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large amounts of Federal money
through grants, appropriations, or stu-
dent loan money. Yet, there is in some
ways a one-sided brainwashing of stu-
dents on many campuses today because
of the lack of true diversity in college
and university faculties.

There is also a lack of true academic
freedom because conservative students
generally feel they cannot express
their true views on papers or in person
without being penalized on their
grades.

Possibly the group most discrimi-
nated against today is conservatives
who wish to teach on college campuses.
They simply are not welcome, to put it
lightly, especially at left-wing colleges
like Berkeley, Oberlin, Antioch, and
many, many others.

I wish our colleges and universities
would make true diversity a major goal
and hire a few token conservatives at
least. 1 wish so many college and uni-
versity faculties were not so intolerant
toward conservatives.

I wish the speakers who are invited
to speak at graduation ceremonies or
major college speaking programs were
not 100 to one or more liberal to left-
wing.

What has spurred these comments,
Mr. Speaker, is an article in the Sep-
tember Atlantic Monthly magazine,
certainly not recognized as any con-
servative-type publication, but this ar-
ticle said, “‘It is striking that the insti-
tutions that talk the most about diver-
sity often practice it the least.

“For example, no group of people
sings the diversity anthem more fre-
quently and fervently than administra-
tors at our elite universities. But elite
universities are amazingly undiverse in
their values, politics and mores. Pro-
fessors, in particular, are drawn from a
rather narrow segment of the popu-
lation.

“A recent study found that roughly
90 percent of those professors in the
arts and sciences who had registered
with the political party had registered
Democratic. Fifty-seven professors at
Brown were found on the voter reg-
istration rolls. Of those 5,4 were Demo-
crats. Of the 42 professors in the
English history, sociology and political
science departments all were Demo-
crats.

“The results at Harvard, Penn State,
Maryland, and the University of Cali-
fornia at Santa Barbara, other univer-
sities that were in the study were simi-
lar to the results at Brown.”

This article continues, ‘“What we are
looking at here is human nature. Peo-
ple want to be around others who are
roughly like themselves. That is called
community. It probably would be psy-
chologically difficult for most Brown
professors to share an office with some-
one who was pro-life, a member of the
National Rifle Association, or an evan-
gelical Christian.

“It is likely that hiring committees
would subtly, even unconsciously,
screen out any such people they en-
countered. Republicans and evangelical
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Christians have sensed that they are
not welcome at places like Brown or
other elite universities so they do not
even consider working there. In fact,
any registered Republican who con-
templates a career in academia these
days is both a hero and a fool.

““So, in a semi-self-selective pattern
brainy people with generally liberal so-
cial mores flow to academia and brainy
people with generally conservative
mores flow elsewhere.

“The dream of diversity is like the
dream of equality. Both are based on
ideas we celebrate even as we under-
mine them daily. On the one hand, the
situation is appalling. It is appalling
that Americans know so little about
one another. It is appalling that many
of us are so narrow-minded that we
cannot tolerate a few people with ideas
significantly different from our own. It
is appalling that evangelical Christians
are practically absent from entire pro-
fessions such as academia, the media,
and filmmaking. It is appalling that
people should be content to cut them-
selves off from everyone unlike them-
selves.” That is, as | said, quoting from
an article in the September issue of the
Atlantic Monthly magazine.

VULNERABILITY IN FUTURE ELECTRICAL
BLACKOUTS

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, the Asso-
ciated Press reported a few days ago
that the fix for the recent blackout in
the Northeast ironically may make us
even more likely to have such black-
outs in the future. The AP story said
the proposed improvements ‘‘are mak-
ing the electricity supply vulnerable to
a different kind of peril: computer vi-
ruses and hackers who could black out
substations, cities, or entire States.”’

Now, | know that everyone is sup-
posed to worship the computer god
today, and | know computers can do
miraculous things that make our lives
better in many ways. But when we de-
cide what to do about the recent black-
outs, surely we should not allow love
for computers to make us even more
vulnerable in the future.

To quote the AP story, it says, “‘In
the past the grid’s old electro-mechan-
ical switches and analog technology
made it more or less impervious to
computer maladies, but now switches
and monitoring gear can be upgraded
and programmed remotely with soft-
ware and that requires a vulnerable
connection to a computer network. If
that network runs on Microsoft Corp.
operating systems, which virus-writers
favor, or connects to the Internet, the
vulnerabilities are increased.”

Also, we should not have an electric power
grid that is nationwide—even though that has
some advantages—because a nationally inte-
grated system also makes us even more vul-
nerable.

It is ridiculous that we have allowed our-
selves to get into a situation where a minor in-
cident in suburban Ohio can black out almost
the whole Northeast, and part of Canada, and
cause 40 to 50 million people to lose their
power.

