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end of their lives prematurely. But by em-
ploying a ‘‘current interrupt’” technique,
which includes turning the charging current
on for a few seconds then off for a few sec-
onds, the degradation of the battery plates is
reduced. The current interrupt technique
also allows the battery to cool between
charges. Batteries charged this way last up
to four times longer than batteries charged
conventionally. Ford Motor Co. is testing
the innovation in a prototype electric vehi-
cle.

In 1997, Keyser wrapped a catalytic con-
verter with a vacuum insulator to keep it
warm longer. The warmer converter reduced
toxic tailpipe emissions 80 percent by elimi-
nating the ‘‘cold start’” problem of waiting
for the catalytic converter to heat up. Auto
parts supplier Benteler Industries is devel-
oping the device.

Keyser said his selection for participation
in the event with so many other innovators
was a tremendous learning experience. ‘It
was a huge honor to be compared with people
like Shawn Fanning, the creator of Napster,
and Bill Nguyen, who sold his company, One
Box, for $850 million because it wasn’t suc-
cessful enough for him,” Keyser said.
“Speaking with the other people there
sparked a lot of ideas and interest in new
fields.”

VOLUNTEER OF THE YEAR AWARD

HON. IKE SKELTON

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, let me take
this means to congratulate and pay tribute to
Robert Langdon of Lexington, Missouri, who
recently was named state Volunteer of the
Year by the Missouri Economic Development
Council. He has distinguished himself, the
Lexington community and the State of Mis-
souri with dedicated service.

Bob Langdon was nominated for this
prestigous award for his work restoring and re-
developing Lexington’s downtown. He helped
bring a theater to the Franklin Avenue site and
helped start the Lexington Pride Organization,
which assists new businesses in opening in
the downtown area. He has also served as
president of the Lexington Area Chamber of
Commerce and he and his wife, Margie, are
active proponents of the proposed 4 Life Cen-
ter.

Mr. Speaker, Bob Langdon has been dedi-
cated to making the City of Lexington and the
State of Missouri a better place to live. | am
certain that my colleagues will join me in wish-
ing him all the best.

——————

RECOGNIZING THE DISTINGUISHED
SERVICE OF RICHARD L.
GLOTFELTY OF PARALYZED
VETERANS OF AMERICA

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as
Chairman of the House Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, | rise today to recognize Rich-
ard L. Glotfelty, the Associate Executive Direc-
tor for Veterans Benefits of the Paralyzed Vet-
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erans of America (PVA) on his retirement this
month after 23 years of distinguished service
for this national veterans service organization.

Mr. Glotfelty was born and raised in Eighty-
Four, Pennsylvania. He began service with
PVA in 1978 as a National Service Officer in
the Pittsburgh PVA Service Office. He also
served in chapter level positions at the Pitts-
burgh-based Tri-State PVA Chapter.

Following his move to PVA’s National Office
in Washington, D.C. he served in a variety of
senior management positions. In 1990, he was
selected to direct PVA'’s entire veterans bene-
fits operation, the organization’s largest de-
partment. In this capacity, Mr. Glotfelty
oversaw PVA's National Service Officer Pro-
gram designed to provide local and regional
support and assistance to PVA members and
all veterans through 141 full-time staff located
in 54 field offices nationwide.

He was also responsible for the develop-
ment of extensive training programs for PVA's
professional corps of service representatives
in both veterans benefits and medical serv-
ices. These programs allow PVA representa-
tives to provide VA benefits/claims assistance
and to monitor the quality and quantity of
health care services in VA’s Spinal Cord Injury
Centers across the country.

Mr. Speaker, Richard Glotfelty served in the
United States Air Force from 1966 to 1969. A
crew chief on an Air Force C-130 aircraft, he
sustained a spinal cord injury in the line of
duty while conducting air support operations in
Thailand during the Vietnam War.

During the last 23 years, through Mr.
Glotfelty’s service and leadership, PVA's vet-
erans service representatives have assisted
hundreds of thousand of veterans, their de-
pendents and survivors in applying for and re-
ceiving the benefits and medical services they
have earned and deserve. He and Paralyzed
Veterans of America can be rightly proud of
this record of achievement in service to those
who have served in defense of the United
States of America.

————————

PAYING TRIBUTE TO ETHEL
JACKSON

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, | am happy to
pay tribute to the public service career of Ethel
Jackson of Delta, Colorado as she concludes
forty years of service to her fellow Coloradans
as a member of the Delta City Council’'s plan-
ning commission. Ethel's devotion to her
neighbors and her love for Delta serve as a
shining example of the selfless nature that
marks this true ‘public servant’.

Ethel, who is affectionately known as 'Lale’
to her friends, was appointed to the Delta
Planning Commission forty years ago, replac-
ing one of the original members of that body
upon his resignation. While many things have
changed in the intervening decades—not least
of which is the acquisition of a more peaceful
commission meeting location—Ethel has
proved a constant leader in the issues of
growth and planning which have challenged
the Delta area.

