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proponents of the 1990 amendment to the 
Clean Air Act ever expected. 

While nitrogen and sulphur dioxides have 
been reduced, and reduced by millions of 
tons, an unanticipated new wrinkle has 
emerged as States and localities work to re-
duce urban smog and bring ozone non-attain-
ment areas into compliance with other require-
ments in the Clean Air Act. 

States and localities are bumping into the 
emission trading program for nitrogen oxides. 

Not only are nitrogen oxides the precursors 
of acid rain, they also mix with hydro-carbons 
and form unhealthy ground level ozone. 

Giving power plants in an ozone non-attain-
ment area the authority to buy a credit from 
elsewhere and avoid nitrogen oxide reductions 
may help EPA meet its national acid rain re-
duction goals, but it can frustrate state and 
local efforts to lower ozone and urban smog 
and be in compliance with the Clean Air Act. 

I speak from experience. 
Just across the Potomac River in Alexandria 

we have a power plant operated by Mirant that 
was in violation of its operating permit. 

Aptly named the ‘‘Potomac River Plant’’, the 
coal-fired facility was built in 1949. 

Because it was approaching the end of its 
useful life expectancy, Congress agreed to ex-
empt it and other older plants from the tougher 
modern emission requirements under the 
Clean Air Act. 

The exemption was probably a mistake. 
Unfortunately, too many utilities found it 

cheaper to keep these antiquated and dirty 
plants operating beyond their useful life than 
replace them with costlier but cleaner power 
plants. 

Had this region replaced all of exempt 
power plants with modern facilities, this region 
might be in compliance with the Clean Air Act 
ozone standards. 

Instead, this region has had greater chal-
lenge to bring this region into compliance and 
imposed only modest emission reductions on 
the Potomac River Plant. 

This attainment plan faced a serious set-
back during the summer of 2003 when the Po-
tomac River Plant violated its clean air emis-
sion limits by more than 1,000 tons of nitrogen 
oxide, double the tonnage allowed under its 
permit. 

Initially, Mirant claimed it could come into 
compliance by purchasing credits of emission 
reductions from sources elsewhere, outside 
this region, to meet its emission reduction 
goal. 

‘‘Not so,’’ said the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia. 

The state’s position, however, was on less 
than firm legal ground and it took extensive 
enforcement action and the threat of a state- 
initiated lawsuit before an alternative remedy 
was agreed upon. 

I am pleased that the state held firm and 
was able to reach a settlement, that while not 
ideal, will reduce emissions at the Potomac 
River Plant and the other three local coal-fired 
plants operated by Mirant. 

The agreement will contribute substantially 
to reduce NOx emissions throughout the met-
ropolitan Washington, D.C. region and bring it 
into compliance with the Clean Air Act. 

The legislation I am reintroducing today, 
however, is still necessary. 

It gives states the clear legal authority they 
need and discourages power plants from chal-
lenging state ozone implementation plans in 
court. 

This legislation will give other states the au-
thority they need to block power plants in a 
non-attainment area from engaging in NOx 
emission trading and avoiding their responsi-
bility to reduce ozone and urban smog. 

It makes no sense, to force this region, or 
the jurisdictions of any ozone non-attainment 
area, to rachet down nitrogen oxides from 
other sources, beyond what may be nec-
essary, simply because a few large sources 
are able to buy their way out of compliance. 

It isn’t fair, and it is not in anyone’s best in-
terest to do so. 

My legislation puts an end to it. 
It deserves consideration. 
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IN HONOR OF THE ROTARY CLUB 
OF BRANDYWINE’S 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 25, 2005 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that I rise today to pay tribute to the 
Rotary Club of Brandywine as they celebrate 
their 50th anniversary in the State of Dela-
ware. 

