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I ask Congress to now act on an energy bill

that the House of Representatives passed
back in August. . . . Too much of our energy
comes from the Middle East. The plan I sent
up to Congress promotes conservation, ex-
pands energy supplies, and improves the effi-
ciency of our energy network. Our country
needs greater energy independence. The issue
is a matter of national security, and I hope
the Senate acts quickly.

We have many other quotes. I will
mention a last one from the Secretary
of the Interior, Gale Norton, the other
day:

The President has said very clearly this is
a priority. This situation—

Referring to September 11—
has made it more urgent, and we need to
begin moving the process. We have always
said that national security is part of the rea-
son we need to get the energy program in
place, and we certainly have not backed
away from that position now that September
11 has occurred.

So I think there is nothing more im-
portant to deal with between now and
the end of the session than a com-
prehensive energy bill. Let’s at least
bring it up for a vote. That is what this
is supposed to be about, so we can de-
bate this issue. We can’t really debate
this issue, other than the way I am
doing it now, in anticipation of a vote,
unless we have an opportunity to have
a vote. So I think you are going to see
this offered again as an amendment.
The logical place should be on the eco-
nomic stimulus package, because this
is an economic stimulus issue, as well
as a national security issue.

I yield the floor.
f

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2001

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
I rise today to speak about hate crimes
legislation I introduced with Senator
KENNEDY in March of this year. The
Local Law Enforcement Act of 2001
would add new categories to current
hate crimes legislation sending a sig-
nal that violence of any kind is unac-
ceptable in our society.

I would like to describe a terrible
crime that occurred Jan. 28, 2000, in
Boston, MA. A group of high school
teenagers sexually assaulted and at-
tacked a 16-year-old Boston High
School student on the subway because
she was holding hands with another
young girl, a common custom from her
native African country. Thinking the
victim was a lesbian, the group began
groping the girl, ripping her clothes,
and pointing at their own genitals. Of-
ficials said a teenage boy who was with
the group allegedly pulled a knife on
the girl, held it to her throat and
threatened to slash her. The girl later
passed out from being beaten. Three
high school students were arrested in
the attack and charged with civil
rights violations, assault with a dan-
gerous weapon, assault and battery,
and indecent assault and battery.

I believe that Government’s first
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend
them against the harms that come out

of hate. The Local Law Enforcement
Enhancement Act of 2001 is now a sym-
bol that can become substance. I be-
lieve that by passing this legislation,
we can change hearts and minds as
well.

f

ASKING SAVES KIDS

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, PAX is an
organization that promotes practical,
non-political solutions to the problem
of gun violence. Asking Saves Kids or
ASK is a national advertising cam-
paign, developed by PAX in collabora-
tion with the American Academy of
Pediatrics. The ASK campaign urges
parents to ask their neighbors if they
have a gun in the home before sending
their child over to play. To help par-
ents with what is a difficult question,
the ASK campaign has developed a
‘‘Parent’s Help Kit’’. The kit contains
tips on how to ask the question about
guns in the home, a sample letter to
mail to other parents, and non-
confrontational ways to respond to
friends and relatives who may take ex-
ception to the question. The Help Kit is
an invaluable tool in the fight to pro-
tect children from gun violence and I
encourage parents to visit the PAX
web site and download a copy of the
Help Kit. The web site address is http:/
/www.gunviolence.org/pdf/
ASKlKit.pdf.

f

IN MEMORY OF KATHY T. NGUYEN

Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, yes-
terday, we received tragic news: Kathy
Nguyen, a 61-year old Bronx woman
who worked at the Manhattan Eye, Ear
and Throat Hospital on East 64th
Street, passed away from inhalation
anthrax. Her death, she is the fourth
person in our country to die from an-
thrax, has saddened New York, and our
entire country. Ms. Nguyen, who
worked at the hospital since 1991, was a
clerk in the stockroom in the basement
of the hospital.

Ms. Nguyen came to America from
Vietnam in 1977 with the help of a New
York City police officer. Like many
refugees from Vietnam, she left with-
out any money, and started a new life
for herself in America. She settled in
the Bronx’ Crotona Park East area
near the Bronx River. She married an
American, but later divorced. They had
a son, who tragically died in a car acci-
dent years ago.

