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I spent Veterans Day working along-

side employees at the Miami VA 
Healthcare System and saw first-hand 
the number of veterans turning to VA 
for health care. As part of my duties 
there, I assisted the nursing staff on a 
patient floor and enrolled veterans for 
health care in the admissions area. 
This workday gave me an opportunity 
to see the numerous challenges facing 
VA. I stand in awe of both the VA staff 
and the heroic men and women they 
serve. 

As we honor our veterans this week, 
we must not follow the administra-
tion’s lead of making empty promises. 
We must fight to ensure quality health 
care for all of veterans, just as they 
have fought to ensure our quality of 
life. We must pay this nation’s service-
members, past and present, the highest 
tribute we can and finally give them 
what they have so bravely earned.

f 

INTELLIGENCE FAILURES 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss an article entitled 
‘‘The Stovepipe’’ by Seymour Hersh 
that appeared in a recent edition of 
The New Yorker magazine. 

The article outlines a series of dis-
turbing intelligence failures within the 
Bush administration leading up to the 
war in Iraq. From ignoring career in-
telligence analysts to relying on unre-
liable raw data, the article makes the 
case that senior members of the Bush 
administration often ignored informa-
tion that did not fit their preconceived 
view of the situation in Iraq and 
pushed the intelligence community to 
come up with information that would 
support their position, regardless of its 
accuracy. In particular, the article out-
lines the practice of ‘‘stovepiping’’ in-
formation in which intelligence was 
passed up through the administration 
without subjecting it to a thorough re-
view by intelligence professionals. 

The bad intelligence that resulted 
from this process was then used to con-
vince our Nation of the need to engage 
in a near-unilateral, pre-emptive war 
in Iraq to protect the American people 
from what was described as an immi-
nent threat from Iraq’s weapons of 
mass destruction. 

As a result of this go it alone ap-
proach in Iraq, the Bush administra-
tion has alienated much of the world, 
told U.S. taxpayers that they are fi-
nancially responsible for rebuilding 
Iraq, and ordered more than a hundred 
thousand U.S. troops to stay in Iraq for 
the foreseeable future—yet no evidence 
of Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction 
have been found. 

Mr. President, there is no doubt that 
at one time Iraq possessed chemical 
weapons. We know that Saddam Hus-
sein used these weapons during the 
Iran-Iraq war and on his own people. 
There is also no doubt that at one 
point Saddam Hussein pursued a nu-
clear weapons program. However, the 
Iraq Survey Group—the group charged 
with finding Iraqi weapons of mass de-

struction—has yet to turn up any proof 
of the huge WMD stockpiles and nu-
clear weapons program of which the 
Bush administration repeatedly told us 
they had evidence. 

It is clear that the world and the 
Iraqi people are better off without Sad-
dam Hussein. He was a brutal dictator 
who terrorized his own people and de-
stabilized the entire Middle East. I am 
extremely proud of the men and women 
of our Armed Forces for their actions 
during the war and the ongoing efforts 
to stabilize the country. Now that we 
are there, we cannot ‘‘cut and run’’ and 
we must provide our troops with the 
resources they need to complete their 
mission and to return home as soon as 
possible. 

However, I am deeply concerned that 
we sent our sons and daughters to war 
based largely on what turns out to be 
faulty intelligence. The ends of the war 
do not justify the means by which the 
Bush administration convinced the 
American people that this war was nec-
essary. That is why I believe we need 
to have an independent investigation 
into the acquisition and use of intel-
ligence leading up to the decision to go 
to war in Iraq, not as a political at-
tack, but as a way to make sure that 
future decisions about whether or not 
our country goes to war based on the 
best possible intelligence. 

Mr. President, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to read this important 
Hersh article from The New Yorker of 
October 21, 2003.

f 

21ST CENTURY NANOTECHNOLOGY 
RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to thank my colleagues for their 
support of S. 189, the 21st Century 
Nanotechnology Research and Develop-
ment Act. 

Especially I want to thank my col-
league from Oregon, Senator RON 
WYDEN, for his leadership. I have en-
joyed working with Senator WYDEN on 
nanotechnology for the past several 
years on this important issue for 
America’s future. I would also like to 
thank the other cosponsors on this leg-
islation: Commerce Committee Chair-
man and Commodore JOHN MCCAIN, the 
senior Senator from Virginia, Mr. WAR-
NER, and Senators LIEBERMAN, MIKUL-
SKI, HOLLINGS, LANDRIEU, CLINTON, 
LEVIN, and BAYH.

I have made America’s competitive-
ness in nanotechnology a priority, and 
working with Senator WYDEN and the 
chairman of the Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation Committee, Sen-
ator MCCAIN, we held the first hearings 
in Congress on this emerging science, a 
field that promises to forever change 
the way we approach scientific and en-
gineering challenges. Nanotechnology 
is a ‘‘bottom-up’’ approach much like 
building a sculpture atom by atom and 
molecule by molecule instead of cut-
ting it from a larger rock. 
Nanotechnology on the dimensional 
scale is one nanometer; that is, one-bil-

lionth of a meter or 100,000 times 
smaller than the width of a human 
hair. 

