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notable awards and accomplishments. She
was named an award recipient as a National
Young Investigator from 1994 to 1999 and
was presented the Hardy Award in 1997 for
exceptional promise of success in materials
science. In 2000 she was honored with the
Coble Award in recognition of outstanding re-
search in ceramic science and in 2001 was
presented with the J. Wagner Award for sig-
nificant contributions towards the under-
standing of high-temperature, ion-conducting
materials.

One of her greatest contributions to our
community is the research which she is under-
taking and the doctoral, masters, and senior
theses students which she is guiding along
this journey. Dr. Haile’s time and efforts are
certainly appreciated not only by the science
community but also by the sixteen students
which she mentors and guides so well.

I ask all Members of Congress to join me
today in honoring an outstanding and extraor-
dinary woman of California’s 27th Congres-
sional District, Dr. Sossina Haile. The entire
community joins me in thanking Sossina for
her continued efforts to make the 27th Con-
gressional District a place of academic excel-
lence and continued research success.
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HOMELAND SECURITY ISSUES

HON. ADAM H. PUTNAM
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, in order to
maintain our position in the world economy
America’s border security must be highly effi-
cient, posing little or no obstacle to legitimate
trade and travel. Yet, America’s borders—
land, air or sea—are our first line of defense
in the war on terrorism. Our budget makes a
bold step toward establishing the border of the
future. It begins the process of integrating ac-
tive measures abroad to screen goods and
people, inspections at the border, and meas-
ures within the United States to ensure com-
pliance with entry and import permits. Federal
border control agencies are provided more re-
sources to establish a seamless information-
sharing system that allows for coordinated
communication with the broader law enforce-
ment and intelligence gathering communities.
Funding the use of advanced technology to
track the movement of cargo and the entry
and exit of individuals is essential to the task
of managing the movement of hundreds of
millions of individuals, conveyances, and vehi-
cles.

Customs: The 2003 Budget increases the
inspection budget of the Customs Services by
$619 million, for a total of $2.3 billion. This ad-
ditional funding increases the ability of the
Customs Service to fulfill its critical border se-
curity role. Specifically, the additional re-
sources in the 2003 Budget will allow the Cus-
toms Service to achieve two key objectives:
Acquisition of Additional Personnel and New
Technology.

Coast Guard: The 2003 Budget increases
funding for the Coast Guard’s homeland secu-
rity-related missions (protecting ports and
coastal areas, as well as interdiction activities)
by $282 million, to an overall level of $2.9 bil-
lion. After September 11, the Coast Guard’s
port security mission grew from approximately

1–2 percent of daily operations to between
50–60 percent today. However, we must rec-
ognize that the Coast Guard’s other important
missions, such as suppressing illegal immigra-
tion, drug interdiction and search and rescue
remain vital to our constituents and coastal
communities.

INS: We have also included sense of the
House language that the $380 million in Func-
tion 750 will be used by the Immigration and
Naturalization Service to implement a visa
tracking system.

SUPPORTING FIRST RESPONDERS

America’s first line of defense in any ter-
rorist attack are our ‘‘first responders’’—local
police, firefighters, and emergency medical
professionals. Properly trained and equipped
first responders have the greatest potential to
save lives and limit casualties after a terrorist
attack. The FY 2003 Budget directs $37.7 bil-
lion to homeland security, up from $19.5 billion
in 2002.

As a first step in our commitment to improv-
ing ‘‘consequence management’’ we passed
H.R. 3448, the Public Health Security and Bio-
terrorism Response Act of 2001. H.R. 3448 is
intended to better prepare America for bio-ter-
rorist threats or other public health emer-
gencies by improving America’s ability to re-
spond effectively and quickly to such threats.
This sweeping legislation will cover everything
from public health preparedness and improve-
ments, to enhancing controls on deadly bio-
logical agents, to protecting our food, drug and
drinking water supplies. Our Budget proposes
to spend $3.5 billion on enhancing the home-
land security response capabilities of Amer-
ica’s first responders—a greater than 10-fold
increase in Federal resources to ensure that
the people on the frontline of our defense
have the training, equipment and technology
necessary to protect them and protect our
homeland.

