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JOHN SHADEGG is ending his service 

to this institution after 16 years. JOHN 
came here in 1994 and has served the 
State of Arizona extremely well during 
that time. He has promoted the prin-
ciples of limited government, economic 
freedom and individual responsibility, 
and has stayed true to his principles 
and been a valued member of the Ari-
zona delegation. 

Arizona has a habit of producing 
great legislators, including Barry Gold-
water, Mo Udall, Carl Hayden, and oth-
ers; and JOHN now adds his name to 
that list of great Arizona legislators. 

I just want to pay tribute to him and 
tell him how much the Arizona delega-
tion and all of us will miss his steady, 
constant, principled leadership here in 
the House of Representatives. 

Well done, JOHN. Well done, JOHN 
SHADEGG. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE REP-
RESENTATIVE STEPHEN SOLARZ 
(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to speak in honor of my friend 
and colleague, Stephen Solarz, who 
passed away last month. 

When I first came to Congress in 1989, 
Congressman Solarz was already a re-
spected Member of this body. He was a 
senior member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee and an inspiration to me as 
I joined that committee. I enjoyed his 
advice and counsel. I remember he sat 
on the top rung of the committee, and 
that is where I am sitting today. 

His speeches on the floor were the 
kind that made his colleagues stop 
what they were doing and listen. He 
was a foreign affairs guru to many of 
us, and the world will miss his knowl-
edge and expertise. 

I remember the dinners he and his 
wife, Nina, hosted at their home. 
Among the luminaries I met at these 
dinners was Abba Eban, the former for-
eign minister and U.N. ambassador of 
Israel. 

Together, we shared the determina-
tion to protect America’s relationship 
with Israel. We both understood that 
the U.S. must continue to engage on 
issues of importance around the world. 

Like me, Congressman Solarz was a 
product of New York City’s public 
schools. He emerged from humble be-
ginnings to earn his law degree from 
Columbia, and later became one of the 
most influential Members of Congress. 
We each shared the passion for public 
service, and I know that I will truly 
miss his advice and his friendship. I 
consider myself lucky to have known 
him all these years. 

My heart goes out to his wife, Nina, 
their children Randy and Lisa, and his 
mother, Ruth. The rest of the country, 
and certainly the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, mourns with them. 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

FLAWED ELECTIONS AND POLIT-
ICAL IMPRISONMENT IN 
BELARUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I 
come down tonight to put into the 
RECORD the names of some freedom 
fighters who have been jailed, not only 
politicians, but also members of the 
news media, after the stolen elections 
in Minsk, Belarus, of two nights ago. 

The opponents of Dictator 
Lukashenko were as follows. Their lo-
cations are unknown. Some have been 
jailed: Andrey Sannikaw, Yaraslaw 
Ramanchuk, Ryhor Kastusyow, 
Uladzimir Nyaklyayew, Ales 
Mikhalevich, Vital Rymashewski, 
Viktar Tsyareshchanka, Mikalay 
Statkevich and Dzmitry Uss. 

Tens of thousands of Belarusians con-
verged on Independence Square in the 
capital, heeding opposition leaders who 
called Sunday’s election a farce and ac-
cused Lukashenko of keeping the post- 
Soviet country locked in a dictator-
ship. They gathered on the evening on 
the 19th and the morning of the 20th. 

Also arrested were prominent jour-
nalists and civil society activists, folks 
who are friends of individuals I know: 
Anatol Lyabedska, leader of the United 
Civic Party; Mr. Sannikaw’s wife, 
Iryna Khalip; Dzmitry Bandarenka, co-
ordinator of an opposition group called 
Khartyya97; and Natallya Radzina, the 
editor of www.charter97.org. 

The Organization For Security and 
Cooperation in Europe called the elec-
tion ‘‘flawed,’’ and the United States of 
America and the European Union con-
demned the crackdown. 

With me I have some photos of the 
evening of December 19 showing 
protestors. Of course, we see members 
of the Belarusian security forces, and 
in this photo here you actually see 
them wielding their clubs and beating 
one of the opposition members of the 
party. This is what we have in Europe. 
The last dictatorship in Europe is in a 
country called Belarus. 

b 2000 

The United States has already—and I 
would lend to the demand of the re-
lease of all political prisoners, presi-
dential candidates, and their official 
representatives who are being held in 
KGB detention centers in Minsk. Yes, 
in Belarus, they still call the secret po-
lice the KGB. The United States and 
this Member stand in solidarity with 
all opposition activists with those cur-

rently being held and those who are 
still in hospitals and those already who 
are in jail. 

