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In recent history, there were two im-
pediments to China taking over Taiwan
militarily, the legality of the takeover
and the technological ability to defeat
Taiwan and its allies’ defensive capa-
bilities. The anti-secession law covers
the first obstacle and China’s effort to
end the European Union’s arms embar-
go would cover the second. This body
has overwhelmingly approved a resolu-
tion condemning a lift of the arms em-
bargo, which essentially would amount
to a technology transfer.

This, Mr. Speaker, is a serious issue,
and Beijing should make no mistake
that the United States Congress is pay-
ing attention. We are paying attention
on the anti-secession law, we are pay-
ing attention on their military buildup
and modernization, and we are paying
attention to their economic growth,
built on currency manipulation and the
violation of intellectual property
rights.

O 1945

Mr. Speaker, it is time for this House
and this body to stand tall and reach
across the ocean and tell the Chinese
we will be their friends, but they must
be friends and participate in the rules
of the rest of the Western world.

———

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment a concurrent reso-
lution of the House of the following
title:

H. Con. Res. 79. Concurrent resolution per-
mitting the use of the rotunda of the Capitol
for a ceremony to award a Congressional
gold medal to Jackie Robinson (post-
humously), in recognition of his many con-
tributions to the Nation.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 2761 of title 22,
United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Majority Leader, appoints
the following Senator as Chairman of
the Senate Delegation to the British-
American Interparliamentary Group
conference during the One Hundred
Ninth Congress:

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
COCHRAN).

——————

SOCIAL SECURITY AND NO CHILD
LEFT BEHIND

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CON-
AWAY). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to cover three
topics this evening with my colleagues
and frame them in a way that suggest
that we are lacking in our focus on a
domestic policy.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

So many of us have just returned
from our districts and had the oppor-
tunity to interface with our constitu-
ents. What has to be a driving issue
across America is, of course, the pres-
ervation, the saving of Social Security.
But allow me to take you down mem-
ory lane just for a moment because
maybe in this debate as we listen to
economists, the Congressional Budget
Office, the various committees of the
House and various spokespersons and
the administration about Social Secu-
rity, we fail to understand its origins.

In 1929 we know that there was a
market crash, Wall Street crash. We
look at our history books. We know
that a number of individuals of great
wealth committed suicide. During the
course of a very large depression,
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt,
who was elected on the concept of re-
storing our economy, began to think
about the whole idea of investment in
our domestic policies. The WPA was
formed, educational policies were en-
hanced, opportunities for work were
provided, and, yes, Social Security.

At that time, if we look at our statis-
tics, we will find that seniors then were
in their forties and fifties and were
dying because they were destitute after
long years of work. There were no op-
portunities to be able to protect them-
selves, provide for their daily needs,
and certainly there was no opportunity
for children to take care of their par-
ents at that time. The resources were
meager. So Social Security became
that kind of umbrella, that kind of re-
source, and it lasted and it was steady
through the 1940s, 1950s, 1960s, and
1970s. Then President Reagan and Tip
O’Neill came together in the early 1980s
and found a way to shore up Social Se-
curity for another 50 years.

We find ourselves now in 2005 in what
I call the ‘‘generational divide,” an un-
fortunate approach to dividing Amer-
ica over this umbrella for a rainy day.
Let me first of all say that Social Se-
curity is what it is. It is in fact a re-
tirement benefit, but it is also a sur-
vivor benefit for those who lost their
parents. It allows young people to
carry on their lives, and it allows the
disabled to live an independent and
productive life because of the Social
Security benefit.

It is important that this debate be
full of a factual content. It is not polit-
ical. It is not Republican. It is not
Democratic. It is really an American
debate on how we want to take care of
those most needy. What kind of sepa-
rate umbrella do we provide? Do we
eliminate the opportunity for 401(k)?
Absolutely not. Private savings ac-
count? It is your choice.

Those who are in the generation
under 45, under 50 have every right to
establish their own private savings ac-
count, but it is not a place for Social
Security. Social Security stands on its
own feet as an investment in those in
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America, for those who have worked
hard and those who may have no other
options. And I believe it is important
that we maintain Social Security and
not break the bank by taking almost a
trillion dollars, a trillion dollars to put
in a private savings account.

Mr. Speaker, I can assure you in our
congressional districts, Republicans
and Democrats alike are understanding
this issue. They know that this is di-
vide and conquer, and they know it is
wrong. Social Security deserves to be
saved.

I want to speak very quickly about
this whole issue of low-performing
schools and not educating America’s
workforce. The Governors over the past
couple of days said that they are hesi-
tant on putting No Child Left Behind
in high schools because it is a problem.
It is not working.

You can have regulations and yet
have, if you will, no dollars; and that is
what we are finding in Houston, Texas,
the announcement of low-performing
schools with no solutions. We are
working in Houston, Texas, where the
community has now come together,
parents and others, forming caucuses
around the idea of working to help
those low-performing schools and give
children an opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, regulatory entangle-
ment is not the answer. Leave No Child
Behind has left many children behind.
We now have to get our hands involved,
our hands on, and we have to work to-
gether as Americans but also as com-
munity people to ensure that our
schools are working to educate our
young people.

In Houston just a few days ago, we
saw a terrible tragedy of a 6-month-old
child abused, sexually abused, phys-
ically abused, huge bruises all over this
child. This is an epidemic. First, I
would like to thank the Texas Chil-
dren’s Hospital and Dr. Lyn in par-
ticular and all the doctors in the emer-
gency room that now over the past
couple of months have allowed this
child to leave the hospital and go to a
foster home.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important
to call for hearings here in the United
States Congress. The Congressional
Children’s Caucus will take up this
issue to hold hearings, to hear from
people around America of the epidemic
of child abuse. If nothing else, an inno-
cent child deserves the right to live a
beautiful quality of life. The heinous
and horrible people, parents or not,
that would abuse a child both sexually
and physically should be obviously put
in the criminal justice system, and
more importantly not be allowed to be
able to have that child again.

We must protect our children, and I
call for these hearings as well as legis-
lation to stop the epidemic of child
abuse.
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