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meeting, they are advised to monitor the 
proceedings through the Committee’s audio 
webcast and to have staff present at the 
meeting. 

The Chair believes that this policy will re-
sult in the fair application of the rule, the 
protection of Members’ rights to offer 
amendments, and an improvement in the ef-
ficiency of Committee meetings. 

If any member has a question regarding 
the application of this policy, they may ei-
ther contact the Chair, or the Committee’s 
Policy Director, Mr. Phil Eskeland, at exten-
sion 5–5821.

f 

ALL POLITICS ARE INEXTRICABLY 
INTERWOVEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. OWENS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, most of us 
returning to our districts have had an 
inordinate amount of inquiries and 
complaints, I am sure, from constitu-
ents about local developments and 
problems. Local hardships are the first 
things on the minds of my constitu-
ents, and I am sure many of my col-
leagues have experienced the same 
problem. 

People are concerned about the budg-
et cuts at the city and State level, they 
are concerned about layoffs of people, 
they are concerned about the fact that 
there are property tax increases as a 
result of trying to make up for short-
falls in the budget of a State or of a 
city. So local hardships are on folks’ 
minds. 

I try to get them to understand that, 
okay, let us talk about it. You have 
your city councilman, you have your 
State officials. I certainly am con-
cerned about the local hardships also. 
But I think it is important for them to 
understand that it is all interwoven. 
All politics inextricably are inter-
woven, and what is happening down 
here in Washington has an impact on 
what is happening at the local level, 
and the sooner we understand that, the 
better. 

What we do in Washington generates 
a lot of local hardships and suffering. 
National and international blunders 
create pain and suffering in our neigh-
borhoods. That is where the troops 
come from. That is where the soldiers 
who are on the frontline come from. 
They come out of our neighborhoods, 
and those blunders and things that we 
do, like the war in Iraq, which I con-
sider a blunder, and the fact that the 
combat was successful has not made 
me a believer that that war was nec-
essary. It is a blunder. Every life that 
was lost was lost unnecessarily, in my 
opinion. It will suck vitally-needed re-
sources from the war against ter-
rorism. We are in for a much more seri-
ous situation developing in Iraq, which 
I will talk about later. 

The poor will bear the burden of the 
war in Iraq. They will bear the burden. 
They have already borne the burden of 

the combat. A study by the New York 
Times showed that the people who are 
the soldiers in our military forces now 
are folks from the neighborhood. Mem-
bers of working families make up more 
than 90 percent of the forces. 

We are proud of them. When there is 
a war that is really necessary, we are 
proud of the fact that they are there to 
fight the war. We do not want their 
lives to be lost unnecessarily. We do 
not want them to find themselves sit-
ting in Iraq for the next 5 years. We do 
not want the terrible conditions to be 
foisted upon those who happen to be 
there, and there is no rotation out be-
cause we do not have troops to replace 
them with. 

There are a number of problems 
which place the burden of the war on 
Iraq on the backs of the poor. Those 
are my constituents, and those of 
many of my colleagues. We want them 
to understand we are concerned and are 
working to relieve those burdens here 
in Washington. 

There is a scenario shaping up for 
bloody guerilla warfare in Iraq. I am 
not a military expert, I am not on the 
committee, but I think there is some 
sophomoric knowledge, some examples 
of immediate history, not too far in the 
past, Vietnam, Chechnya, the Russian 
occupation of Afghanistan, the suicide 
bombers in Israel. There are a number 
of items there which should lead us to 
understand that we are in for serious 
trouble as things are developing in 
Iraq, and, if we do not do something 
quickly in Iraq more decisively, we are 
going to have many more unnecessary 
lives lost, we are going to have to 
spend a tremendous amount of re-
sources. Dollars that ought to be going 
to make up these budget gaps in the 
cities and the States, those dollars will 
be going to fight a guerilla war in Iraq. 

There is a way out of this. I was not 
for the war, but I certainly would like 
to see a successful occupation. We are 
there now, and we should pull out all 
stops and make certain we bring jus-
tice to the ordinary people of Iraq. 
That is the way to avoid guerrilla war-
fare. 

Guerrilla warfare will never succeed 
unless it has a base in the population 
which is going to help hide it and nur-
ture it and make it difficult for an oc-
cupying force to deal with. We did not 
have guerilla warfare to any great ex-
tent in Germany after the Second 
World War. We did not have it to a 
great extent in Japan. Yes, there was 
some guerilla warfare, and it is not 
talked about much, some holdouts, et 
cetera, but their efforts were quickly 
undercut by the way the population of 
Germany and Japan was treated by the 
occupying forces. 

The same thing is true here, and we 
are in the process of failing in our 
slowness in responding to the needs of 
the general population in Iraq. 

There is a formula for success, and I 
would like to see that formula carried 
out, because I do not want more of my 
constituents stuck in Iraq as an occu-

pying power. It destroys their mental 
capacity after being there under such 
tremendous strain for a long time. The 
weather is 140 degrees. All kinds of 
things are taking place that impact on 
a human being, and I do not want a sit-
uation where we are stuck there with 
the poorest of the poor in the Armed 
Services having to carry out unneces-
sary duties. 

Let us go now into a situation which 
will correct the situation properly and 
lead us to a point where we can declare 
success in Iraq and leave. 

The Marshall Plan model is there, 
the Marshall Plan model we used in 
Europe. Why was it possible to over-
come all the difficulties in Europe? 
Why did the Soviet Union, who at that 
time was given an opportunity to par-
ticipate in the Marshall Plan, why did 
they refuse? It was because they knew 
that the general population would ben-
efit in a way which would undercut 
their communist schemes and their 
own schemes for world domination, and 
they did not want the population to be 
satisfied in any way, a part of a part-
nership for progress and a partnership 
which took care of meeting the needs 
of ordinary people.

So the Marshall Plan model to spend 
money, to use our resources, our tech-
nical know-how, to improve the state 
of the lives of the people there, is very 
much necessary. We could rebuild the 
infrastructure of Iraq in one year. It 
may cost a great deal, but it will cost 
far less to go in to rebuild the infra-
structure of the water systems and the 
electricity systems than it will cost us 
if the population becomes alienated 
and supportive of guerilla warfare. We 
have what it takes to do it. 

I will come back and talk about the 
formula for success in the occupation 
of Iraq in greater detail. 

