
result of this war, and the 150,000 sol-
diers that remain in Iraq are sitting
ducks, sitting ducks for Iraq’s growing
insurgency. I am sure that many of
these soldiers understand what our
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