Ms. Nguyen’s friends and neighbors
have spoken kindly about the tiny,
generous woman who had no family of
her own, but always inquired about
their families. She enjoyed cooking
meals for her neighbors and their fami-
lies, even sharing Thanksgiving dinner,
and was known for her fondness for of-
fering coworkers food.

Working afternoons and evenings at
the Manhattan Eye, Ear and Throat
Hospital, Ms. Nguyen was responsible
for stocking the emergency room and
operating rooms with medicine and in-
struments. She sometimes returned

home as late as 11pm. Her neighbors
noted her late working hours and said
that she was planning on retiring. Al-
though she did not handle mail, it has
been reported that the supply room
where she worked was adjacent to the
hospital’s mailroom.

Last Thursday night, Ms. Nguyen
complained to her neighbors that she
was feeling ill, but she brushed it off as
a cold. She went to work as usual on
Friday, but by Sunday night, she felt
worse and the superintendent of her
building brought her to the emergency
room at the Lennox Hill Hospital. She
was in critical condition in the inten-
sive care unit with pneumonia and was
placed on a respirator. Initial tests
showed anthrax and additional tests
confirmed the diagnosis on Tuesday
afternoon. Although she fought hard to
battle this terrible infection, she
passed away.

Ms. Nguyen was too ill to aid inves-
tigators who sought to retrace her
movements before she became sick to
determine the source of the anthrax
and it remains a mystery. Federal and
local health officials are vigorously
pursuing all avenues to uncover the
source of the anthrax that sickened
Ms. Nguyen.

I know that Ms. Nguyen’s friends and
neighbors will miss her greatly. Her
kindness and concern for her neighbors
were a special part of the Bronx neigh-
borhood where she lived. Her everyday
courtesies, in a city that is known for
its anonymity and incredible size,
made the world a little smaller, and a
little nicer, for her neighbors.

f

COMBATING INTERNATIONAL
TERRORISM

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it has
been seven weeks since the horrifying
attacks on the World Trade Center and
the Pentagon, and the crash of the
plane in Pennsylvania.

We have all struggled with a flood of
thoughts and emotions about the
frightening and tragic loss of life, the
national response to this cruel, mind-
less assault on innocent people, and
where we go from here.

My wife Marcelle and I have received
hundreds of phone calls, letters and e-
mails from people who have offered
thoughtful suggestions, and I have read
many articles, opinion pieces, and
heartfelt letters to the editor of the na-
tional and local newspapers.

I do not pretend to have all the an-
swers. No one does. The United States
military is carrying out bombing mis-
sions against the Taliban and terrorist
sites in Afghanistan. The situation is
unpredictable, and we are learning
more each day. But I do want to ex-
press some of my thoughts at this
time.

First and foremost, my thoughts are
with the victims’ families. It has been
hard, very hard, to see the images of
the families as they try to come to
terms with the loss of loved ones.

I also share the pride in how our fire-
fighters, police and other emergency
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workers rushed to the scene intent on
rescue without thought for their own
safety. We are in awe of the bravery of
those on the United Airlines flight who
struggled with the hijackers and pre-
vented that aircraft from striking its
target in Washington.

I am proud of the skill and courage of
our Air Force pilots, who fly thousands
of miles, often in the darkness of night,
into hostile territory. They are con-
stantly in our thoughts, and we pray
that each of them returns safely.

Amid all the sadness and anger, I
have been tremendously heartened by
the way Americans of all races, reli-
gions and backgrounds rallied together
to help each other. It should not be
surprising that we would respond this
way, but it is enormously uplifting and
reassuring.

And I was also encouraged when mil-
lions of people in cities around the
world gathered to express their sym-
pathy and support for the United
States. There were 200,000 in Berlin
alone.

It was a vivid and moving reminder
of how many people in so many coun-
tries respect what our country stands
for, and look to us for leadership in
solving the world’s problems. It is that
leadership, in combating terrorism but
also in addressing other pressing global
issues, that we must show today and in
the future.

I have been impressed by the leader-
ship shown by President Bush and oth-
ers in the Cabinet. I commend the
President for voicing our common goal
to seek justice for the victims and for
our country, our condemnation of the
despicable acts of harassment and in-
timidation of Muslims in the United
States, and our resolve to protect our
country from future terrorist acts.