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to bring to the
attention of this body of Congress a woman
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whose love for her community, and whose
willingness to sacrifice in its service, is an in-
spiration to those who have called Delta, Colo-
rado “home.” As a public servant, Ethel Jack-
son’s time as a member of the Planning Com-
mission has been an inspirational example to
those of us who serve our nation in elective
office—her commitment and longevity are sim-
ply astonishing. It is with gratitude for her time
of service to Delta that | recognize Ethel’'s on-
going devotion to the people and community
she loves.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. BENJAMIN A. GILMAN

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, On Monday,
June 17th, | was unable, due to Congressional
duties in New York, to vote on Roll call Num-
ber’'s 230, 231, and 232. If | had been present
| would have voted “aye” on all three Roll call
votes. | ask unanimous consent to have my
statement placed in the RECORD at the appro-
priate point.

———

INTRODUCTION OF THE “PARTIAL-
BIRTH ABORTION BAN ACT OF
2002

HON. STEVE CHABOT

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, today, on behalf
of a bi-partisan coalition, | have introduced the
“Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2002.”

Partial-birth abortion is the termination of the
life of a living baby just seconds before it
takes its first breath outside the womb. The
procedure is violent. It is gruesome. It is infan-
ticide.

The “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2002”
would ban this dangerous procedure in which
a physician delivers an unborn child’s body
until only the head remains inside the womb,
punctures the back of the child’s skull with a
sharp instrument, and sucks the child’s brains
out before completing delivery of the dead in-
fant. The great majority of these abortions are
performed on unborn infants from the 20th to
the 26th week of pregnancy and more often
than not on the healthy babies of healthy
mothers. The “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban of
2002” is similar to the previous bans on par-
tial-birth abortion approved by the House in
that an abortionist who violates the ban will be
subject to fines or a maximum of two years
imprisonment, or both; a civil cause of action
is established for damages against an abor-
tionist who violates the ban; and a doctor can-
not be prosecuted under the ban if the abor-
tion was necessary to save the life of a moth-
er.

A moral, medical, and ethical consensus ex-
ists that the practice of performing a partial-
birth abortion is a gruesome and inhumane
procedure that is never medically necessary
and should be prohibited. Rather than being
an abortion procedure that is embraced by the
medical community, particularly among physi-
cians who routinely perform other abortion
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procedures, partial-birth abortion remains a
disfavored procedure that is not only unneces-
sary to preserve the health of the mother, but
in fact poses serious risks to the long-term
health of women and in some circumstances,
their lives. It is also a medical fact that the un-
born infants aborted in this manner are alive
until the end of the procedure and fully experi-
ence the pain associated with the procedure.
As a result, at least 27 states banned the pro-
cedure, as did the United States Congress
which voted to ban the procedure during the
104th, 105th, and 106th Congresses. Unfortu-
nately, the two federal bans that reached
President Clinton’'s desk were promptly ve-
toed. Although the House of Representatives
overrode both Presidential vetoes, the Senate
failed to do so.

Then, two years ago in Stenberg v. Carhart,
the United States Supreme Court struck down
Nebraska’s partial-birth abortion ban as an
“undue burden” on women seeking abortions
because it failed to include an exception for
partial-birth abortions deemed necessary to
preserve the “health” of the mother. Thus the
Court essentially rendered null and void the
reasoned factual findings and policy deter-
minations of at least 27 state legislatures that
this gruesome, inhumane, and dangerous pro-
cedure should be banned.

The Stenberg Court based its conclusion
“that significant medical authority supports the
proposition that in some circumstances, [par-
tial birth abortion] would be the safest proce-
dure” on the trial court’s factual findings re-
garding the relative health and safety benefits
of partial-birth abortions—findings which were
highly disputed. Yet, because of the highly
deferential “clearly erroneous” standard of ap-
pellate review applied to lower court factual
findings, the Stenberg Court was required to
accept these questionable trial court findings.

Those factual findings are inconsistent with
the overwhelming weight of authority regarding
the safety and medical necessity of the partial-
birth abortion procedure—including evidence
received during extensive legislative hearings
during the 104th and 105th Congresses—
which indicates that a partial-birth abortion is
never medically necessary to preserve the
health of a woman, poses serious risks to a
woman'’s health, and lies outside the standard
of medical care. In fact, a prominent medical
association has concluded that partial-birth
abortion is “not an accepted medical practice,”
and that it has “never been subject to even a
minimal amount of the normal medical practice
development.” Thus, there exists substantial
record evidence upon which Congress may
conclude that the “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban
Act of 2002” should not contain a so-called
“health” exception, because to do so would
place the health of the very women the excep-
tion seeks to serve in jeopardy by allowing a
medically unproven and dangerous procedure
to go unregulated.

Although the Supreme Court in Stenberg
was obligated to accept the district court's
findings regarding the relative health and safe-
ty benefits of a partial-birth abortion due to the
applicable standard of appellate review, Con-
gress possesses an independent constitutional
authority upon which it may reach findings of
fact that contradict those of the trial court.
Under well-settled Supreme Court jurispru-
dence, these congressional findings will be en-
titted to great deference by the federal judici-
ary in ruling on the constitutionality of a par-
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tial-birth abortion ban. Thus, the first section of
the “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2002”
contains Congress’s factual findings that,
based upon extensive medical evidence com-
piled during congressional hearings, a partial-
birth abortion is never necessary to preserve
the health of a woman.