There is a formula for success to re-
lieve the suffering and the hardships in 
our States and our cities also, but it is 
all interwoven with the kinds of re-
sources we put into places like Iraq. We 
do not have the money. We voted to ap-
propriate $79 billion for the war in Iraq 
and related matters, and there is no 
money to deal with the problem of eco-
nomic recession here at home. So we 
have to stop the blunders internation-
ally in order to be able to deal with our 
problems closer to home. 

All politics are inextricably inter-
woven. We must understand that clear-
ly ourselves, and we should also make 
sure that our constituents understand. 

In New York, I hear repeatedly com-
plaints about, Congressman, why do 
you not do something about the fact 
that we just got an 18 percent property 
tax increase, an 18 percent property tax 
increase? On top of that, there is a 
ticket blitz. The cops are being encour-
aged to write tickets for everything. 
You drop a gum wrapper on the side-
walk, a candy wrapper, and they rush 
to write a ticket because they need the 
money. The citizens become the vic-
tims of the government to raise rev-
enue. 
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Some of that is happening right here 

in Washington, D.C. also and some 
other big cities. The citizens are the 
targets for the people who are gov-
erning them in order to raise more rev-
enue. 

It is not funny at all. I had a lady 
come into my office crying because she 
was in an intersection and happened to 
be caught in the intersection when the 
light changed, and the policeman 
pulled her over and gave her a ticket 
for a moving violation. Under normal 
circumstances, that would not happen. 

Layoffs are taking place in New York 
City and New York State, certainly 
New York City. People who get laid off 
are the last hired, so they get laid off, 
and inevitably they are the poorest 
people. 

They laid off 1,200 paraprofessionals 
in the schools, the people who are in 
the classrooms with the teachers and 
who help to monitor the hallways and 
the lunchrooms. They are the people 
living in the neighborhood, they are 
the people that know the families, they 
are the people that know the children 
best. How are we going forward in our 
education reform and education im-
provement if we are going to take away 
that vital part as a result of budget 
cuts? 

Budget cuts are reversing the 
progress that we were making in edu-
cation reform. ‘‘No Child Left Behind’’ 
is just an empty slogan now because of 
the fact that the Federal Government 
is not following through on its prom-
ises. 

Even worse, what we had going at the 
State and local level is being cut. You 
cannot talk about improving education 
if the budget cuts force you to lay off 
teachers. Therefore, the ratio of chil-
dren to each teacher in the classroom 
inevitably gets higher. 

One of the clear principles of reform 
that we have established is in the lower 
grades, you need fewer children per 
teacher. That reform goes out the win-
dow because of the fact you have no 
money to hire teachers, quality teach-
ers. 

There is an acceptance of teachers 
who are not certified and hiring teach-
ers who are substitute teachers, be-
cause in many cases they are cheaper. 
The budget can take them, but it can-
not pay for quality teachers. Quality 
teachers in some instances are being 
encouraged to retire because they are 
at the end of the scale in terms of sal-
ary payments and they drain more of 
the budget. Never mind the fact they 
are the ones who know how to teach 
the children, that they must mentor 
new teachers coming in, they are the 
ones that hold the system together. 
No, let us get them out, because we 
want to lower the cost of personnel. 

So, these local hardships and cut-
backs and raids on education progress 
doom any forward motion. We can for-
get about it. 

Then promises, of course, are being 
broken for education here in Wash-
ington. 

Local level problems are, in some 
ways, insoluble in terms of the financ-
ing. At the local level, the State level, 
there are constitutions, State constitu-
tions, city charters, which say you can-
not spend more money than you antici-
pate taking in, in revenue. They are 
bound by that and must operate within 
that stricture. 

The Federal Government does not 
have to operate within that stricture. 
In fact, several speakers today, and one 
in particular tonight, pointed out the 
fact we are borrowing money on a 
wholesale basis. We may be borrowing 
about $1 trillion over the next few 
months. We are not bound by the rev-
enue coming in. We are borrowing 
money, we are using Social Security 
funds. 

The things that are important to the 
powers, the majority powers in Wash-
ington, the Republican majority, the 
things that are important to them are 
being funded. They are funding the tax 
cut, they are funding the war in Iraq, 
they are funding farm subsidies, which 
are far too high and unjust, they are 
funding the things that are important, 
and education happens to be one of the 
things not important enough.

b 1900 

I suppose most of our colleagues are 
like me. They were anticipating that if 
we follow the usual pattern, the Health 
and Human Services markup would be 
taking place after we come back from 
the July 4th recess and, in some cases, 
it would be one of the last of the mark-
ups. But to my surprise and shock, I 
have received information which states 
that we had the markup today, that 
the Health and Human Services mark-
up has taken place, and it is over, and 
the education portion of the budget has 
been gutted in terms of promises made 
that are not being kept. There has been 
a broken promise in terms of overall 
education funding. 

The majority party Republicans 
loudly proclaimed that they would pro-
vide a $3 billion increase from the pre-
vious year, over the previous year for 
the Department of Education. That $3 
billion was cut down to $2.3 billion, or 
a 4.3 percent increase in education, 
which is the smallest dollar increase in 
5 years and the smallest percentage in-
crease of money for education in 8 
years. 

Let us just stop for a moment and 
think about the fact that education 
started way behind as a Federal ex-
penditure, and over the last 8 years we 
have had steady increases, as the 
American people have made it quite 
clear to all of us. In every district I 
think it has been made clear by the 
constituents that they want the Fed-
eral Government to do more for edu-
cation, even when ideologically, the 
majority of Republicans, the Repub-
lican majority did not care for the De-
partment of Education and they tried 
to dismantle it, and they had to re-
treat. Not only did they retreat on the 
effort to dismantle the Department of 

Education, but they began to appro-
priate large amounts of funds for edu-
cation in response to their own con-
stituency. Everybody sees the com-
monsense wisdom of more support for 
education. 

To go back to the war in Iraq for a 
moment, since the President declared 
victory in Iraq, we have lost more than 
50 lives. I think 14 of those lives have 
been lost as a result of hostile activi-
ties, but the others have been lost as a 
result of accidents. What are acci-
dents? Why are accidents killing so 
many of our soldiers? What is the prob-
lem? The problem is, I think, that we 
have a high-tech operation with re-
spect to our military, and too few of 
our soldiers really know how to oper-
ate all of the equipment and the weap-
onry that we have. Helicopters in par-
ticular need to be investigated because 
a large number of accidents happen 
there. But just the rapid movement of 
vehicles and collisions on the ground 
seem to be a major problem. So edu-
cation in our military to produce a bet-
ter-equipped military is as important 
as education anywhere else. 