While serving as the Vice President of the 
Phoenix Steel Corporation, Otis Zwissler char-
tered the Rotary Club of Brandywine on March 
8, 1955. Over its 50-year history, the Rotary 
Club has raised more than $500,000 dollars to 
benefit numerous service projects, both locally 
and internationally. During this time, the Ro-
tary Club has engaged in efforts to eradicate 
polio, and has been involved in numerous 
community food drives. The Rotary Club of 
Brandywine recently aided in the construction 
of the Can-Do Playground, which will enable 
disabled children to join with the rest of their 
friends in a common play area. In addition, the 
Rotary Club has hosted many well-known 
guest speakers over the years, including the 
former United States Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development and first Cuban- 
American ever elected to the United States 
Senate, Senator Mel Martinez; all of the cur-
rent and several previous members of the 
Delaware federal delegation; the current Gov-
ernor of Delaware, as well as many previous 
Governors; and the President of Rotary Inter-
national. 

The 46 members of the Rotary Club of 
Brandywine are part of the Delaware Eastern 
Shore of Maryland Rotary District. This district 
contains 2,000 Rotarians, and is one of over 
31,000 worldwide clubs in 160 countries. 
Globally, over 1.2 million people take part in 
Rotary Club activities. 

The Rotary Club of Brandywine’s accom-
plishments and service to the State of Dela-
ware deserve to be recognized and I com-
mend the club on their great efforts to support 
others in our community. I look forward to the 
Rotary Club of Brandywine’s continued suc-
cess. Its contribution in Delaware should serve 
as an example to us all. 

H.R. 304—AIRCRAFT CARRIER END- 
STRENGTH ACT 

HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 25, 2005 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce H.R. 304—the Aircraft Carrier 
End-Strength Act. Recently, in a last ditch ef-
fort to reach OMB budgetary goals, the De-
partment of the Defense approved drastic cuts 
in the Navy’s Fiscal Year 2006 budget. Only 
one of these cuts is both operationally un-
sound AND irreversible . . . that is the reduc-
tion in the Navy’s fleet of aircraft carriers from 
twelve to eleven. 

This decision was not made by the military 
and policy experts who are now working on 
the 2005 Quadrennial Defense Review (QDR). 
This irreversible decision was made by budget 
crunchers looking to reduce the budget topline 
without considering all of the operational im-
pacts. Congress has worked hard to re-build 
our national defense architecture and now is 
not the time to retreat. That is why I have in-
troduced legislation, H.R. 304, which will en-
sure that the Navy maintains their current min-
imum requirement of twelve aircraft carriers. 

Just last year, the Chief of Naval Oper-
ations, Admiral Vern Clark, stated; ‘‘Aircraft 
carrier force levels have been set at 12 ships 
as a result of fiscal constraints; however, real- 
world experience and analysis indicate that a 
carrier force level of 15 ships is necessary 
. . .’’ And in 2001, then-Vice Admiral Timothy 
J. Keating stated, ‘‘The United States needs 
15 carriers to provide continuous combat-cred-
ible sovereign presence in each area of re-
sponsibility. . . . The United States accepts a 
risk by leaving areas of the world uncovered 
at times.’’ 

Over the last few years, Congress has 
heard a consistent message from the Depart-
ment of Defense—the important tactical mis-
sions accomplished in Afghanistan and Iraq 
would not have been possible without our fleet 
of aircraft carriers. Aircraft carriers are in con-
stant demand all over the globe and there is 
no technology that will allow them to be in two 
places at the same time. In the face of ter-
rorist threats and other dangers that this na-
tion is facing and with the proven operational 
need of aircraft carriers, now is not the time 
for the Navy to contemplate decreasing the 
number of aircraft carriers available for our na-
tional security strategy. 

Please support H.R. 304—the Aircraft Car-
rier End-Strength Act. 
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ORGANIZATIONS THAT SEEK THE 
LEGALIZATION OF ILLICIT 
DRUGS IN OUR COUNTRY 

HON. MARK E. SOUDER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 25, 2005 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
call attention to the work of organizations that 
seek the legalization of illicit drugs in our 
country, to the detriment of the health and 
safety of our citizens. 
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On January 4, 2005, the Washington Post 

published an article entitled ‘‘Exhale, Stage 
Left,’’ chronicling the career of Keith Stroup, 
the founder and retiring executive director of 
the National Organization for the Reform of 
Marijuana Laws (NORML). This article sheds 
light on some of the operations and claims of 
such organizations, and I ask that it be en-
tered into the RECORD. 