Bigger is not always better, and smaller,
more independent utilities, with free competi-
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tion, would make our power both more secure
and less expensive.

——
AMERICA FIRST

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, well, the
President has asked the United States
Congress in the name of the American
people to borrow $87 billion to continue
the actions in Iraq and to rebuild the
nation of Irag. That is going to be paid
for by a couple of generations of work-
ing Americans, and there are an awful
lot of questions about the request by
the President.

Now, let us look at some of the de-
tails here: $20.3 billion to rebuild Irag
borrowed by the American people and
sent to lraq, perhaps utilizing some
U.S. contractors such as Halliburton.
Here are some of the things we are
going to pay for: $20 million for execu-
tive job training, a 4-week class at the
cost of $10,000. I have community col-
leges in my district that would provide
that same class for a tiny fraction of
that cost whose budgets are under-
funded because of the cuts in the Fed-
eral Government’s spending on edu-
cation. $10,000 a person for a 4-week
class, send them to my community col-
lege. We can house them and educate
them for a lot less.

Then we have the $100 million for the
witness protection program. What wit-
nesses? Well, the witnesses that might
come forward to tell us something
about the nonexistent weapons of mass
destruction, among other things. That
will be to pay for 100 Iraqgi families at
$1 million each. In the United States of
America when we put people in the wit-
ness protection program, it generally
costs $120,000 per family. So it is going
to cost us roughly eight times more per
family, but | guess that is because of
the high cost of living in Irag, or the
life-style to which they would like to
become accustomed. Again, the Amer-
ican people will borrow this money, or
the President is asking Congress to
borrow it on behalf of the American
people.

It is going to cost $255 per person in
Irag to rebuild the electricity infra-
structure. They said we are not just re-
building the bomb damage; they have
this horribly outdated system, and we
have to rebuild it.

Mr. Speaker, guess who else has a
horribly outdated electricity infra-
structure system? The United States of
America. Did the President notice that
the lights went off in one-third of the
country? Also, we had a big blackout in
the West a few years ago. Our system is
operating on the edge. What is the
President proposing here, $255 will be
borrowed for each Iraqi by the Amer-
ican people, sent to lrag to rebuild
their electricity infrastructure, and
the President is asking for 71 cents on
behalf of every American here in the
United States.
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It will cost $45 million to further im-
prove the already fully functioning
port of Umm Qasr while the President
is proposing zero dollars to dredge
ports in my district and elsewhere in
the United States because he says we
cannot afford it. He is asking to borrow
$45 million and send it to Iraq to fur-
ther improve their ports, but he cannot
find a penny for ports in the Pacific
Northwest and other parts of the
United States.

It is going to cost $150 million for a
national 911 system in Irag. Mr. Speak-
er, is that so they can call the next
time a rogue regime uprises? What does
this have to do with the war? The
American people are going to borrow
$150 million because the President
wants it, send it to Irag to give them a
911 system.

Job centers, 22 centers, $350,000 each.
If we took the $20.3 billion the Presi-
dent wants this Congress to borrow and
spend on behalf of rebuilding the na-
tion of Iraq, if we matched that dollar
per dollar in the United States of
America, if we borrowed $20.3 billion to
rebuild the infrastructure system in
the United States, we could put 1 mil-
lion Americans to work in the very
near future, in addition to investing in
our future, our economic productivity,
our ports, our highways, our water sys-
tems, our electricity grid.

It is one thing to borrow money to
invest in the United States of America;
it is another thing to indebt the next
two generations of Americans to bor-
row money to spend rebuilding Iraq.
Mr. Wolfowitz told us they can pay for
their own reconstruction. | guess that
guy made about a $50 billion mistake
that is going to cost the American tax-
payers, but he is still held in highest
esteem by the Bush administration. He
is still working there. He is still pump-
ing out the same mistakes. How many
more billions will he cost us before the
President demands his resignation.
This is outrageous that the American
people are being asked to borrow this
money. Instead of borrowing money,
investing in infrastructure and putting
a million Americans to work here, he is
proposing more tax cuts. His last tax
cut, the dividend tax cut, returned 5
cents on the dollar to the United
States economy. If it is spent on infra-
structure, we get $7 for every dollar
borrowed.

Mr. Speaker, let us get our priorities
straight: America first.

————
REPEAL DEATH GRATUITY TAX

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, 1 am back on the floor today
to talk about the repeal of the death
gratuity tax on the families who have
given their loved ones to die for free-
dom in America.

Mr. Speaker, behind me are the faces
of just a few of those who have died in
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either Afghanistan or Iraqg. In the year
2001, there were 292 families that re-
ceived a bill from Uncle Sam in the
way of a tax because their loved one
died in uniform fighting for freedom. In
the year 2002, there were 1,007 families
that received a bill from Uncle Sam be-
cause their loved one died in uniform
for freedom.