Returning to our education appro-
priations process, the No Child Left Be-
hind Act, which had great fanfare when 
the President signed it, he promised 
America’s school would now be on a 
path of reform and a new path of re-
sults. Our schools now would have 
greater resources to meet those goals. 
That is what the President promised. 
He stated that we have accountability 
from all 50 States now. But the prob-
lem is, where are the resources? This 
bill provides, the markup today pro-
vides an increase of only $381 million, 
or 1.6 percent over the current funding 
level for the No Child Left Behind Act. 
That is a freeze in real terms. We can 
provide $1 trillion in tax cuts but, at 
the same time, this bill does not even 
come close to meeting the funding lev-
els authorizing the No Child Left Be-
hind Act, which would require another 
$8 billion in fiscal year 2004. 

In the case of special education, we 
have made promises and have a $1.2 bil-
lion shortfall. I think it is important 
for all of our colleagues to wake up to 
the fact that this is on the table right 
now, it has been done, decided in the 
markup in the Committee on Appro-
priations responsible for Health and 
Human Services; and we should move 
now if we are going to have any effec-
tive counterattack before this appro-
priations bill hits the floor. 

Title I funding, we have a shortfall 
there. We are $334 million short, since 
it provides only a $666 million increase 
requested by the President instead of 
the overall amount originally con-
templated. College education, the in-
crease there is another broken promise. 

In the agencies under the Health and 
Human Services appropriation sub-
committee, the Institutes of Health 
have received a great decrease after 
having 15 percent annual increases over 
the last 5 years. We recognize the need 
to deal with the use of science, the best 
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science in the world to come to grips 
with the more rapid-reaching of ways 
to contain diseases and to provide 
cures for the incurable items that are 
still on the agenda, but that 15 percent 
increase has now been cut to a mere 2.5 
percent increase. 

The health care safety net is not 
taken care of. Bioterrorism, a concern 
that the Department of Homeland Se-
curity has talked about quite a bit; 
bioterrorism preparedness under the 
Republican bill received $94 million 
less than they received this year. 

The Department of Health and 
Human Services asked for $100 million 
to get the Nation better prepared for 
an influenza pandemic, and the bill 
provides only half of that amount. 

The nursing shortage is not dealt 
with properly and, of course, when it 
comes to unemployment insurance to 
deal with the most important factor in 
our recession, a the fact that people 
have no money to spend, that is under-
funded too. 

Low-income heating assistance was 
greatly cut also. Promises have been 
broken. Why? Because when it comes 
to the domestic budget, we plead bank-
ruptcy. We do not have the money. We 
have enough money in the domestic 
budget, of course, to provide the big-
gest tax cuts in history. We have 
enough money in the overall budget to 
provide a $79 billion special allocation 
for the war in Iraq and related matters. 
What we want to do, really, we can find 
the money for. 

So the local hardships and the imme-
diate problems faced by education are 
not unrelated to our blunders at a na-
tional and international level. The tax 
cut is a national blunder. It is a great 
economic disaster that we are going to 
suffer for, not only nationally, but it is 
going to create pain and suffering in 
our neighborhoods. 

The war in Iraq is a blunder because 
it will suck a large number of vitally 
needed resources. Human life is sacred, 
and every human life lost in the war in 
Iraq is the first problem that I have, 
the first problem that anybody who be-
lieves in the sacredness of human life 
has. Soldiers have to die; military ac-
tivities are necessary. But only when 
they are necessary should they be con-
ducted, only when they are necessary. 
Only when they are necessary should 
we place the life of a soldier at risk. 
Only when it is necessary should sol-
diers have to die. 

I am not a pacifist. I was in favor of 
immediately going to stop the Taliban 
in Afghanistan and to extract from 
them al Qaeda and Osama bin Laden. 
They were immediate enemies. They 
made no effort to hide the fact that 
they were there in Afghanistan. So it is 
not a pacifist sentiment that drives 
me; it is a reverence for human life 
that only when it is necessary, as it 
was in that case, and as military ac-
tion is in many other cases, should it 
happen. 

Was it necessary to lose lives in Iraq? 
And we have lost relatively few, and we 

like to boast about that; but there will 
be more lives lost, I assure my col-
leagues, in Iraq. And it is not nec-
essary. 

A lot of focus has been turned in the 
direction of the weapons of mass de-
struction. Weapons of mass destruction 
are thoroughly being analyzed, and the 
case for that, whether they exist or 
whether we deliberately oversold the 
existence of weapons of mass destruc-
tion or not, all that is being very well 
aired in the press. I think in many 
cases the media got in bed with the 
war; and ‘‘embeddedness’’ had really a 
double meaning. The media that got in 
bed with the war and praised it and 
covered up certain kinds of things are 
feeling guilty now, and they are going 
to extremes to examine the whole ques-
tion of weapons of mass destruction. 
When did we know what we know, who 
exaggerated, how incompetent is our 
military intelligence? Was it the in-
competence of our military intel-
ligence, or was it the White House in-
sisting that the facts be twisted? 

I am confident that we are going to 
come out with some real answers there, 
but we are focusing so much on that, 
we are losing sight of the fact that 
there is a situation developing in Iraq 
which is dangerous and will engulf us 
in a war that is going to take a lot 
more lives, a lot more resources. 

The war in Iraq already has pinned 
down, we say 150,000, of our troops; but 
we never give the correct figure. I am 
sure we have at least 200,000 there al-
ready, but we are going to need more. 
We cannot occupy a country of 24 mil-
lion people with 150,000 or 200,000 troops 
if that population is hostile. We are 
making that population more hostile 
because, of course, we are zeroing in 
now on the neighboring nation of Iran. 

Why is activity in Iran going to im-
pact on what happens in Iraq? Because 
the majority of the people in Iraq are 
Shiite Muslims. Shiite Muslims are the 
predominant group in Iran. And one of 
the alliances that we expected to form 
was, with our liberating troops, was 
the Shiite population that had been ex-
ploited, oppressed under Saddam Hus-
sein, because Saddam Hussein is Sunni. 
The Sunnis had oppressed the Shiites. 
Well, the Shiites, we say, did welcome 
us in places where there were large 
Shiite populations. We had the least 
amount of trouble in the heated com-
bat and even now in the occupation. 

But if we are going to go into a situa-
tion now where a great deal of pressure 
is being brought on Iran, and it may be 
necessary, Iran may be the real prob-
lem, and we should not be in Iraq; if we 
are looking for nuclear weapons, it 
may be that Iran is far closer to build-
ing a nuclear weapon, buying parts 
maybe from North Korea than is ac-
ceptable. But the Shiite population in 
Iraq will not be an ally. So we are 
going to have to worry about the gue-
rilla warfare problem even more if we 
lose the loyalty and the support of the 
Shiites. 