DEFENDING AGAINST BIOLOGICAL TERRORISM

One of the most important missions we
have as a Nation is to be prepared for the
threat of biological terrorism—the deliberate
use of disease as a weapon. An effective bio-
defense will require a long-term strategy and
significant new investment in the U.S. health
care system to defend against attacks on our
population and economic attacks against our
agricultural infrastructure. The President’s
Budget for 2003 devotes $2.4 billion to jump-
starting the research and development proc-
ess needed to provide America with the med-
ical tools needed to support an effective re-
sponse to bio-terrorism.

This new funding will focus on: (1) Infra-
structure. Strengthen the State and local
health systems, including by enhancing med-
ical communications and disease surveillance
capabilities, to maximize their contribution to
the overall bio-defense of the Nation. (2) Re-
sponse. Improve specialized Federal capabili-
ties to respond in coordination with State and
local governments, and private capabilities in
the event of a bioterrorist incident and build up
the National Pharmaceutical Stockpile. (3)
Science. Meet the medical needs of our bio-
terrorism response plans by developing spe-
cific new vaccines, medicines, and diagnostic
tests through an aggressive research and de-
velopment program. (4) Agriculture. I intro-
duced HR 3198 because I believe threats of
agricultural bioterrorism should receive the
same level of priority as other terrorist threats.
The FY 2003 budget makes important steps in

this direction by calling for $74.4 billion in
spending, an increase of $11 billion over the
FY 2002 budget, and $6 billion above actual
budget outlays in FY 2001. Significant funding
increases in the agriculture budget that relate
to homeland security and the protection of ag-
riculture are a $48 million increase for animal
health monitoring, a $19 million increase in the
Agricultural Quarantine Inspection (AQI) pro-
gram for improved point-of-entry inspection
programs and a $12 million increase for pro-
grams to expand diagnostic, response, man-
agement and other technical services within
the Animal Plant Health Inspection Services
(APHIS).

NON-PROLIFERATION OF WEAPONS OF MASS
DESTRUCTION

Nuclear weapons technology is now almost
70 years old, chemical and biological weapons
technology is almost 100 years old. Nuclear
weapons, and other weapons of mass de-
struction, are no longer the exclusive province
of the major powers of the First World. Since
the Soviet Union became a nuclear power in
1949 five countries have established signifi-
cant arsenals of nuclear weapons; China,
France, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the
United States. India, Pakistan, Israel, and pos-
sibly North Korea are also reported to have
nuclear weapons.

With the break up of the Soviet Union, nu-
clear weapons materials and production equip-
ment may be available on the international
black-market or may be transferred from one
state to another. Additional countries may
therefore be able to develop nuclear weapons
if they are able to obtain fissile material. Even
terrorist groups may acquire and use radio-
logical weapons that use a conventional explo-
sive to disperse deadly radioactive material,
evidence of such intentions has reportedly
been found in Afghanistan.

Our Budget recognizes the importance of
non-proliferation to our Homeland Security ef-
fort. The resolution accommodates the Presi-
dent’s request for $1.12 billion for Defense
Nuclear Nonproliferation in fiscal year 2003, a
39 percent increase over pre-September 11th
funding: including International Nuclear Mate-
rials Protection, (increased 67 percent, to
$233 million) Nonproliferation Research and
Development, (increased 38 percent to $284
million) and Fissile Materials Disposition, (ac-
commodates the President’s funding request
of $350 million, a 40-percent increase above
the previous year).