Far-reaching outcomes for the 21st 
century are envisioned in both sci-
entific knowledge and technological 
advancement for nanotechnology. The 
potential for nanotechnology and the 
exciting work taking place in 
nanoscience are by all accounts revolu-
tionary, and as the technology matures 
it will undoubtedly have a tremendous 
impact on our daily lives. 

S. 189 is a truly historic piece of leg-
islation, because, for the first time, it 
creates a comprehensive national plan 
to advance and develop the field of 
nanoscience, nanoengineering, and 
nanotechnology. This field of science is 
quickly transforming almost every as-
pect of our modern world and is al-
ready significantly improving our qual-
ity of life. Nanotechnology is also 
showing promise of new applications 
that we can only imagine at this time. 
Let me highlight several important ex-
amples, such as the use of iron 
nanoparticles in the cleanup of Super-
fund sites; nanometer-size minerals in 
the efficient production of gasoline 
from crude oil; nanoscale designer mol-
ecules to create bone structure for 
bone repair; nanolasers for super-preci-
sion surgery; and gold nanoshells with 
attached antibodies introduced to tar-
geted cancer tumor sites to destroy 
tumor growth while leaving healthy 
tissue unharmed. 

As a Senator, my top priority is to 
advocate and support policies that cre-
ate jobs, investment, and improvement 
of America’s ability to compete in the 
global marketplace. 

I earnestly believe there is a link be-
tween research and development and 
job creation, which ultimately leads to 
prosperity for all Americans. There-
fore, I believe one of our most impor-
tant goals should be to create the con-
ditions precedent to positioning re-
searchers and innovators to compete, 
contribute, and succeed both domesti-
cally and internationally. From mate-
rials to electronic devices, computers, 
biotechnology, healthcare systems, 
pharmaceuticals, environmental im-
provement, agriculture, efficient en-
ergy conversion and storage, space ex-
ploration, economical transportation, 
and national defense, nanotechnology 
will be the foundation of many of the 
revolutionary advances and discoveries 
in the decades to come and will soon 
occupy a major portion of the tech-
nology economy. The annual global im-
pact of products where nanotechnology 
will play a key role has been estimated 
to exceed $1 trillion a year by 2015, re-
quiring about 2 million nanotechnology 
workers. 

To remain competitive in this global 
market we must commit ourselves to 
ensuring that the United States keeps 
its edge in this field. This Nation has 
been the leader of virtually every im-
portant and transformative technology 
since the Industrial Revolution, and 
this legislation assures that the United 
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States will continue to lead the world 
at the new frontier of the nano-
technology revolution. 

Specifically, the legislation author-
izes a total of $3.63 billion in appropria-
tions over 4 years from fiscal year 2005 
through fiscal year 2008. 

The goals of the legislation are to 
provide support for fundamental re-
search and to catalyze synergistic 
interdisciplinary science and engineer-
ing research and education in emerging 
areas of nanoscience by: providing re-
search grants to individuals and inter-
disciplinary teams of investigators; es-
tablishing a network of advanced tech-
nology user facilities and collaborative 
research centers; accelerating 
nanotechnology research and develop-
ment in the private sector including 
startup companies; encouraging par-
ticipation of colleges and universities; 
and guaranteeing United States inter-
national leadership in the development 
and application of nanotechnology. 

This historic legislation not only 
helps ensure America’s economic com-
petitiveness in the global marketplace, 
but spurs innovation and research in a 
field of science and technology that 
can touch every human life. I thank 
my colleagues for working with Sen-
ator WYDEN and me to pass this truly 
vital legislation for America’s future.

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to Private 
First Class Anthony D. D’Agostino, 
U.S. Army, of Waterbury, CT. It is with 
great sadness of heart that rather than 
celebrating his birthday, which would 
have been November 6, we are instead 
mourning his death. He is the sixth 
member of the military from Con-
necticut to die in Iraq. 

Even as we mourn his passing, how-
ever, we can celebrate his life. His fa-
ther served in the military, and PFC 
D’Agostino continue that great tradi-
tion. He lived as a true patriot and de-
fender of our great Nation’s principles 
of freedom and justice. He was a mem-
ber of the 313th Signal Company, 3rd 
Signal Brigade, Fort Hood, TX. No 
doubt, PFC D’Agostino was looking 
forward to some well-deserved rest and 
recuperation as the CH–47 helicopter he 
was traveling in was shot down by a 
shoulder-type missile, forcing it to 
crash land. He was killed along with 15 
others on what has been characterized 
as one of the bloodiest days in Iraq. 