The new media ability of democratic 
movements in this country are great at 
especially being able to use the Twitter 
accounts, using Facebook, using 
photos. A lot of these were conducted 
through new media. It underscores the 
brutality of the Belarusian leadership 
and the dictator, Lukashenko. I would 
hope that the international commu-
nity, especially the European Union 
and the United States, would place the 
Belarusian Government on record that 
they should not hope to be able to join 
in the opportunities afforded to free 
and democratic countries when they 
treat their citizens who are only ask-
ing for the right to have their voice 
heard and the right to choose the rep-
resentatives of the people. 

f 

END HUNGER NOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, as 
we near the end of 2010 and the 111th 
Congress, I want to take a few minutes 
to talk about an issue that is critically 
important to the health and the well- 
being of our country. It’s also an issue 
that I care deeply about and it’s an 
issue that’s rarely discussed. And that 
issue, Madam Speaker, is hunger. I’ve 
said it over and over again, but it bears 
repeating. Hunger is a political condi-
tion. We know how to end hunger in 
America. We have the resources to do 
it. What we need is the political will to 
make it happen. 

We’ve made some important progress 
over the last few years. We enacted his-
toric improvements in the food stamp 
program, now called SNAP. WIC, the 
program that ensures that pregnant 
mothers and their newborns and infant 
children have access to nutritious food, 
has been fully funded. Food banks re-
ceived the assistance they need to fill 
their shelves as they worked to put 
food in the hands of hungry families. 
We passed the Hunger-Free Commu-
nities Act, a law that provides local-
ized grants to combat hunger around 
the country. The farm bill included his-
toric improvements to antihunger pro-
grams—most importantly, indexing 
SNAP to inflation. The Recovery Act 
did even more by increasing emergency 
funds to SNAP beneficiaries, allowing 
them to buy more food at a time when 
their incomes were falling because of 
the economy. Finally, on December 13, 
President Obama signed the Healthy, 
Hunger-Free Kids Act into law. This 
will improve the quality of food served 
at schools to our Nation’s children. 

Madam Speaker, I have been honored 
to serve as the cochair of the House 
Hunger Caucus, and I want to thank 
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my colleagues on that caucus, Demo-
crat and Republican, for their commit-
ment to this critical issue. I especially 
want to thank JO ANN EMERSON for her 
incredible work. But we have much 
more to do. 

The USDA recently released their an-
nual food insecurity, or hunger, statis-
tics. The simple and unfortunate fact is 
this: Because of the economy, hunger is 
getting worse in America, not better. 
In 2009, the number of hungry Ameri-
cans increased by 1 million over the 
previous year. According to the latest 
data, over 50 million Americans, in-
cluding 17.2 million children, went hun-
gry at some point in 2009. Madam 
Speaker, these are the highest numbers 
ever collected by USDA. And if that 
weren’t bad enough, future SNAP 
funds—money provided under the Re-
covery Act—have been raided for other 
critical programs. 

Madam Speaker, I love this institu-
tion and I am honored to serve as a 
Member of Congress, but it is a pecu-
liar place. None of my colleagues, 
Democrats or Republicans, will tell 
you that they are pro-hunger. You’ll 
never see a Member of Congress take a 
bottle out of the mouth of a hungry 
baby or swipe a can of beans that has 
been donated to a local food bank, but 
that’s precisely what we will be doing 
if we choose to balance the budget on 
the backs of the poor and the hungry in 
this country. 

I want to tackle our deficit as badly 
as anyone else. And in order to dig our-
selves out of this fiscal hole, then all of 
us will need to sacrifice—not just the 
poor and not just the middle class. It is 
simply unacceptable to provide billions 
in tax relief for millionaires and bil-
lionaires while at the same time cut-
ting programs that literally put food in 
the mouths of hungry people. 

Ending hunger is not just the right 
thing to do—it’s also in the best inter-
est of our Nation’s future. It’s a na-
tional security issue. It’s an education 
issue. It’s a jobs issue. It’s a health 
care issue. It’s a productivity issue. It’s 
a fiscal health issue. 

We have a lot of work to do, Madam 
Speaker. The President said he’s com-
mitted to ending childhood hunger by 
2015, but we’re not doing enough to 
reach that goal. Budgets will be tight 
for the foreseeable future, and it’s 
going to be difficult to fund these vital 
programs. I’ve repeatedly called on the 
White House to convene a conference 
on hunger and nutrition. Let’s develop 
a comprehensive plan to tackle this 
terrible problem. 

But, Madam Speaker, this issue is 
not going away. We must not ignore 
the needs of the hungry in America. We 
must continue to work with 
antihunger groups, nutrition groups, 
religious groups, and the administra-
tion and others to finally end hunger in 
America. 