We are neglecting some other things, 
as I said before, while we pour our re-

sources and our troops into Iraq. We 
are neglecting Pakistan. I have said 
many times that I know a little bit 
more about Pakistan than I do most of 
the Muslim nations because I have a 
Pakistan population in my congres-
sional district. They are major allies of 
the United States. They were in the 
Cold War; they were in the war against 
the Soviets in Afghanistan. Pakistan 
has always been with the U.S. 

But in my opinion, we have always 
given Pakistan very second-class, shab-
by treatment. The amount of aid pres-
ently going to Pakistan from the 
United States is less than $500 million 
at this point. Yet Pakistan is a major 
ally of ours. Pakistan, its government, 
put itself on the line from the very be-
ginning in the war against terrorism. 
They allowed our troops in, they have 
cooperated in many ways, but we still 
are neglecting Pakistan. We are so pre-
occupied with focusing on Iraq that we 
are ignoring a major ally. 

What is the danger of this? The dan-
ger is that Pakistan’s government is on 
our side, but Pakistan is still a Muslim 
nation. Pakistan is still the home of 
the Taliban. The Taliban were created 
in the religious schools of Pakistan be-
fore they marched into Afghanistan 
and united to take over that country. 
This is not a great secret. One does not 
need the CIA to tell us this; it is well-
known. So the pressure on the Paki-
stan Government is enormous, and 
there were parts of the Pakistan mili-
tary that helped to train the Taliban, 
the parts of the Pakistan military that 
is very sympathetic to al Qaeda and 
the final situation is Pakistan already 
has nuclear weapons.

b 1915 
Pakistan has nuclear weapons, and 

we know that. Everybody knows that. 
They are right there, available. If al 
Qaeda, the Taliban, the forces inside 
Pakistan were to pull a coup and take 
over the government of Pakistan, I 
think we would be forced to react mili-
tarily immediately. We would be forced 
into a situation which is very dan-
gerous for a long, long time to come, 
with the bomb in the hands of terror-
ists for sure. No speculation. 

So why are we so reluctant to maxi-
mize our resources in Pakistan? If ever 
there was a nation that deserved to 
have a massive Marshall Plan model, it 
is Pakistan. We should go in to help 
the economy of Pakistan, to help the 
education structure of Pakistan. We 
should see that expenditure as being 
far more worthwhile and productive in 
the fight against terrorism than many 
of the expenditures we are making in 
Iraq. In Iraq, the poor will bear the 
burden of the war. As I said before, peo-
ple from my district, the working fami-
lies, produce the soldiers. 

The winds of war are blowing and we 
are ignoring them. We do not seem to 
talk very much about the fact that 
guerilla warfare is a possibility, be-
cause every day there are more inci-
dents taking place of attacks on Amer-
ican soldiers in Iraq. More incidents 
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take place every day. We have decided 
to have some counteroperations, to 
sweep through certain areas and in-
timidate certain folks, and even round 
up certain operatives who probably are 
getting ready to launch guerilla war-
fare, if they are not already involved. 

All of that is necessary, but I do not 
see any overall plan that says, look, we 
do not want to have guerilla warfare 
break out in Iraq; we do not want a 
guerilla warfare situation. And the 
worst element in a guerilla warfare sit-
uation is a population that is friendly 
to the guerrillas; the population that 
hates the liberators. That plan is not 
there. The understanding is not there. 

I think that it is not required that 
you have a great deal of military expe-
rience in order to understand what is 
going on. A group of sophomores 
huddled around a table at lunch time 
could see the unfolding of the situa-
tion, it seems to me, and understand 
where it is going. A group of sopho-
mores could say, look at the situation 
that took place in Afghanistan, when 
the Soviets tried to occupy Afghani-
stan. They won the comeback, then 
they tried to occupy the territory, and 
their losses were so great until they fi-
nally just gave up and pulled out be-
cause the guerilla warfare was unbear-
able. 

Now, I mentioned to an expert 2 
weeks ago, I said, do we not have to 
worry about the escalating guerilla ac-
tivities? These incidents that are spon-
taneous right now, but they are prob-
ing and they are experimenting and 
they are finding out certain kinds of 
weaknesses. Do we not have to worry 
about something like a Tet offensive 
that took place in Vietnam in the City 
of Saigon? 

For those of you too long to remem-
ber the Vietnam War, the war in Viet-
nam was declared a success and was 
moving along at a jolly pace when sud-
denly there was a big offensive 
launched by the Viet Cong. The Viet 
Cong are a guerilla operation, of 
course. And this primarily took place 
in the City of Saigon. From the de-
struction that was wrought on the day 
of the Tet offensive, from that day on, 
we know now that our military under-
stood that the war was lost. They 
would not give up. They would not 
admit certain things. But that Tet of-
fensive of guerilla warfare sort of sent 
the signal of how powerful the forces 
were. 

I raised that issue with this expert at 
a meeting a couple of weeks ago and he 
said to me, well, the Vietnamese had 
jungles to hide in. The Iraqis do not 
have any jungles. It is wide open 
desert. So we do not have to worry 
about that kind of guerilla warfare. I 
did not press the point, but the Tet of-
fensive took place mostly in the City of 
Saigon. In the city. And it is in the 
city, in urban warfare, where our high-
tech weaponry and equipment has the 
least advantage. We are at a great dis-
advantage with high-tech warfare in 
urban warfare, in house-to-house war-

fare. You are so close to the enemy 
that blockbuster bombs do not do you 
any good because they will kill you as 
well as the enemy. 

We are in a situation where the 
enemy knows the terrain better than 
we do. We are in a situation where the 
enemy will have the support of the 
local population, unless we take steps 
to end that. So we ought to fear and we 
ought to be very worried about a mas-
sive, bloody war, a guerilla war, devel-
oping in the next 6 months in Iraq. And 
when that develops, great amounts of 
human lives are going to be lost. And 
to restore and get back to where we 
should be is going to be very costly. We 
ought to look at it now and look for so-
lutions now. 

I believe in peace because I think 
human life is sacred, but I take off my 
hat and I salute our men and women in 
our Armed Forces. I think every sol-
dier is a hero. I take exception to some 
people who would make these grada-
tions and degrees. This veteran did not 
see combat, therefore he does not de-
serve the same benefits as the guy who 
saw combat. This veteran did not even 
go overseas or this veteran went over-
seas but he spent all his time behind 
the lines, he was in a unit that buried 
soldiers. 