PFC D’Agostino’s mission was clear, 
as was his resolve. He served as a mes-
senger of high justice and idealism in 
the best tradition of American prin-
ciples and patriotism. I am both proud 
and grateful that we have the kind of 
fighting force he so exemplified. 

Our Nation extends its heartfelt con-
dolences to his family. We extend our 
appreciation for sharing this out-

standing soldier with us, and we offer 
our prayers and support. You may be 
justifiably proud of his contributions.

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduced the 
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement 
Act, a bill that would add new cat-
egories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 

I would like to describe one such 
crime today. At a well-known Atlanta 
college, Aaron Price left a dormitory 
bathroom after suspecting that one of 
his classmates had made an unwanted 
sexually suggestive gesture toward 
him. Mr. Price returned to the bath-
room, with a baseball bat from his bed-
room closet, and proceeded to beat his 
classmate in the head. Mr. Price did 
not stop until he had fractured the stu-
dent’s skull, chipped many of his teeth, 
and caused a life-threatening blood 
clot to develop in his classmate’s brain.

Also, I would like to recall two 
crimes that occurred in a 90-minute 
span on September 2, 1998, in Hun-
tington, WV. There, two men were be-
rated with anti-gay slurs, then beaten 
by the same trio of attackers. The first 
of the two anti-gay attacks occurred as 
a 31-year-old New Jersey man, who was 
headed to the PATH train from a local 
bar, was attacked by three men. The 
man was kicked and punched, then 
thrown down a flight of stairs. 

The victim of the second attack was 
a 48-year-old man who left a different 
bar. He was grabbed from behind and 
thrown to the ground by three men fit-
ting the description given by the first 
victim. The men made anti-gay re-
marks, then took his wallet. One of the 
men pulled out a knife, and the victim 
suffered a cut on his arm and a broken 
wrist during the fight. Police believe 
the two victims were targeted because 
they are gay.

In conclusion, I would like to de-
scribe a terrible crime today. Guinn 
‘‘Richie’’ Phillips of Rineyville, KY, 
disappeared on June 17, 2003. His body 
was found one week later. Josh 
Cottrell, the man accused of the mur-
der, is believed to have killed the vic-
tim because he dislikes homosexuals. 
Mr. Cottrell had earlier told his aunt 
and cousin that he planned to kill Mr. 
Phillips after Mr. Phillips made an un-
wanted advance in a local hotel. Mr. 
Cottrell allegedly strangled Mr. Phil-
lips and stuffed his body into a suit-
case, later dropping it in a lake. 

I believe that Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 

become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well.

f 

CBO ESTIMATE ON S. 1248

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, on No-
vember 3, 2003, I filed Report 108–185 to 
accompany S. 1248, a bill to reauthorize 
the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act, and for other purposes. At 
the time the report was filed, the esti-
mates by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice were not available. I ask unani-
mous consent that a complete copy of 
the CBO estimate be printed in the 
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, July 11, 2003. 
Hon. JUDD GREGG, 
Chairman, Committee on Health, Education, 

Labor, and Pensions, U.S. Senate, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Congressional 
Budget Office has prepared the enclosed cost 
estimate for S. 1248, the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 
2003. 

If you wish further details on this esti-
mate, we will be pleased to provide them. 
The CBO staff contact is Donna Wong. 

Sincerely, 
DOUGLAS HOLTZ-EAKIN, 

Director. 
Enclosure.

S. 1248—Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Improvement Act of 2003

Summary: S. 1248 would reauthorize the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act 
(IDEA) through 2009. The bill also would 
amend two programs that are permanently 
authorized by IDEA, create four new pro-
grams, and amend the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973. 

CBO estimates that the bill would author-
ize additional appropriations of $841 million 
in 2004, for a total of about $10.2 billion in 
that year (including the two programs that 
are permanently authorized). CBO estimates 
that the new authorizations under S. 1248 
would total about $5.3 billion over the 2004–
2009 period, assuming that annual levels are 
adjusted for inflation. CBO estimates that 
appropriations of those authorized levels 
would result in additional outlays of $4.0 bil-
lion over the 2004–2009 period. 

Enacting S. 1248 would affect direct spend-
ing. CBO estimates that the new state grants 
for rehabilitation services for students with 
disabilities would increase mandatory out-
lays by $139 million in 2004 and $1.8 billion 
over the 2004–2013 period. 

S. 1248 contains no intergovernmental or 
private-sector mandates as defined by the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (UMRA). 
Any requirements on states or educational 
institutions would be conditions for receiv-
ing federal grants; the bill would authorize 
more than $4 billion over the 2004–2009 period 
in additional funding for such grants.

Estimated cost to the Federal Govern-
ment: The estimated budgetary impact of S. 
1248 is shown in Table 1. The costs of this 
legislation fall within budget function 500 
(education, training, employment, and social 
services).
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