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IN HONOR OF DR. EDGAR B. 

MOORE 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor and recognition of Dr. Edgar B. Moore, 
beloved husband, father, friend, educator, and 
spiritual leader. Dr. Moore leaves a legacy at 
Baldwin-Wallace College that reflects his per-
sonal passions and professional accomplish-
ments in his roles as both chaplain and pro-
fessor. 

Dr. Moore began his career at Baldwin-Wal-
lace in August 1962, when he was hired as 
chaplain. He immediately became involved in 
various chapel activities while counseling and 
advising students and teaching in the Religion 
Department. At the end of his first year, the 
History Department underwent major changes, 
and Dr. Moore was asked to take a position 
as professor of history. He accepted and was 
named chairman while remaining chaplain. Dr. 
Moore remained in the History Department 
until his retirement. 

Dr. Moore’s involvement at Baldwin-Wallace 
extended far beyond the History Department. 
His students became babysitters for his and 
his wife’s three children, Cynthia, Robert, and 
Mary Louise. He chaperoned spring formals 
and Greek parties and assisted in the forma-
tion of the Cosmopolitan Club, which brought 
American and international students together 
to promote greater understanding between 
cultures. 

Dr. Moore continued his own education 
while teaching at Baldwin-Wallace. In January 
1966, he earned his doctorate of philosophy 
from the University of St. Andrews in Scotland. 
Through a series of visits, he developed a re-
lationship between the schools, which led to 
the present Academic Studies Abroad pro-
gram. Dr. Moore attended Northwestern Uni-
versity in the summer of 1969 for graduate 
classes in African Studies. His new knowledge 
and ongoing interest in uniting cultures led to 
the African Studies program. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in honor and gratitude to Dr. Edgar B. Moore, 
whose outstanding 44-year career was defined 
by his steadfast commitment to spiritual 
growth, education, and appreciation of diversi-
fied cultures. While his students and col-
leagues will miss him immensely, his legacy 
and contributions to the Baldwin-Wallace com-
munity will live on for many generations to 
come. 
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HONORING THE SOLDIERS OF DE-
TACHMENT 1, 779TH ORDNANCE 
COMPANY, THE TENNESSEE NA-
TIONAL GUARD 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, fellow 
Members of Congress, please join me today 
to honor the soldiers of Detachment 1, 779th 

Ordnance Company, of the Tennessee Na-
tional Guard. 

The 779th deserves the nation’s thanks and 
praise for serving honorably and contributing 
mightily to our efforts in the Middle East. 

They have served America in such dan-
gerous and strategically vital locations as 
Ramadi, Habanabi, Al Asad and Al 
Taqaddum, and they have been absolutely 
critical in the tactical and operational success 
of coalition forces. 

Without the skilled and dedicated soldiers of 
the 779th, victory in the Global War on Ter-
rorism would not be possible. 

Let us join the rest of Tennessee in saying 
congratulations, welcome home, and job well 
done. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
state for the record my position on the fol-
lowing votes I missed due to reasons beyond 
my control. 

On Thursday July 13, 2006 I had to tend to 
some family matters and thus missed rollcall 
votes Nos. 370, 371, 372, 373 and 374. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on 
all votes. 

On Monday June 19, 2006 I was unavoid-
ably delayed and thus missed rollcall votes 
Nos. 289, 290 and 291. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on all votes. 

On Monday May 22, 2006 I was unavoid-
ably delayed and thus missed rollcall votes 
Nos. 177 and 178. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on both votes. 
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INTRODUCTION OF H. RES. 916 

HON. F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR. 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, July 17, 2006 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER . Mr. Speaker, re-
grettably, today I am forced to introduce this 
resolution calling for an inquiry into grounds 
for the impeachment of U.S. District Court 
Judge Manuel L. Real, from the Central Dis-
trict of California. This resolution has become 
necessary due to a breakdown in the judicial 
branch’s enforcement of the judicial discipline 
statute Congress enacted in 1980. When the 
judicial branch has failed to address serious 
allegations of judicial misconduct, as the Ninth 
Circuit arguably has in this matter, the Con-
stitution provides the Congress only one 
course of action: opening an impeachment in-
quiry. 

I would caution my colleagues and others 
not to jump to any conclusions in this matter. 
Today’s resolution merely allows the House 
Judiciary Committee to open an investigation 
to determine the facts. Only after the House 
Judiciary Committee has conducted a fair, 
thorough, and detailed investigation, will com-
mittee members be able to consider whether 
Articles of Impeachment might be warranted. 

The introduced resolution ensures that the 
investigation will be referred to the House Ju-
diciary Committee. It is modeled after the last 
three impeachment resolutions that the House 
used to investigate, respectively, Judge Harry 
E. Claiborne (1986), Judge Alcee L. Hastings 
(1988), and Judge Walter L. Nixon (1989). All 
three were later impeached and removed from 
office based on the drafting of more detailed 
articles reported by the committee after the in-
vestigations were completed. 

According to press reports and legal filings 
made public, in February 2000 Judge Real al-
legedly interceded on behalf of a defendant 
known to him in a joint bankruptcy and Cali-
fornia State unlawful-detainer action. The de-
fendant reportedly was going through a messy 
divorce and was ordered to vacate a home 
that was held in trust by her husband’s family. 
The defendant filed a bankruptcy petition that 
automatically stayed eviction proceedings in 
October 1999, but the stay was eventually lift-
ed. The defendant, represented by counsel, 
then signed a stipulation that allowed the 
State court to issue an eviction notice in Feb-
ruary 2000, approximately 10 days before 
Judge Real allegedly interceded. 

Judge Real allegedly received ex parte 
communications from the defendant and 
through third parties about the matter before 
he took action. Judge Real was supervising 
the defendant as part of her probation in a 
separate criminal case in which she had pled 
guilty to perjury and loan fraud. 

Judge Real withdrew the case from the 
bankruptcy court and enjoined the State evic-
tion proceeding. He allegedly gave no reasons 
for his assertion of jurisdiction over the case 
or his rulings. The defendant was allowed to 
live rent-free in the home for a period of years. 
When the trustee appealed by mandamus to 
the Ninth Circuit, Judge Real transferred the 
case to another district judge. The trustee re-
claimed the property on appeal but reportedly 
lost at least $35,000 in rent during the pro-
ceedings. 

According to news reports, in February 2003 
a private citizen filed a complaint against 
Judge Real for his conduct in the bankruptcy 
and unlawful-detainer actions. This complaint 
reportedly was dismissed twice by the Chief 
Judge of the Ninth Circuit, even though the 
Judicial Council in the second case reportedly 
recommended that further investigation take 
place regarding ex parte communications be-
tween Judge Real and the litigant. 

Judge Alex Kozinski wrote in his dissenting 
opinion for the Judicial Council of the Ninth 
Circuit, ‘‘The fact of the matter is that the 
judge’s conduct here caused real harm. It cer-
tainly harmed innocent creditors to the tune of 
$50,000 or more. Worse, it harmed public con-
fidence in the fair administration of justice in 
the courts of this circuit. The prohibition 
against ex parte communications, rules of pro-
cedure, principles of law—all of these are not 
trinkets that judges may discard whenever 
they become a nuisance. Rather, they are the 
mainstays of our judicial system, our guar-
antee to every litigant that we will administer 
justice, as our oath requires, ‘without respect 
to person’. . . . [T]he majority’s exiguous 
order seems far more concerned with not hurt-
ing the feelings of the judge in question. But 
our first duty as members of the Judicial 
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