Anybody who puts on a uniform is a 
hero, because once you put the uniform 
on and you take the oath, your life 
does not belong to you. You go where 
you are sent. And it is only by the 
grace of God or by accident or what-
ever that you do not end up in a place 
where your life is more at risk than an-
other. Nobody chooses where they go 
once they become a soldier. So every 
soldier, every person in the military 
ought to be saluted as a hero from the 
time they put the uniform on. 

Let us not degrade them by saying, 
you did not see enough combat, or 
some guys saw a whole year of combat 
so they deserve more benefits than the 
guy who saw one week of combat. Ev-
erybody is a hero and ought to be 
treated that way. Certainly the people 
who see combat deserve to be treated 
as heroes. 

I like the model established by the 
Vietnam Memorial Wall. For the first 
time, the Vietnam Memorial Wall 
made us look at every soldier who got 
killed as a hero. Their names are on 
the wall. I think that is a great monu-
ment, one of the greatest war monu-
ments ever created, and I think it is a 
peace monument. Because when you 
have to look at human beings individ-
ually, then you know the horror of war. 
I have gone to that wall with people 
looking for their relatives or friends. I 
went with my young brother, who not 
so long ago was a sergeant major in the 
Army, 20-some years. I went with him 
to look for a friend of his that he went 
to high school with. And I saw the 
tears in his eyes when he found the 
friend’s name on the wall. Just a 
friend. 

Think of all the mothers and the fa-
thers and the relatives who go to that 

wall and cry over lost loved ones, 58,000 
now. But I think it is a monument that 
lets us know that war is hell, war is 
horrible, and not a single life should be 
put at risk and lost unnecessarily. 

They used to have tombs of unknown 
soldiers. They still have them. All over 
the world you will find these tombs of 
unknown soldiers. Well, I hope that 
there will be no new tombs of unknown 
soldiers. Soldiers should be known. The 
names of all the soldiers who died 
should be known. All the soldiers who 
put on a uniform and were available to 
die should be known.

All human life is sacred, and until we 
recognize how sacred it is, we will not 
have the national policies or inter-
national policies which are worthy of 
the people who make up the Nation. 
The people who make up the Armed 
Forces, as I said before, 90 percent are 
from working families. Everybody 
should realize the importance of work-
ing families to America. If you did not 
realize it before, realize it now. It 
should have an impact on our policies. 

We should look at the minimum wage 
that is $5.15 an hour for the last 3 or 4 
years. Working families are not given 
an opportunity to earn a decent living. 
We should look at OSHA, at health and 
safety requirements in the workplace. 
There are a number of programs for 
poor children that we should look at. 

We have been struggling this week in 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce with Head Start. Head Start 
is a successful program. They have not 
been able to malign Head Start or dis-
credit Head Start. Despite the great 
success of Head Start, there are people 
who still only want to nickel and dime 
Head Start. They do not want to raise 
the amount of money we appropriate 
for Head Start so that Head Start can 
hire decent teachers and keep them. 

One of the biggest problems with 
Head Start is they cannot keep any 
teachers. Because the teachers are paid 
so poorly, they are always moving on 
to some other school or education 
arena. So we get only new teachers in 
Head Start, teachers who cannot teach 
anywhere else. Same thing is true in 
poor schools. 

We have had two bills in the last 10 
days in the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce where we have tried 
to raise the amount of forgiveness on 
student loans so that people who teach 
in poor areas would have their loans 
forgiven if they teach for 5 years. We 
tried to raise the amount of loan for-
giveness for Head Start teachers. We 
tried to have some Federal incentive 
and this would show that we have 
placed our priorities in the right place. 
But we lost. The only budging that we 
got, the only movement we got from 
the majority of Republicans was a for-
giveness of the loans for math and 
science teachers, which is a victory 
still, but not nearly enough. 

Math and science teachers have their 
loans forgiven if they teach for a 5-year 
period, up to $17,500. That is in the bill 
that will be coming to the floor, and we 
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would like to make another try to ex-
pand that so that at the very bottom in 
early childhood and Head Start so that 
we also try to encourage teachers with 
that kind of incentive. We do not have 
the money. Those are poor children. 
They need a good start in life. We for-
get that they are going to become the 
soldiers who go off to fight the wars. 
They are going to become the heroes 
whose names are listed on another 
Vietnam Memorial Wall, or whatever 
the next wall will be. I hope in the fu-
ture, all our heroes are honored in a 
similar fashion; that somewhere their 
names are known. 

We have a scenario for a bloody war-
fare about to happen in Iraq. We ought 
to take a hard look at it. I am con-
cerned because I do not want the mem-
bers of my district telling me that I did 
not do what is necessary, all that I 
could do to protect their relatives, 
their children who are over there. 
Many went in the National Guard not 
expecting ever to see combat. National 
Guard units have been called. Many are 
in the regular service because they 
wanted to be all that they could be and 
come out and get an education using 
the benefits promised by the services, 
which is great for a young person who 
has reached a dead end, who cannot af-
ford to go to college, who cannot afford 
to pay tuition. 

There are many motivations. But 
once they are in the situation, they 
certainly should be treated like the he-
roes that they are. 

We had a rotation system in Viet-
nam. It was not passed by Congress, it 
was a matter of common sense which 
was finally figured out by the military 
in Vietnam so that the system did not 
leave anybody in combat for more than 
a year. In the last 2 years of the Viet-
nam War, you did a year and you were 
out. There was a rotation. There is no 
such rotation that has been established 
in Iraq. So we have 140 degree tempera-
tures over there. No beds for them to 
sleep in. 

My colleague, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), 
went to visit, and she talked about the 
horrible situation that both men and 
women have to live in in Iraq. Those 
soldiers. And the most terrible thing is 
that once you have a hostile popu-
lation, every time you step out on the 
street, you do not know when a sniper 
is going to be shooting at you or you 
will confront a group of people you do 
not know is friendly or might be a sui-
cide bomber. 

Can you imagine how nerve-wracking 
that is, and how many nervous basket 
cases we have if people have to stay 
there and have no idea when they are 
going to be leaving because we have no 
rotation system? Why do we not have a 
rotation system? Because the adminis-
tration is blundering again. They are 
determined not to admit we need more 
forces there.

b 1930 
We need more troops there. We need 

more troops, period. We may have to go 

into a draft to get those troops. That is 
the last thing that the powers that be 
in Washington want to admit, that we 
are in a war now requiring large 
amounts of personnel, and they may 
have to draft people. It is better to 
admit it sooner and have less deaths 
than to wait until later and be forced 
into it. 