It has been said over and over that
‘‘the world has changed.’’ In one sense
that is true. Our country has suffered
its greatest loss of life on American
soil, in a single day, since the Civil
War. Our response to this tragedy is
causing changes throughout our soci-
ety. However, in another sense, it has a
lot more to do with our perceptions of
the world than with the world itself.
The world was changing long before
September 11, and threats that existed
before that infamous day are no less
present today.

These attacks destroyed not only
thousands of innocent lives, but they
destroyed mistaken assumptions about
our safety in isolation. They also, let
us hope, erased our complacency. We
are now beginning a struggle that may
take decades, shake foreign govern-
ments, and cause great disruption in
our daily lives.

We are responding decisively. The
American people want to feel secure
and they want justice. If the Taliban
continue to shelter bin Laden and
other terrorists they will pay a heavy
price. They have already lost the sup-
port of virtually every country in the
world, and our military has destroyed
many of their military assets. Others

who knowingly harbor terrorists face
similar consequences.

Yet as we seek justice and security,
let us not be blinded by anger or zeal-
otry. We want a world without terror-
ists, but we owe it to ourselves to
calmly ask constructive questions, as
we commit to this cause thousands of
American lives, billions of dollars, and
the credibility of our nation.

Our response must single out those
individuals, organizations, or nations
that are responsible for these atroc-
ities. The terrorists want us to over-
react. They want us to strike back
blindly and cause the deaths of inno-
cent civilians. They want to draw us
into a so-called ‘‘holy war,’’ and they
will use these images against us, alien-
ating others in the Muslim world
whose support we need to combat this
threat, and among whom there are
many who already resent our involve-
ment in the Middle East.

We need to understand the fact that
the civilian casualties caused by our
bombs in Afghanistan despite the ef-
forts made to prevent them are not
only tragic but also exacerbate the ha-
tred of America by Muslims in many
parts of the world, a hatred which has
been building over many years.

We are seeing this among Muslims in
Pakistan, in Indonesia, in the West
Bank, even in Africa. Despite President
Bush’s, Secretary Powell’s, and Sec-
retary Rumsfeld’s clear statements to
the contrary, they see our actions as
attacks on their religion.

We also know what happened to the
Soviet army, and to the British before
them, in Afghanistan. Two of the
world’s most powerful militaries suf-
fered terrible losses and were forced to
withdraw in humiliation. And we
should remember our own disastrous
experience in Somalia.

We need to recognize that there are
parts of the world, dominated by fierce
warlords and clans, that we do not un-
derstand and probably cannot under-
stand. We should be very, very careful
not to repeat past mistakes.

Our campaign against terrorism has
no direct precedent, and we are still
feeling our way forward. At this stage
of the military dimensions of this ef-
fort, neither the President nor the Pen-
tagon have yet explained, except in the
most general way, what they expect to
accomplish militarily in Afghanistan
within the next month, 6 months, or
year, and how they expect to accom-
plish it. Nor have they yet explained
the risks to our Armed Forces, except
to say that there will be casualties.

Meanwhile, the American people
have been asked to be patient, and they
have been. Members of Congress have
been asked to give the President and
the Pentagon great latitude, and they
have done so. But we are all in this to-
gether, and the time for clearer goals
and more direct answers about our
strategy is approaching.

The fact that 2 weeks ago the Pen-
tagon told us that they had eviscerated
the Taliban’s military capabilities, and

a week later expressed surprise that
the Taliban has proved to be a deter-
mined foe, already has raised troubling
questions.

No one wants to see an end to the
Taliban more than I, and I have no
doubt that we can force them from
power. But there is no evidence it can
be done by bombing alone, at least not
without many civilian casualties. How
many ground troops would it take,
over what period of time? And then
what? Surely the Taliban would re-
group and fight from somewhere else.

The American people will deserve
and need answers to these and other
questions.

There is no doubt that we will need
help from others to fight terrorism,
which exists in every corner of the
globe. To his credit, the President
showed admirable patience in building
a coalition to track down terrorists
and their sources of income. The Presi-
dent must also continue to show an un-
derstanding of the particular situation
of each country in the coalition, and of
how much we can reasonably demand
of them given their circumstances,
their capabilities, their history.