While much of our past focus has been on
the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons we
must recognize that other weapons of mass
destruction, such as chemical and biological
weapons, also pose a very real and present
threat. Earlier this week, President Bush ar-
ticulated his administration’s doctrine for deal-
ing with this threat, ‘‘Men with no respect for
life must never be allowed to control the ulti-
mate instruments of death. Against such an
enemy, there is no immunity, and there can be
no neutrality.’’ Our Budget provides the Presi-
dent with the resources he needs to continue
our non-proliferation efforts and, if necessary,
confront any nation posing a threat with chem-
ical, biological or nuclear weapons.
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO DALE

SHERFEY

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
take this opportunity to recognize an out-
standing individual from Penrose, Colorado.
Over the years, Dale Sherfey has distin-
guished himself as a businessman, a commu-
nity leader, and a vital participant in maintain-
ing civic responsibilities throughout the region.
Dale’s achievements are impressive, and it is
my honor to recognize several of those ac-
complishments today. Dale is a generous soul
whose good deeds and actions certainly de-
serve the recognition he has recently received.

Dale is the owner and operator of a local
feed store in Penrose, a successful business
he has run for many years. He has carried on
a long tradition of quality guidance and service
to his many clients in the area, resulting in an
operation dedicated to remaining true to high
standards of honesty and integrity. His suc-
cess in the industry has led to several honors
including a recent tribute presented by the
Colorado House of Representatives.

Throughout his success, Dale and wife
Kathy, have remained active in their commu-
nity. They have actively volunteered their time
and energies to many local community organi-
zations and Dale is frequently seen about the
area lecturing to 4–H groups and farmers.

Mr. Speaker, Dale Sherfey’s achievements
have also recently been rewarded by his com-
munity through the Penrose Chamber. The
chamber named Dale the Penrose Chamber
Distinguished Citizen of the Year, an award
given to an outstanding and well deserving in-
dividual who has selflessly given of them-
selves to directly benefit their community. It is
now my honor to congratulate Dale on his
most recent and well-deserved award from
this organization by bringing his good deeds to
the attention of this body of Congress, and
this nation. Dale, you have been a model cit-
izen for Penrose and Colorado and I extend
my thanks for your efforts. Keep up the good
work and good luck to you and your wife
Kathy in your future endeavors.
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CELEBRATING AS AFGHAN GIRLS
RETURN TO SCHOOL

HON. HILDA L. SOLIS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to cel-
ebrate the end of a five-year ban on girls at-
tending school in Afghanistan.

On Saturday, for the first time since the op-
pressive Taliban regime usurped control of Af-
ghanistan, young women will finally be able to
return to the process of learning without fear
of punishment, violence or even death.

It is fitting that we celebrate this new begin-
ning today—March 21st, New Year’s Day in
Afghanistan—for today is truly a new day for
this desert nation in central Asia.

Today, home schools that were deemed ille-
gal under Taliban rule are moving out from be-
neath the cloak of secrecy and into the light of
legitimacy.

Today, girls who once shared a few out-
dated books and a handful of pens and note-
books now have access to some of the 40,000
stationary kits, 10,000 School-in-a-Box kits,
7.8 million, textbooks and 18,000 chalkboards
provided by the UNICEF Back-to-School Cam-
paign.

Today, women and girls who once hid their
instruments of learning under their shawls as
they cautiously made their way home after a
lesson can now carry books through the
streets without fear.

Prior to the civil war that propelled the
Taliban to power, women in Afghanistan, and
especially the capital of Kabul, were highly
educated and employed.

Seventy percent of school teachers, 50 per-
cent of civilian government workers and 40
percent of doctors in Kabul were women.

And at Kabul University, females comprised
half of the student body and 60 percent of the
faculty.

In fact, the Afghani Constitution, which was
ratified in 1964, had an equal rights provision
for women contained within it.

It is clear that in order for women in Afghan-
istan to regain a position of equality, quality
education programs must be made available
to the girls in Afghanistan.

I commend UNICEF and the Interim Afghan
Government for the Back-to-School effort and
look forward to seeing more than 1.5 million
children on the school-house steps on Satur-
day.
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NO—TO REVIVING MILITARY
CONSCRIPTION

HON. RON PAUL
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 20, 2002

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to introduce
legislation expressing the sense of Congress
that the United States government should not
revive military conscription. Supporters of con-
scription have taken advantage of the events
of September 11 to renew efforts to reinstate
the military draft. However, reviving the draft
may actually weaken America’s military. Fur-
thermore, a military draft violates the very prin-
ciples of individual liberty this country was
founded upon. It is no exaggeration to state
that military conscription is better suited for a
totalitarian government, such as the recently
dethroned Taliban regime, than a free society.