We have scenarios, as I said before. 
We know what happened in Vietnam. 
The Tet Offensive showed us how effec-
tive guerrilla warfare can be in the 
city, not just the jungle. And the Rus-
sian attempt to occupy Afghanistan is 
another obvious example of what guer-
rilla warfare is like and how difficult it 
is to handle it. 

Right now Chechnya, a relatively 
small province in Russia, will not be 
subdued. Hatred can reach a level, fa-
naticism can reach a level which 
makes it almost impossible to get back 
to peace. And the suicide bombers in 
Israel are another example of a level 
where it is difficult to get back to es-
tablishing peace. 

But what it says in those situations, 
great harm can be done and we are 
placing our personnel at great risk. We 
need to do whatever is necessary to es-
tablish some new security. 

First, the formula for success in the 
occupation of Iraq has to begin with 
the establishment of proper security. 
Proper security means if more troops 
are needed, we need to establish proper 
security. Before we can do anything 
else, we need to block the escalation 
toward guerrilla warfare with the sup-
port of the population. Do I sound like 
a war monger? No. I was against the 
war in Iraq. I want to save lives. I do 
not want one blunder to lead to the 
loss of more lives than the original 
blunder took. 

I would like to see us have more 
troops in Iraq to secure it. Once we se-
cure it, let us institute a Marshall 
Plan. What is the element of the Mar-
shall Plan that is the most important? 
Let us give people electricity. Let us 
give the populous water. They had elec-
tricity and water before; they do not 
have it now. Is it so difficult to get 
electricity and water? If the soldiers 
and the local population cannot do it, 
we should form a corps of plumbers and 
electricians. We may need to pay them 
double for leaving their families and 
traveling across the ocean and going 
into an area that is not secure, but pay 
them whatever is necessary. In less 
than a year, we could reestablish all of 
the electricity that existed before with 
a corps of plumbers and electricians. 

It is not a great undoable task. It re-
quires money. Spend the money that 
way instead of spending it fighting 
guerrilla warfare that is going to be 
endless. It is a slow period for the sheet 
metal workers; let them form a corps. 
Let us let the iron workers, the people 
who tore down the wreckage at the 
World Trade Center, let them go, orga-
nize them, and do what has to be done 
to restore the infrastructure in Iraq 
and win the hearts and minds of the ci-

vilian population. Let the workers go 
to the aid of their fellow workers. We 
have the soldiers over there; let the 
working families send the additional 
heroes to restore electricity and re-
store water and other systems. 

The problem is the way this adminis-
tration operates, they would spend a 
lot of time figuring who is going to get 
the contract, who is going to profit 
from it, how much knowledge can you 
get from your contributors, and a lot of 
other things that come into play. We 
need to do this and do it fast. 

I remember that the earthquake in 
Oakland devastated a part of Oakland; 
and if the freeway and a number of 
things had been left that way for a 
year, it would have wrecked the econ-
omy of that area of California. We ap-
propriated first $6 billion and later $8 
billion, and they marshaled all of the 
technology, engineering skills, and in 
less than a year, the damage from that 
earthquake was restored and its impact 
on the economy was nil. It can be done. 
We do not need to have somebody come 
down from heaven and wave a magic 
wand. It is American know-how. Let us 
spend it up front to bring justice to 
Iraq instead of spending it in a bottom-
less pit, guerrilla warfare. 

Finally, alleviating hardships here in 
the States does not require heavenly 
intervention. I want to call Members’ 
attention to an article that appeared in 
The New York Times, Tuesday, June 
10, issue which is very revealing. I find 
it very inspiring. It is about a col-
league of ours, Bob Riley, before he ran 
for governor in Alabama. As a Repub-
lican Congressman, he had a nearly 
perfect record of opposing any legisla-
tion supported by liberal Americans for 
democratic action, or anything else 
that was considered liberal. 

Why am I going to talk about Bob 
Riley? Because I think to relieve the 
hardships in our cities and States, to 
stop the budget cuts, to stop the cuts 
in education which force us to increase 
the size of classrooms, to stop the cuts 
which force us to push the best teach-
ers into retirement, to stop all this, we 
need to marshal our revenue in a dif-
ferent way and change our priorities, 
and in order to do that you need a po-
litical base. 

One of the big problems with taxes 
and tax policies in America is that 
only the majority party, the Repub-
lican Party, has ever really showed 
great concern about tax policy. I mean, 
the kind of concern that it merits. I 
think the Democratic Party deserves 
to be chastised for not really thor-
oughly exploring what the meaning of 
tax policy is in the context of Amer-
ican politics. 

Bob Riley, forced in a situation 
where Alabama is starved for revenue, 
and he is now the governor, put aside 
any right wing ideology and has come 
out with common sense that we all 
should take a hard look at. Governor 
Riley has stunned many of his conserv-
ative supporters and enraged the 
State’s powerful farm and lumber lob-
bies by pushing a tax reform plan 
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through the Alabama legislature that 
shifts a significant amount of the 
State’s tax burden from the poor to 
wealthy individuals and corporations. 
And Governor Riley has framed the 
issue in starkly moral terms arguing 
that the current Alabama tax system 
violates biblical teachings because 
Christians are prohibited from oppress-
ing the poor. That is Governor Bob 
Riley who used to sit here in this 
Chamber on the other side. I salute 
Governor Bob Riley. 

If Governor Riley’s tax plan becomes 
law, and it has to be ratified in Sep-
tember by the voters, it will be a major 
victory for the poor people of Alabama 
if it becomes law. But win or lose, Ala-
bama’s tax reform crusade is posing a 
pointed question to the Christian Coa-
lition, focus on the family and other 
groups that seek to import Christian 
values into national policy. The ques-
tion has been asked, if Jesus were ac-
tive in politics today, would he be lob-
bying for the poor? This is from a New 
York Times article of Tuesday, June 
10. 

Alabama’s tax system has long been 
brutally weighted against the less for-
tunate. The State income tax kicks in 
for families that earn as little as $4,600. 
Even Mississippi does not tax income 
until it is over $19,000. Alabama also re-
lies heavily on sales tax which runs as 
high as 11 percent, and their sales tax 
applies to groceries and infant formula 
as well as everything else. 