The situation we are in is unlike any
that we have seen before. It is difficult
always to know who the enemy is or
where they may be hiding. They may
be right among us, or they may be in
the mountains of Central Asia. Sec-
retary Powell and others have been
clear that we are preparing for a long,
sustained, comprehensive campaign,
using all the means at our disposal—di-
plomacy, intelligence, law enforce-
ment, financial, economic, and mili-
tary.

We must confront the entire super-
structure of terrorism—the states that
knowingly provide terrorists with sup-
port and safe haven, the system of fi-
nancial support, and sources of re-
cruits, and the hatreds that spawn
them.

In doing this, we must heed the les-
sons from other so-called wars that we
have fought against other deeply root-
ed, complex problems—the war on pov-
erty and the war on drugs. These
‘‘wars’’ have been fought with many
weapons. They also depend on foreign
cooperation. Yet we are nowhere near
to winning either of those wars, despite
the fact that we have spent tens of bil-
lions of dollars, and even, in the war on
drugs, imprisoned thousands of people
and deployed our forces in foreign
countries.

We must be resolute but realistic. We
can no more completely eliminate ter-
rorism from the face of the Earth than
we can eliminate poverty. But there is
a great deal we can do to protect our-
selves.

The President has waived sanctions
against Pakistan so we can assist them
in this effort. I have heard proposals
that we should set aside other laws
which affirm our commitment to the
protection of human rights in our
international relations. Others speak
of waiving limitations on our support
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for dictatorial regimes in Central Asia,
or countries that have engaged in pro-
liferation of nuclear, chemical or bio-
logical weapons.

I will listen to what the Administra-
tion proposes, but I am also mindful of
the lessons of history. We supported
the fighters who became the Taliban,
when they sought to expel the Soviets.
Today the Taliban, led by religious fa-
natics, systematically terrorize and
brutalize their own people. The coun-
try has been turned into a virtual pris-
on, where its inhabitants, many too
weak from hunger and disease to flee,
suffer the daily cruelty of the Taliban’s
tyrannical rule.

We gave weapons to Iraq, and to the
Shah of Iran, whose secret police tor-
tured Iranian citizens who spoke out
for democracy. We have supported
other regimes that committed atroc-
ities, which to the victims were no dif-
ferent from acts of terrorism. We must
not repeat those mistakes.

We must reaffirm the principles that
make this country a beacon of hope
around the world, and which reflect the
most deeply held ideals of our people—
ideals which the terrorists hate—our
civil liberties, our individual and reli-
gious freedoms. These ideals, far more
than our military power, are our coun-
try’s greatest strength. Let us not lose
sight of the fact that acts of terrorism
are human rights atrocities. As we go
forward, we must continue to show the
world what sets us apart from the ter-
rorists. Defense of human rights is one
of these cherished principles.

There can be no excuse, no justifica-
tion whatsoever, for attacks against
unarmed civilians—whether it is the
suicide bomber or the suicide
highjacker, or a government that com-
mits acts of terrorism against its own
citizens.

But to reduce the threat of ter-
rorism, of whatever form, over the long
run, we must work to resolve the issues
that foster deep and lasting hatreds the
terrorists feed on, that produces their
funding, and their recruits.

Recently, the House of Representa-
tives approved, after minimal debate
and without a dissenting vote, pay-
ment of $582 million in arrears to the
United Nations. That was both note-
worthy and encouraging, since those
funds had been held hostage by the
House for years over unrelated issues
like international family planning.
How shortsighted that was.

Many of those same Members took
pride in cutting our foreign aid budget.
Foreign aid, a meager one percent of
the Federal budget—far, far less than
most people believe it is— is used, in
part, to help alleviate the pervasive
poverty in the Middle East, Africa and
Asia that leads to despair, instability,
violence, and hatred—conditions that
breed recruits for terrorist organiza-
tions.

Instead of one percent, we should in-
crease five-fold the amount we spend to
combat poverty, especially in parts of
the world where there is such resent-
ment toward the United States.

We are surrounded by a sea of des-
perate people. Two billion people—a
third of the world’s inhabitants, live on
the edge of starvation. They barely
survive on what scraps they can scav-
enge, and many children die before the
age of five.