Already in 2003, it is well over 280
families.

Mr. Speaker, the history on this
issue is that prior to 1991 or 1992, there
was a $3,000 death gratuity that was
given by the government to the fami-
lies whose husband or wife or daughter
or son died in uniform. It could be in
an accident or war situation.

0 1500

The Congress in the early 1990s in-
creased that from $3,000 to $6,000, but
what happened is it did not go through
the proper committee to take the tax
off.

So, Mr. Speaker, | have a bill that is
H.R. 693 to repeal this tax; and in fair-
ness to the committee and to both
sides, it has been supported by both
sides. The committee of jurisdiction,
the Committee on Ways and Means, in-
cluded this language in a larger pack-
age to bring tax relief to the military,
which was fine with me; but the Senate
will not move the Ilegislation. Mr.
Speaker, | think it is absolutely unac-
ceptable, deplorable that we do not
take this tax off the families who are
giving loved ones.

Let me show a photograph of a young
boy whose name is Tyler Jordan. This
was a shot in a national newspaper
that | saw, and | was so touched by it
that | wanted to have a copy of it. Ty-
ler’s father was a gunnery sergeant
named Phillip Jordan. He was killed in
Irag. In the photograph of Tyler, he has
an American flag that was taken off
his father’s coffin under his arms and
he is looking at the father’s coffin.
How tragic that is within itself, but
adding to that tragedy is that next
year his family is going to get a bill
from Uncle Sam, a bill of $6,000, which
is not enough; but we need to take this
tax off so that the families who have
lost loved ones will not be paying a
penalty for giving the loved one who
died for freedom and died for this coun-
try.

This week | received an e-mail from
the father of Sergeant Jacob Frazier,
and | want to read this, Mr. Speaker. It
says, ‘“Thank you for your support of
H.R. 693. Our son, Sergeant Jacob
Frazier, was killed in action on March
29, 2003, in Afghanistan. Upon being
told we would be taxed on a portion of
the $6,000 benefit, 1 was shocked and in-
sulted. My son was not married, but I
am sure that there are numerous
young widows that do not need another
complication in their lives. Our coun-
try should not add to their burden with
additional taxation. Let me know if |
can do anything to help you here in IlI-
linois to get this bill passed.”

Mr. Speaker, I am going to call on
the House leadership, both parties, and
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ask the House leadership to please be-
fore we leave in November bring up
H.R. 693, stand-alone bill. I have got
many supporters from the Democratic
side and the Republican side. Bring it
to the floor, and let us morally do what
is right for those families who have
given their loved one.

Mr. Speaker, | actually wrote the
President of the United States on Sep-
tember 17 and asked him to please use
the executive office to contact the
leadership in the House and the Senate,
both parties, to move this legislation.
In the last paragraph | wrote this sen-
tence to the President of the United
States: ““Given the very little time left
in this legislative session, failure to do
so will result in more American mili-
tary families not only giving a loved
one for freedom but also suffering the
unacceptable indignity of being taxed
on that gift.”

Mr. Speaker, we do a lot of good
things around here and a lot of things
we debate. We disagree, both parties
and within our own parties. But this is
one of those issues that it is simple. It
is morally the right thing to do.

Mr. Speaker, | close by asking God to
please bless our men and women in uni-
form and, God, please bless America.

———

QUESTIONS FOR THE BUSH
ADMINISTRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCcCOTTER). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
today in my e-mail | got five separate
copies of an article that was put in the
Atlanta Journal Constitution by a man
named Max Cleland. Max Cleland is a
Vietnam vet who lost his legs and one
arm. He is a triple amputee, was a
United States Senator, and in the last
campaign they attacked him for being
unpatriotic. Max is a hero in my book.
The fact that he would raise questions
about what the President of the United
States is doing in Iraq and Afghanistan
did not make him unpatriotic.

We are going to have a bill out here
in a few days for $87 billion, and the
same White House is going to attack
all of us if we raise any questions.
Max’s article starts with an erie kind
of quote: “The public has been led into
a trap from which it will be hard to es-
cape with dignity and honor. They
have been tricked into it by steady
withholding of information. The Bagh-
dad communiques are belated, insin-
cere, incomplete.” These ‘“things have
been far worse than we have been told,
our administration more bloody and in-
efficient than the public knows. We are
today not far from a disaster.”” That is
a quote from a guy named T.E. Law-
rence, Lawrence of Arabia, the Sunday
Times of London, August 22, 1920.

The British know what they are into
and they know where they have been;
and if we take that quote and then ask
ourselves what have we been told, we
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