The upshot is wildly regressive Ala-
bamians with incomes under $13,000 
pay 10.9 percent of their incomes in 
State and local taxes while those who 
made over $229,000 pay just 4.1 percent.

b 1945 

I would like to read that again: 
Alabamians with incomes under 

$13,000 pay 10.9 percent of their incomes 
in State and local taxes, while those 
who make over $229,000 per year pay 
just 4.1 percent. 

A main reason Alabama’s poor pay so 
much is that large timber companies 
and megafarms pay so little. The State 
allows big landowners to value their 
land using ‘‘current use’’ rules, which 
significantly low-ball its worth. 

Governor Riley’s plan, which would 
bring in $1.2 billion in additional des-
perately needed revenue, takes aim at 
these inequalities. It would raise the 
income threshold at which families of 
four start paying taxes to more than 
$17,000. Instead of having to pay taxes, 
those who make $4,600, you would not 
have to pay State taxes until you get 
to $17,000. It would scrap the Federal 
income tax deduction and increase ex-
emptions for dependent children. And 
it would sharply roll back the current-
use exemption, a change that could 
cost companies in the timber industry 
a great deal of money. 

Alabamians are used to hearing their 
politicians make religious arguments, 
and Governor Riley thinks he can con-
vince the voters that Christian the-
ology calls for a fairer tax system. 

Let us understand what is happening 
here. This Governor—he must be some 
kind of genius—has gotten this tax 
package through the legislature al-
ready, but in Alabama you have to rat-
ify it. The ratification will take place 
in September, which means that the 
poor people of Alabama will have a 
chance to vote to support what this 
Governor is doing or not. In terms of 
votes, they certainly outnumber the 
rich. It is something to watch. 

Governor Riley thinks he can con-
vince the voters that Christian the-
ology calls for a fairer tax system. 

I repeat: Governor Riley thinks that 
he can convince the voters that Chris-
tian theology calls for a fairer tax sys-
tem. 

Quoting Governor Riley, ‘‘I’ve spent 
a lot of time studying the New Testa-
ment and it has three philosophies: 
Love God, love each other, and take 
care of the least among you,’’ he said. 
‘‘I don’t think anyone can justify put-
ting an income tax on someone who 
makes $4,600 a year.’’

Religious groups could provide the 
margin of victory in September. Susan 
Pace Hamill, a University of Alabama 
tax professor with a theological degree 
from an evangelical divinity school, 
caused a stir recently with a law re-
view article called ‘‘An Argument for 
Tax Reform Based on Judeo-Christian 
Ethics’’ which makes an evangelical 
case for making the tax system fairer. 
She plans to train speakers this sum-
mer to take the theological argument 
to the grassroots. Kimble Forrister, 
the State coordinator of Alabama 
Arise, a coalition that advocates for 
poor people, expects the 100 church 
groups that are part of his organization 
to hold church-basement workshops 
this summer to get the word out to 
their congregations. 

Many theologians argue that it is far 
easier to find support in the Bible for 
policies that help the poor than for any 
cut in the dividend taxes. If Governor 
Riley’s crusade succeeds this summer, 
Alabama may offer the Nation a model 
for a new kind of tax system, one 
where the devil is not in the details. 

End of quote from the New York 
Times article. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit 
the New York Times article of Tues-
day, June 10, entitled ‘‘What Would 
Jesus Do? Sock it to Alabama’s Cor-
porate Landowners’’ for the RECORD in 
its entirety.

[From the New York Times, June 10, 2003] 
WHAT WOULD JESUS DO? SOCK IT TO 
ALABAMA’S CORPORATE LANDOWNERS 

(By Adam Cohen) 
MONTGOMERY, AL.—If the religious right 

had called up Central Casting last year to fill 
the part of governor, it could hardly have 
done better than the teetotaling, Bible-
quoting businessman from rural central Ala-
bama who now heads up the state. As a Re-
publican congressman, Bob Riley had a near-
ly perfect record of opposing any legislation 
supported by the liberal Americans for 
Democratic Action. 

But Governor Riley has stunned many of 
his conservative supporters, and enraged the 

state’s powerful farm and timber lobbies, by 
pushing a tax reform plan through the Ala-
bama Legislature that shifts a significant 
amount of the state’s tax burden from the 
poor to wealthy individuals and corpora-
tions. And he has framed the issue in starkly 
moral terms, arguing that the current Ala-
bama tax system violates biblical teachings 
because Christians are prohibited from op-
pressing the poor. 

If Governor Riley’s tax plan becomes law—
the voters still need to ratify it in Sep-
tember—it will be a major victory for poor 
people, a rare thing in the current political 
climate. But win or lose, Alabama’s tax-re-
form crusade is posing a pointed question to 
the Christian Coalition, Focus on the Family 
and other groups that seek to import Chris-
tian values into national policy: If Jesus 
were active in politics today, wouldn’t he be 
lobbying for the poor? 

Alabama’s tax system has long been bru-
tally weighted against the least fortunate. 
The state income tax kicks in for families 
that earn as little as $4,600, when even Mis-
sissippi starts at over $19,000. Alabama also 
relies heavily on its sales tax, which runs as 
high as 11 percent and applies even to gro-
ceries and infant formula. The upshot is 
wildly regressive: Alabamians with incomes 
under $13,000 pay 10.9 percent of their in-
comes in state and local taxes, while those 
who make over $229,000 pay just 4.1 percent. 

A main reason Alabama’s poor pay so 
much is that large timber companies and 
megafarms pay so little. The state allows big 
landowners to value their land using ‘‘cur-
rent use’’ rules, which significantly low-ball 
its worth. Individuals are allowed to fully de-
duct the federal income taxes they pay from 
their state taxes, something few states 
allow, a boon for those in the top brackets.

Governor Riley’s plan, which would bring 
in $1.2 billion in desperately needed revenue, 
takes aim at these inequalities. It would 
raise the income threshold at which families 
of four start paying taxes to more than 
$17,000. It would scrap the federal income tax 
deduction and increase exemptions for de-
pendent children. And it would sharply roll 
back the current-use exemption, a change 
that could cost companies like Weyerhaeuser 
and Boise Cascade, which own hundreds of 
thousands of acres, millions in taxes. Gov-
ernor Riley says that money is too tight to 
lift the sales tax on groceries this time, but 
that he intends to work for that later. 