Particularly disturbing in this story is the en-
tanglement of the drug legalization group with 
those who stand to profit from others’ addic-
tion—drug traffickers. The Washington Post 
article describes that one of the major early fi-
nancial backers of NORML was ‘‘the leg-
endary pot smuggler’’ Tom Forcade. To collect 
donations, Stroup even went to Forcade’s 
‘‘stash house,’’ which was ‘‘filled with bales of 
marijuana.’’ Certainly we can understand why 
a drug smuggler would contribute generously 
to efforts to legalize drugs like marijuana—with 
so much product to move, this man had a 
vested financial interest in making harmful 
drugs easier for people to obtain. But what 
kind of group takes money from such a crimi-
nal? Do we really want our laws ‘‘reformed’’ by 
efforts funded by criminal enterprises? Yet ac-
cording to the article, it had seemed ‘‘perfectly 
normal for NORML to call a dope smuggler 
when it ran short of cash.’’ 

Drug legalization groups like to claim that 
marijuana is not really harmful and that it does 
not serve as a ‘‘gateway’’ to the use of other 
dangerous drugs. In fact, on its website, 
NORML claims, ‘‘There is no conclusive evi-
dence that the effects of marijuana are caus-
ally linked to the subsequent use of other illicit 
drugs.’’ Perhaps NORML needs to look back 
at the experiences of its own leaders to re-ex-
amine such an assertion. The Post article de-
scribes how Stroup and his colleagues them-
selves moved onto other drugs in the 1970s: 
‘‘Privately, he and his NORML pals joked 
about forming an advocacy group for another 
drug they’d begun to enjoy—cocaine.’’ I’m 
sure that the families who have suffered 
through the heartaches of cocaine addiction 
could inform NORML that cocaine abuse is no 
laughing matter. Stroup has come to realize 
that as well, admitting that his own use of co-
caine may have led to lapses in professional 
judgment and that he knows now that 
‘‘[c]ocaine is deadly.’’ Once, though, he had 
thought cocaine harmless. If he was wrong 
about cocaine, might he not likewise be wrong 
in presuming marijuana harmless? 

In an attempt to make marijuana sound 
‘‘harmless,’’ drug legalization groups also try 
to downplay the addictive qualities of mari-
juana. NORML states on its website, ‘‘While 
the scientific community has yet to achieve full 
consensus on this matter, the majority of epi-
demiological and animal data demonstrate that 
the reinforcing properties of marijuana in hu-
mans is low in comparison to other drugs of 
abuse . . .’’ Yet the leaders of legalization 
themselves exhibit not simply social or occa-
sional use of marijuana, but regular consump-
tion of it. According to the article, Stroup 
smokes pot ‘‘nearly every night’’ as he watch-
es the evening news. 

Our citizens—especially our youth—need to 
understand the real danger of dependence on 
marijuana. It’s not as innocuous as legalizers 
would have us believe. As the Office of Na-

tional Drug Control Policy has reported, ‘‘Ac-
cording to the 2002 National Survey on Drug 
Use and Health, 4.3 million Americans were 
classified with dependence on or abuse of 
marijuana. That figure represents 1.8 percent 
of the total U.S. population and 60.3 percent 
of those classified as individuals who abuse or 
are dependent on illicit drugs . . . What 
makes this all the more disturbing is that mari-
juana use has been shown to be three times 
more likely to lead to dependence among ado-
lescents than among adults.’’ 

We need to be aware of marijuana’s harms. 
Last year NIDA Director Nora Volkow testified 
at a hearing before the Subcommittee on 
Criminal Justice, Drug Policy, and Human Re-
sources, which I chair. Dr. Volkow attested to 
the health risks associated with marijuana, 
saying, ‘‘There are numerous deleterious 
health consequences associated with short- 
and long-term marijuana use, including the 
possibility of becoming addicted. During the 
period of intoxication, marijuana disrupts short- 
term memory, attention, judgment, as well as 
other cognitive functions. In addition, mari-
juana has also been shown to impair coordi-
nation and balance, and can increase an indi-
vidual’s heart rate.’’ Marijuana, Dr. Volkow tes-
tified, can affect the entire body: ‘‘New re-
search is also showing us that marijuana can 
affect almost every organ in the body, from 
the central nervous system to the cardio-
vascular, endocrine, respiratory/pulmonary, 
and immune systems. Because marijuana is 
typically rolled into a cigarette or ‘joint’ and 
smoked, it has been shown to greatly impact 
the respiratory system and increases the likeli-
hood of some cancers.’’ Marijuana use is con-
nected to lifelong difficulties for our youth: 
‘‘Also, we are finding that early exposure to 
marijuana is associated with an increased like-
lihood of a lifetime of subsequent drug prob-
lems.’’ 