Refugees and people displaced from
their homes, number in the many tens
of millions.

The world is on fire is too many
places to count, and at most of those
flash points poverty, and the injustice
that perpetuates it, are at the root of
the instability.

Our foreign assistance programs pro-
vide economic support to poor coun-
tries, health care to the world’s need-
iest women and children, food and shel-
ter for refugees and victims of natural
and man made disasters, and technical
expertise to promote democracy, free
markets, human rights and the rule of
law.

But as important as this aid is, the
amount we give is a pittance, when
considered in terms of our wealth and
the seriousness of the threats we face.
The approximately $10 billion that we
provide in this type of assistance—
whether through our State Department
and the Agency for International De-
velopment, or as contributions to the
World Bank, the United Nations Devel-
opment Program, the World Food Pro-
gram, and other organizations,
amounts to less than $40 for each
American each year.

Forty dollars. It is embarrassing. We
are failing the American people, and
we are failing future generations.

Our economy is suffering, and people
are hurting in this country. We are try-
ing to help them, and we need to do
more. But we cannot continue to bury
our heads in the sand. We cannot pro-
tect our national interests in today’s
complex, dangerous world on a foreign
assistance budget that in real terms is
less than what it was 15 years ago. We
cannot.

Our world is not simply our towns,
our states, our country. It is the whole
world. We live in a global economy.
The Ebola virus is like a terrorist—an
airplane’s flight away. We can try our
best to control our borders, but we can-
not hide behind an impenetrable wall.

We have to go to the source of the
problem, and that is to countries that
are failing—from AIDS, from igno-
rance, from poverty, from injustice.

We need a better understanding of
the world we live in, and how to pro-
tect our security. Almost 60 percent of
the world’s people live in Asia, and
that number is growing. Seventy per-
cent of the world’s people are non-
White, and 70 percent are non-Chris-
tian. About 5 percent own more than
half the world’s wealth. Half the
world’s people suffer from malnutri-
tion. Seventy percent are illiterate.

How can we justify spending so little
to address these needs? We cannot, any
more than we can justify failing to an-
ticipate and prevent the attacks on the
World Trade Center and the Pentagon.

The Pentagon would be the first to say
that they cannot solve these problems.

I would hope that one of the positive
things that comes from this time of na-
tional soul searching and recovery, is
that we begin to think differently
about what the future holds, and our
role in the world.

Let us act like a superpower. Let us
lead the world in combating poverty, in
supporting the development of democ-
racy. Let us start paying our share. As
the world’s wealthiest nation we have a
moral responsibility. But we also, be-
cause of who we are, have the most at
stake. Like the Congress, the White
House also needs to change its think-
ing. For the past six months, it took a
hands-off approach to solving complex
global problems, turning its back on
half a dozen treaties and international
agreements, ranging from arms control
to protecting the environment. The un-
mistakable message is that we are so
powerful that we do not need the rest
of the world, that somehow we are im-
mune from the world’s problems.

That notion was arrogant, dangerous
and naive then, as it is today. We must
move beyond the tired battles over for-
eign aid and the United Nations, and
forge common approaches to global
threats. It is clear that this is what is
necessary to fight terrorism, and the
same is true of AIDS, global warming,
and so many other problems.

This brings me to the difficult ques-
tion of the Middle East conflict. No one
who is familiar with the history of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict believes it
will be resolved without the active,
sustained involvement of the United
States. And never has that involve-
ment been so urgently needed, because
to maintain strong Arab participation
in the coalition we are organizing
against terrorism, there must be visi-
ble progress toward peace between
Israelis and Palestinians.

Frankly, I have been dismayed as our
credibility in the Middle East has
badly eroded, and as resentment to-
ward the United States has intensified
and spread among Muslims throughout
that region. We have to confront this
problem earnestly and honestly, and
recognize its historical and cultural
roots. It is clearly in our security in-
terests, as well as those of Israel, that
we take actions to reestablish credi-
bility with the Palestinians and their
Arab supporters, while continuing to
keep faith with Israel and its people—
a valued ally and a leading democracy.

We must get both Palestinians and
Israelis back to the negotiating table,
working seriously toward a viable
peace agreement that addresses their
long term needs and aspirations—a via-
ble, Palestinian state, and lasting secu-
rity for Israel.