Since military conscription ended over 30
years ago, voluntary armed services have suc-
cessfully fulfilled the military needs of the
United States. The recent success of the mili-
tary campaign in Afghanistan once again dem-
onstrates the ability of the volunteer military to
respond to threats to the lives, liberty, and
property of the people of the United States.

A draft weakens the military by introducing
tensions and rivalries between those who vol-
unteer for military service and those who have
been conscripted. This undermines the cohe-
siveness of military units, which is a vital ele-
ment of military effectiveness. Conscripts are
also unlikely to choose the military as a ca-
reer; thus, a draft will do little to address prob-
lems with retention. With today’s high-tech
military, retention is the most important per-
sonnel issue and it seems counter-productive
to adopt any policy that will not address this
important issue.

If conscription helps promote an effective
military, then why did General Vladisova
Putilin, Chief of the Russian General Staff,
react to plans to end the military draft in Rus-
sia, by saying ‘‘This is the great dream of all
servicemen, when our army will become com-
pletely professional . . .?’’

Instead of reinstating a military draft, Con-
gress should make military service attractive
by finally living up to its responsibility to pro-
vide good benefits and pay to members of the
Armed Forces and our nation’s veterans. It is
an outrage that American military personnel
and veterans are given a lower priority in the
federal budget than spending to benefit politi-
cally powerful special interests. Until this is
changed, we will never have a military which
reflects our nation’s highest ideals.

Mr. Speaker, the most important reason to
oppose reinstatement of a military draft is that
conscription violates the very principles upon
which this country was founded. The basic
premise underlying conscription is that the in-
dividual belongs to the state, individual rights
are granted by the state, and therefore politi-
cians can abridge individual rights at will. In
contrast, the philosophy which inspired Amer-
ica’s founders, expressed in the Declaration of
Independence, is that individuals possess nat-
ural, God-given rights which cannot be
abridged by the government. Forcing people
into military service against their will thus di-
rectly contradicts the philosophy of the Found-
ing Fathers. A military draft also appears to
contradict the constitutional prohibition of in-
voluntary servitude.

During the War of 1812, Daniel Webster
eloquently made the case that a military draft
was unconstitutional: ‘‘Where is it written in
the Constitution, in what article or section is it
contained that you may take children from
their parents, and parents from their children,
and compel them to fight the battles of any
war, in which the folly or the wickedness of
Government may engage it? Under what con-
cealment has this power lain hidden, which
now for the first time comes forth, with a tre-
mendous and baleful aspect, to trample down
and destroy the dearest rights of personal lib-
erty? Sir, I almost disdain to go to quotations
and references to prove that such an abomi-
nable doctrine had no foundation in the Con-
stitution of the country. It is enough to know
that the instrument was intended as the basis
of a free government, and that the power con-
tended for is incompatible with any notion of
personal liberty. An attempt to maintain this
doctrine upon the provisions of the Constitu-
tion is an exercise of perverse ingenuity to ex-
tract slavery from the substance of a free gov-
ernment. It is an attempt to show, by proof
and argument, that we ourselves are subjects
of despotism, and that we have a right to
chains and bondage, firmly secured to us and
our children, by the provisions of our govern-
ment.’’

Another eloquent opponent of the draft was
former President Ronald Reagan who in a
1979 column on conscription said: ‘‘. . . it
rests on the assumption that your kids belong
to the state. If we buy that assumption then it
is for the state—not for parents, the commu-
nity, the religious institutions or teachers—to
decide who shall have what values and who
shall do what work, when, where and how in
our society. That assumption isn’t a new one.
The Nazis thought it was a great idea.’’

President Reagan and Daniel Webster are
not the only prominent Americans to oppose
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