We can do this. We can end hunger in 
America if we have the political will to 

do it. I urge my colleagues in the 112th 
Congress to join in this effort. 

f 

START TREATY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, down the hall 
we have the Senate as they have been 
taking up the START Treaty to help 
limit our defense of ourselves with a 
country that is not the country we’re 
most concerned about. We seem to 
keep ignoring the fact that Iran con-
tinues to move forward developing nu-
clear weapons, and once they have 
them, then that is the game changer. 
Of course, we know that even in this 
hemisphere that there’s the potential 
for rockets that could reach the United 
States. It’s nothing to fear if we act ap-
propriately and don’t stick our head in 
the sand, as the START Treaty appar-
ently attempts to do. 

For example, we’ve got people in the 
Senate that do not understand that the 
President has the power to negotiate 
treaties. The Senate’s role is in advis-
ing and consenting, but they don’t 
have the power to amend the treaty. 
That has to be done between the other 
country and our President. So they can 
make suggestions, but that language is 
not binding unless the other country 
agrees to it. 

So all this frivolous stuff, all this dis-
cussion, it is meaningless unless Russia 
were to adopt it. And when you look at 
the preamble to this START Treaty, 
despite what the President says and de-
spite what people in the Senate are 
saying about it not affecting missile 
defense, the preamble says: Recog-
nizing the existence of the inter-
relationship between strategic offen-
sive arms and strategic defensive arms, 
that this interrelationship will become 
more important as strategic nuclear 
arms are reduced, and that current 
strategic defensive arms do not under-
mine the viability and effectiveness of 
the strategic offensive arms of the par-
ties. 

Now, maybe from the legal training 
and the judicial training it helps to 
read and understand that better, but 
the Russians make pretty clear they 
intend for this treaty to restrict a de-
fense system. How do people down the 
hall not get that? It seems pretty 
clear. We have an obligation to support 
and defend this Constitution. We took 
an oath to do that. 

b 2010 

We have never ratified a treaty in a 
lame duck session. Yet that is exactly 
what is being attempted down the hall 
right now. People who have been voted 
out of office because the majority in 
their States did not want them rep-

resenting them anymore are down 
there cutting a deal with the Russians. 

The election should have con-
sequences, and people should have the 
decency to note that the majority of 
the people in their States have spoken, 
to go home and to not set a precedent 
of being the first lame duck session 
that people didn’t want consenting to 
treaties providing consent to the trea-
ty. It is so inappropriate what is going 
on down there, and then they stand 
there and tell us, Oh, no. This will have 
nothing to do with our missile defense 
shield. 

We had a President back in the 1980s 
who, despite all the jokes, despite all 
the insults hurled at him, insisted that 
the thing that was maddest of all was 
the concept of mutually assured de-
struction, that insane was the idea of 
two countries saying, We’ll both de-
velop so much in the way of nuclear of-
fensive capability that one won’t at-
tack the other because they will know 
the other will attack them, and they 
will both be wiped out. 

So along came President Reagan, and 
he would not leave it alone. 

We are going to defend ourselves. We 
took an oath to do as much, and if Rus-
sian, Iranian, Venezuelan, Cuban mis-
siles—any kind of missiles—pose a 
threat to the United States, we have an 
obligation to defend ourselves. 

But not according to this President. 
According to this President, we are 

basically going to unilaterally mutu-
ally disarm, which is what happened 
with the Polish missile defense site. I 
understand it has now been revealed 
that the Russians had hopes, according 
to their early documentation, that 
eventually in the final document they 
would get the United States to agree to 
abandon their plans to put a missile de-
fense shield in Poland. However, they 
didn’t realize that they were negoti-
ating with a new President of the 
United States, who promised hope and 
change and that the hope and change 
that he was bringing was a change un-
like any negotiation in our past. We 
were going to unilaterally lay down 
our best leverage, not ask for anything 
in return and think we’d somehow be 
better off. 

Well, that’s not the way negotiations 
work in the world among individuals. 
Especially for those of us who are 
Christian, you treat individuals with 
respect. You follow the admonitions 
and the teachings of Jesus. Yet, as the 
national leader, we have a different ob-
ligation—not to go into people’s bank 
accounts, into their homes, to take 
their money against their will, and 
give it to our favorite charities. We 
were told they were supposed to do it 
with their own money. We were not to 
abuse the process of this body to go le-
galize stealing people’s money to give 
to our favorite charities. Let the peo-
ple do that. It is one of the things that 
made us great. The charitable, big- 
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