I do not count myself among those
who believe that the deranged, hate-
filled perpetrators of the September
11th terrorist attacks would not have
carried out their heinous crimes if
Israel and the Palestinians had already
made peace. It may be that sympathy
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for the Palestinians had nothing to do
with it.

Nor do I believe that a solution to
the Middle East conflict will solve the
problem of international terrorism.
But I am convinced that, as difficult a
problem as it is, the Palestinian-Israeli
conflict must be solved if we are to
make tangible progress against some of
the breeding grounds of terrorism.

The same goes for our relations with
the rest of the Arab world. In our sin-
gle-minded zeal to secure a steady sup-
ply of Middle East oil to fuel our insa-
tiable and growing demand for cheap
gasoline, we have turned a blind eye to
widespread repression by governments
whose policies, including the system-
atic abuse of women, vary sharply from
our own. We must take dramatic meas-
ures to reduce our wasteful consump-
tion of oil and our dependence on these
regimes.

At the same time that we combat
terrorism around the world, we must
also get our domestic house in order.

Over the last decade this country has
put an enormous effort into counter-
terrorism. It has been a top priority of
the FBI, the CIA and other agencies.
Yet, all those resources and all that
concentrated work failed to prevent
this enormous tragedy. It is astounding
how unprepared we were, how even the
simplest safeguards were ignored, how
many weaknesses were waiting for the
terrorists to exploit. It was a massive
failure of our defenses.

Let us look hard and honestly at
where our defenses failed, and work to
correct those weaknesses. We need to
strengthen our intelligence agencies,
law enforcement, border control, emer-
gency response and all the manifold ca-
pabilities we will need to defend our-
selves. That includes taking steps to
eliminate the destructive competition
between these agencies, which has im-
peded coordination and undermined
their effectiveness.

We have worked with the Adminis-
tration on legislation to support law
enforcement and our intelligence com-
munity, while at the same time pro-
tecting our constitutional freedoms. As
Benjamin Franklin said, ‘‘a people who
would trade their liberty for security
deserve neither.’’ As we work to be-
come more secure, we must also pro-
tect our liberty.

I am concerned about press reports of
people held in custody for weeks, who
have not been charged with any crime,
being denied meaningful access to
counsel. This, if true, may be a com-
mon practice in some countries, but it
should not be the practice in ours.

I am also concerned about the erro-
neous assertion that the Congress has
tied the CIA’s hands by limiting its
ability to recruit informants with un-
savory backgrounds. There is no such
law. In fact, the only constraint is the
CIA’s own internal guidelines, which
require prior approval of senior man-
agement before recruiting such an
asset. There are sound reasons for
those guidelines, and the CIA leader-

ship has said repeatedly that this is
not a problem.

Even more disturbing are claims that
we need to change the ‘‘law’’ prohib-
iting assassinations of individuals in-
volved in terrorism. Again, there is no
such law. There is an Executive Order,
first signed by President Ford and re-
affirmed each year since then by every
succeeding Administration that pro-
hibits assassinations. No law, or execu-
tive order for that matter, protects
Osama bin Laden or any other terrorist
from the exercise of our legitimate
right of self-defense, including use of
lethal force.

A policy of pre-emptive assassina-
tions would be morally repugnant, a
violation of international law, and
fraught with dangers for our own gov-
ernment, as well as for our allies. It is
also ineffective, because it creates
martyrs whose deaths become a terror-
ist’s rallying cry for vengeance. And we
have seen how easily foreign identities
can be mistaken or stolen, with poten-
tially irreversible, tragic consequences.

Our country has suffered a grievous
loss. We have had to face our own vul-
nerability as never before. As we sup-
port the victims’ families and set about
to prevent future terrorist attacks, we
should also rededicate ourselves to up-
holding the principles which set our
nation apart: freedom, tolerance, diver-
sity, respect for the rule of law, and
the unique value of every individual. If
our leaders appeal to these values—to
the better angels of our human nature,
not to the instincts of hate or fear or
revenge—then this trial by fire will re-
fine us, instead of coarsen us.