The “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2002”
does not question the Supreme Court's au-
thority to interpret Roe v. Wade and Planned
Parenthood v. Casey. Rather, it challenges the
factual conclusion that a partial-birth abortion
may, in some circumstances, be the safest
abortion procedure for some women. The
“Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2002"” also
responds to the Stenberg Court’'s second hold-
ing, that Nebraska’s law placed an undue bur-
den on women seeking abortions because its
definition of a “partial-birth abortion” could be
construed to ban not only partial-birth abor-
tions (also known as “D & X" abortions), but
also the most common second trimester abor-
tion procedure, dilation and evacuation or “D
& E.” The “Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of
2002” includes a new definition of a partial-
birth abortion that clearly and precisely con-
fines the prohibited procedure to a D & X
abortion.

Despite overwhelming support from the pub-
lic, past efforts to ban partial-birth abortion
were blocked by President Clinton. Now, we
have a President who is equally committed to
the sanctity of life, a President who has prom-
ised to stand with Congress in its efforts to
ban this barbaric and dangerous procedure. It
is time for Congress to end the national trag-
edy of partial-birth abortion and protect the
lives of these helpless, defenseless, little ba-
bies.

———
CONDEMNATION OF THE USE OF
TERROR AGAINST INNOCENT

ISRAELI CIVILIANS
HON. JOE KNOLLENBERG

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to express my condolences to the fami-
lies of the 20 victims in yesterday’s bus bomb-
ing in Israel, and to add my voice to the calls
of condemnation against the continued use of
terror as a weapon against innocent Israeli ci-
vilians. Horribly, yesterday’s attack again in-
cluded the targeting of children, from high
school students to 10-year-olds.

On September 11, 2001, Americans faced
the horror of terrorism in a way we never
faced it before. Now, we live in fear knowing
terrorist networks throughout the world are ac-
tively seeking to attack our country again to
kill Americans. In order to protect America,
and our allies, we launched the global war on
terrorism. The use of terror as a weapon must
be opposed and fought against, in the Middle
East, in Asia, in South America, and through-
out the world. As the leader in the war on ter-
rorism, we cannot afford to falter.

However, in the Middle East, Israel is a vic-
tim of terrorist attacks every week. Sadly, yes-
terday’s attack was only the latest in a con-
tinual effort by Palestinian terrorists to Kkill
Israeli civilians, including children. The intent
of these attacks is clear: to instill fear and ter-
ror within the Israeli people. Now every deci-
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sion an Israeli makes—whether to go to a res-
taurant, whether to go to school, or whether to
get on a bus—can be a life or death choice.
In response, Israel, like America, has taken
action to defend itself.

The United States is the world’s defender of
democracy and freedom. And Israel is the only
democracy in a part of the world that has
known no other democracy. Together we
stand for the principle of freedom and the right
to live in peace without the threat of terrorist
attack. And we stand together in the fight
against terrorism. America has asked the
world to join us in the fight against terrorism.
Israel is on the front lines. We must continue
to support Israel, financially, diplomatically,
and by whatever means are necessary.

Throughout my career in Congress I've
been a supporter of the peace process and
strengthening the relationships with our allies
in the Middle East. For the last eight years I've
been a member of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Foreign Operations. In my posi-
tion on the Committee I've strongly advocated
for military and economic assistance to Israel,
our principal ally in the region, to help keep it
strong and prevent an attack by its neighbors.
I've also supported funding for Egypt and Jor-
dan, which is a direct result of peace agree-
ments these countries have signed with Israel.
And I've supported humanitarian assistance to
the people of Lebanon, the West Bank, and
Gaza, through non-govemmental organiza-
tions, to help bring greater stability to those
areas.

But no amount of funding can bring what is
now necessary for progress in the Middle
East: an end to Palestinian terrorism. No na-
tion can negotiate with terrorists and no ter-
rorist can be rewarded.

Despite the commitments Yasser Arafat has
made to fight against terror, his actions have
not met his words. Time and time again he’s
passed up opportunities, betraying the people
he’s supposed to lead. Arafat is either unwill-
ing or incapable of bringing and end to ter-
rorist attacks against Israel.

Mr. Speaker, | support a two-state solution
to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and | support
greater dignity for the Palestinian people. But
I do not support the creation of a state that ei-
ther supports or enables the use of terror as
a weapon. Before the United States recog-
nizes the creation of a Palestinian state, we
must have the assurance that the leader of
that state will do everything in their power to
consistently, unambiguously, and effectively
fight against terrorism. Without that assurance,
we may only be increasing the likelihood of
more horrific attacks like the one yesterday in
Israel.

PAYING TRIBUTE TO BILL
DUNHAM

HON. SCOTT McINNIS

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 19, 2002

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a pro-
found sense of gratitude that | pay tribute to
Bill Dunham as he concludes his service to
the people of Meeker, Colorado after six years
as their mayor. Bill's devotion to his neighbors
and love for the town in which he was born
has served as a shining example of the self-
less nature that is indicative of a true public
servant.
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