With all the risks that marijuana poses, we 
cannot afford to allow drug legalization groups 
to perpetuate their myths about the ‘‘harmless-
ness’’ of marijuana—especially when even 
their own history casts doubt on the validity of 
their claims. 
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ON THE INTRODUCTION OF THE 
KEEP OUR PACT ACT 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, January 25, 2005 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, it is with a 
sense of urgency that I reintroduce the Keep 
Our Promises to America’s Children and 
Teachers Act at the outset of the 109th Con-
gress. 

I offer the Keep Our PACT Act today to help 
meet the aspirations of our nation’s school 
children—and to help provide all of their 
teachers and schools with the resources they 
need to help them achieve those aspirations. 
Additionally, I offer this bill as a reminder to 
those of us in government of the importance 
of keeping our promises and of truly making 
education the priority our constituents believe 
it to be. 

Put simply, the Keep Our PACT Act would 
make good on two basic commitments the 

federal government has made but so far failed 
to keep: It would fully fund the No Child Left 
Behind Act (NCLB) and the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA)—on a man-
datory basis, once and for all. 

Mr. Speaker, the fiscal year 2005 Omnibus 
Appropriations bill funded No Child Left Be-
hind at $24.5 billion—$9.8 billion below its au-
thorized level and $27 billion less cumulatively 
than the bipartisan agreement reached just 
four short years ago. As a result, over 2.4 mil-
lion students are currently not getting the extra 
Title I help they were promised under NCLB. 

Furthermore, the recently enacted Omnibus 
continued underfunding IDEA at $10.7 bil-
lion—less than half the 40 percent average 
per pupil expenditure the federal government 
originally promised the states thirty years ago. 
An estimated 6.7 million students with disabil-
ities are currently being shortchanged as a re-
sult of this abdication. 

By keeping our commitments to NCLB and 
IDEA, we can support our schools, ease the 
property tax burden on our constituents and 
provide all of our students with the resources 
they need to succeed. 

Mr. Speaker, once again I am proud to 
make the Keep Our PACT Act the very first 
piece of legislation I introduce this Congress. 
Additionally, I want to thank my colleagues 
joining me as original cosponsors on this bill 
today—in particular, Mr. MILLER, Ms. WOOLSEY 
and all of the Education and Workforce Com-
mittee Democrats. We pledge to stand for the 
fundamental values this bill represents and in-
vite Members from both sides of the aisle to 
embrace those values and get this bill passed 
this year. 

f 

COMMEMORATING NATIONAL 
FOLIC ACID AWARENESS WEEK 

HON. DAN BURTON 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, January 25, 2005 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the observance of Amer-
ica’s first annual National Folic Acid Aware-
ness Week which began this past Monday 
January 24, 2005. The theme of National Folic 
Acid Awareness Week—‘‘Folic Acid: You Don’t 
Know What You’re Missing!’’ is especially 
timely given the increasing popularity of low or 
no-carbohydrate diets. Since 1998, the U.S. 
Food and Drug Administration has required 
the addition of folic acid to enriched breads, 
cereals, flours, pastas, rice and other grain 
products. Consequently, people, particularly 
women, on these low-carb diets may in fact 
not be getting the appropriate daily allowance 
of the essential vitamins and minerals nec-
essary for health and well being. 

Folic Acid—a B-vitamin—is in particular crit-
ical for proper cell growth, and it has been sci-
entifically proven to prevent certain birth de-
fects of the brain and spine called Neural 
Tube Defects (NTD), which occurs very early 
in pregnancy, before most women even know 
they are pregnant. The most common NTDs 
are Spina Bifida, lack of closure in the spinal 
column, and Anencephaly, a condition where 
only a portion of the brain forms. Seventy 
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