And let us go forward from this expe-
rience, which has shown in such a trag-
ic way how connected we are to the
rest of the world and how much we
need the support of other countries, to
provide stronger leadership not only to
combat the scourge of international
terrorism but other urgent global prob-
lems, and make this world a better and
safer place for all.

f

UTAH TASK FORCE ONE

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I
rise to pay tribute to the Salt Lake
Urban Search and Rescue Team, also
called Utah Task Force One, UTTF–1 .
The outstanding men and women of the
Task Force were called upon to serve
their nation when 62 members made
the grim trip to New York City on Sep-
tember 18, 2001, to search for survivors
and bodies in the World Trade Center
rubble. The Salt Lake County Fire De-
partment, the Salt Lake City Fire De-
partment, and the Rocky Mountain
Rescue Dogs made up this response
force. UTTF–1 is one of only 28 task
force teams nationwide participating
in the National USAR, Urban Search
and Rescue, Response System.

UTTF–1 deployed to New York with
specialized firefighters, search dogs
and handlers, two physicians and struc-
tural engineers. The team spent 9 days
working 12-hour shifts in intolerable

conditions and under tremendous
strain. They experienced things that
would turn lesser men and women to
despair. Yet these brave individuals
soldiered on without complaint or re-
gard for themselves. In essence, they
got the job done.

We cannot even begin to imagine the
tasks they were asked to perform, but
we can give our humble thanks for
their determination and courage. The
frustration they shared in finding no
one alive and the grief they felt as they
recovered the bodies of many victims
of the terrorist attack—including a
New York City firefighter—are beyond
words. They faced the incredible devas-
tation and unspeakable smell with the
character and composure of real he-
roes.

And we must not forget the families
and friends of the task force members.
They carried the burden of seeing their
loved ones go into a situation that was
not only physically dangerous but also
emotionally unsettling. These families
and friends were also the ones to wel-
come home the team and comfort them
in the aftermath of what was a horrific
and heartbreaking experience.

Lastly, we give thanks to the rescue
dogs who worked so hard and shared
the same dangers and frustrations as
their handlers. I believe a sign at a
U.S. Public Health Service veterinary
clinic serving the rescue dogs during
the New York disaster said it best,
‘‘For man’s best friend, who is fighting
men’s worst enemy. God bless you.’’

The members of Utah Task Force
One reflect all that is great about
America. They are strong; they are
brave; and they are resilient. I take ex-
ceptional pride in submitting each one
of their names to be recorded in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for posterity.
Mr. President, here are 62 American
Patriots listed by rank, name, and de-
partment:

Battalion Chief, Stanley, Dennis, Salt
Lake County Fire Department; Battalion
Chief, Stroud, Roger, D., Salt Lake City Fire
Department; Battalion Chief, Johnson, Jeff,
Salt Lake County Fire Department; Assist-
ant Chief, Collins, Scott, Salt Lake County
Fire Department; Captain, Riley, Mike, Salt
Lake County Fire Department; Deputy
Chief, Littleford, Larry B., Salt Lake City
Fire Department; Captain, Lund, Jens, Salt
Lake County Fire Department; Firefighter,
Harp, Michael W., Salt Lake City Fire De-
partment; K–9 Handler, Hackmeister, Nancy,
Rocky Mountain Rescue Dogs; K–9 Handler,
Richards, Dave, Rocky Mountain Rescue
Dogs; K–9 Handler, Flood, Mary, Rocky
Mountain Rescue Dogs; K–9 Handler, Perks,
Dave, Rocky Mountain Rescue Dogs; Fire-
fighter, Case, R. Bryan, Salt Lake County
Fire Department; Captain, Baldwin, J. Clair,
Salt Lake City Fire Department; Captain,
McBride, Scott, Salt Lake County Fire De-
partment; Captain, Ulibarri, Mike, Salt Lake
County Fire Department; Captain, Dixon,
David H., Salt Lake City Fire Department;
Firefighter, Russell, Wade, Salt Lake County
Fire Department; Instructor, Shields, Jon,
Utah Valley State College; Paramedic,
Clark, Jeffrey A., Salt Lake City Fire De-
partment; Paramedic, Tallon, Tevor J., Salt
Lake City Fire Department; Paramedic,
Silverthorne, Robert R., Salt Lake City Fire
Department; Captain, Darger, Brent, Salt
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