Church and state are not as separate in 
Alabama as they are in most places. (The 
chief justice of the Alabama Supreme Court 
was in federal court last week defending his 
decision to install a 2.5-ton rendering of the 
Ten Commandments in the state’s main judi-
cial building.) Alabamians are used to hear-
ing their politicians make religious argu-
ments, and Governor Riley thinks he can 
convince the voters that Christian theology 
calls for a fairer tax system. ‘‘I’ve spent a lot 
of time studying the New Testament, and it 
has three philosophies: love God, love each 
other, and take care of the least among 
you,’’ he said. ‘‘I don’t think anyone can jus-
tify putting an income tax on someone who 
makes $4,600 a year.’’

The state’s progressive voters, including 
many in the sizable African-American com-
munity, have backed tax-law changes like 
these for years. And reform-minded business 
leaders, who see such tax changes and im-
proved schools as crucial to the state’s eco-
nomic development, have promised to spend 
millions of dollars on television ads in sup-
port of the September referendum. 

But religious groups could provide the 
margin of victory. Susan Pace Hamill, a Uni-
versity of Alabama tax professor with a 
theological degree from an evangelical divin-
ity school, caused a stir with a law review 
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article called ‘‘An Argument for Tax Reform 
Based on Judeo-Christian Ethics,’’ which 
makes an evangelical case for making the 
tax system fairer. She plans to train speak-
ers this summer to take the theological ar-
gument to the grass roots. Kimble Forrister, 
the state coordinator of Alabama Arise, a co-
alition that advocates for poor people, ex-
pects the 100 church groups that are part of 
his organization to hold church-basement 
workshops this summer to get the word out 
to their congregations. 

The Christian Coalition of Alabama has 
not yet taken a position on the September 
vote, but it has been speaking out against 
the plan’s tax increases. In an interview yes-
terday, John Giles, the group’s president, 
had trouble pointing to a biblical passage 
that directly supported his opposition to new 
taxes, but he referred to Jesus’ statement 
about rendering unto Caesar what is 
Caesar’s. The key question, he argued, is, 
‘‘How much is Caesar’s?’’

As the Bush administration and the reli-
gious right fight to put theology more 
squarely into public policy discussions, they 
are going to have to be ready for arguments 
like the ones coming out of Alabama. Many 
theologians argue that it is far easier to find 
support in the Bible for policies that help the 
poor than for, say, a cut in the dividend tax. 
If Governor Riley’s crusade succeeds this 
summer, Alabama may offer the nation a 
model for a new kind of tax system: one 
where the Devil is not in the details.

Why have I started my closing re-
marks with that article? Because I 
think if ever there was a formula for 
success in relieving suffering and hard-
ships in the States and cities, it is an 
adoption of a simple Christian ethic 
that those who have the least deserve 
the least amount of taxes and the most 
amount of help from their government. 

I have two pieces of legislation that I 
have introduced: One is called the Do-
mestic Budget Protection Act, H.R. 
1804. I have discussed that previously 
on the floor. That calls for a situation 
which would relieve the pressure on the 
domestic budget by forcing the consid-
eration of all future military actions, 
like the war in Iraq, to be paid for by 
corporations. We once had a surcharge. 
During the war in Vietnam, during 
World War I, World War II, the Korean 
War, we had a surcharge on corporate 
profits to help pay for the war. We 
should go back to that so that the pay-
ment for the war is taken out of the 
budget as a competing factor for do-
mestic programs like education, health 
care, a prescription drug benefit, et 
cetera. 

I have a second bill, H.R. 2335, which 
is called the Emergency Revenue Shar-
ing Act. The money we save should be 
spent in relieving the burdens that the 
cities and the States are now forced to 
deal with during this recession period. 
If we took the $79 billion, or an equiva-
lent amount of the amount that we ap-
propriated for the war in Iraq and re-
lated matters, and sent it to the States 
and the cities, we would end the layoffs 
of school teachers and personnel in the 
schools, we would end the pressure on 
our civil servants, and we would end 
the kind of oppression of our taxpayers 
that has taken place through property 
tax increases and ticket blitzes. 

All politics are inextricably inter-
woven. What happens at the local level 

is inseparable from what happens down 
here. What we do here is inseparable 
from the hardships that are created at 
the local level.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas 
(at the request of Ms. PELOSI) for today 
after 4:30 p.m. on account of official 
business. 

Mr. NADLER (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for June 18 after 1:00 p.m. on 
account of personal reasons. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of official business. 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan (at the re-
quest of Mr. DELAY) for today on ac-
count of official business. 

Mr. TIAHRT (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today after 3:30 p.m. on ac-
count of attending his son’s gradua-
tion.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DAVIS of Illinois) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. BELL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. DELAURO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BORDALLO, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. SMITH of Texas) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
June 26. 

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, June 24. 
Mr. PENCE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MANZULLO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 389. An act to authorize the use of cer-
tain grant funds to establish an information 
clearinghouse that provides information to 
increase public access to defibrillation in 
schools. 

H.R. 519. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to conduct a study of the San 
Gabriel River Watershed, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 788. An act to revise the boundary of 
the Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 
in the States of Utah and Arizona. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title:

S. 703. An act to designate the regional 
headquarters building for the National Park 
Service under construction in Omaha, Ne-
braska, as the ‘‘Carl T. Curtis National Park 
Service Midwest Regional Headquarters 
Building’’.

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, June 
23, 2003, at 12:30 p.m., for morning hour 
debates.

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2748. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Approval and Promulga-
tion of Air Quality Implementation Plans; 
Rhode Island Update to Materials Incor-
porated by Reference [RI-38-6985b; FRL-7493-
4] received June 5, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2749. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; 
Vermont Update to Materials Incorporated 
by Reference [VT-19-122b; FRL-7493-5] re-
ceived June 5, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2750. A letter from the Ambassador, Repub-
lic of Poland, transmitting a letter request-
ing a change in U.S.-Poland immigration 
policies; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2751. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Health and Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
Health Affairs, Departments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Defense, transmitting a letter con-
cerning a joint review of the adequacy of 
processes and existing authorities for the co-
ordination and sharing of health care re-
sources, pursuant to Public Law 107—314, 
section 723; jointly to the Committees on 
Armed Services and Veterans’ Affairs. 

2752. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report regarding the progress made 
in launching the Physician Group Practice 
demonstration, pursuant to Public Law 106—
554, section 412 (114 Stat. 2763A—515); jointly 
to the Committees on Energy and Commerce 
and Ways and Means. 

2753. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
on Environmental Quality, transmitting an 
account of the actions taken by the Adminis-
tration to implement the President’s climate 
change strategy; jointly to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce, Ways and Means, 
Science, International Relations, and Agri-
culture.

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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