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weekend, I thought of Bob and how much he 
would have enjoyed being one of the thou-
sands of veterans who came to be a part of 
this historic event. So many veterans did not 
live to see the memorial become a reality, and 
so many were not able to make the trip—but 
the Memorial will stand as a lasting tribute to 
their service and their sacrifice. 

Bob now is home—where he has joined his 
many shipmates who fought and died in the 
war. He will be missed by his many friends 
and his wonderful family—daughters Linda 
Martinez of Denison, Vickie Victoria Boaz of 
Howe, Evelyn Faye Fell of Kokomo, IN, Betty 
Paulette Jay of Van Alstyne and Renfro 
Pucket of Anna; sons Bob Ed Haney of Tioga, 
John David Haney of Anna and Fred Weaver 
Haney of Sherman; sisters Elizabeth 
Woolbright and Joy Belle Evans of Houston; 
19 grandchildren and 21 great-grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of his family and 
friends, I want to take this opportunity in the 
House of Representatives to pay our last re-
spects to my shipmate, advisor and longtime 
friend, Bob Haney. God rest his soul.
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A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING 
JAE’S TOWING AND RECOVERY 
OF NEWARK 

HON. ROBERT W. NEY 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 
Whereas, Jae’s Towing and Recovery of 

Newark is an exemplary business devoted to 
its customers’ care; and 

Whereas, Jae’s Towing and Recovery of 
Newark has been acknowledged by AAA with 
the 2004 AAA/CAA Service Provider of Excel-
lence Award; and 

Whereas, Jae’s Towing and Recovery of 
Newark should be commended for its excel-
lence, for its seven years of devotion to serv-
ing others, and for its ongoing efforts to pro-
vide its customers with outstanding care; and 

Therefore, I join with the residents of the en-
tire 18th Congressional District of Ohio in hon-
oring and congratulating Jae’s Towing and Re-
covery of Newark for its outstanding accom-
plishment.
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO STANLEY 
CUNDIFF 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege 
to rise to honor Stanley ‘‘Stan’’ Cundiff for his 
dedication to Colorado as the City of Duran-
go’s Parks and Recreation maintenance su-
pervisor. His forty-seven years of service are 
a testament to his tireless efforts to better his 
community. As he celebrates his retirement, 
let it be known that he leaves behind a terrific 
legacy to the people of Durango and the State 
of Colorado. 

Born and raised in Bayfield, Colorado, Stan 
began working for the Public Works Depart-
ment in 1957. In 1963, he moved to the Parks 
and Recreation Department where he led the 

maintenance work until his recent retirement. 
The city regards Stan as the ‘‘Grandfather’’ of 
the Durango parks system. His leadership 
made it possible for Durango to build many of 
the city’s current parks. To honor Stan upon 
his retirement, the city recently dedicated a 
park, ‘‘Stan Cundiff Park’’. 

Mr. Speaker, I am privileged to recognize 
Stanley Cundiff for his efforts throughout his 
career. His dedication and hard work for the 
Department of Parks and Recreation through-
out the years is certainly commendable and 
worthy of recognition before this body of Con-
gress and this nation. The dedication of a park 
in his honor shows a community proud of his 
work. I wish to thank Stan for his work and 
wish him the best in his future endeavors.
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IN SUPPORT OF H.R.ll, THE 
CIVIL LIBERTIES RESTORATION 
ACT OF 2004

HON. WILLIAM D. DELAHUNT 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, today, with 
my colleague HOWARD BERMAN (D–CA), I am 
proud to introduce legislation that will amend 
certain provisions of the PATRIOT Act. Sen-
ators EDWARD M. KENNEDY (D–MA), PATRICK 
J. LEAHY (D–VT), RICHARD J. DURBIN (D–IL) 
and RUSS FEINGOLD (D–WI) are introducing 
companion legislation in the Senate. 

In the aftermath of the terrible events of 
September 11th, our Nation needed to meet 
the challenge of finding additional ways to pre-
vent terrorist attacks. Yet even in a time of cri-
sis, the Federal Government must not sacrifice 
essential liberties in response to claims of na-
tional security. 

During the original debate on the PATRIOT 
Act, my House Judiciary Committee col-
leagues and I insisted that the PATRIOT Act 
include a provision to ‘‘sunset’’ many of the 
new intelligence and law enforcement powers 
granted to the Federal Government. Even at 
that time, we believed that as a country we 
should review our legislative response when 
the grief of the tragic events had somewhat 
subsided. 

In hindsight, we are not the only ones to be-
lieve this approach was sensible. A recent sur-
vey revealed that 95 percent of top criminal 
justice scholars believe that the Act was 
passed too quickly—without sufficient delibera-
tion and analysis. 

In addition, across the country, cities and 
towns are increasingly uneasy about some of 
the PATRIOT Act’s measures. Four states and 
325 cities and towns—including more than 50 
communities in the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts—have passed resolutions to protect 
the civil liberties of over 51 million residents. 
Hundreds of more resolutions are still in 
progress and libraries and bookstores have 
launched a campaign to overturn the Act’s 
‘‘sneak and peek’’ provisions. 

The House Judiciary Committee should pro-
ceed with a series of public hearings to review 
the broad powers granted to the Executive 
Branch under the PATRIOT Act given that cer-
tain provisions are scheduled to expire in De-
cember 2005. Like any law, support for the 
PATRIOT Act should not be perpetual or un-
conditional, especially when courts have held 

that certain provisions of the original Act are 
unconstitutional.

At the same time, the Department of Justice 
continues without pause in its enforcement of 
the PATRIOT Act—and is now pursuing a na-
tionwide advocacy campaign in support of its 
expansion. This administration continues to re-
sist cooperation with Congress in its oversight 
role and further refuses to answer questions 
from ordinary citizens about whether the PA-
TRIOT Act undermines basic civil liberties. 

Some have observed that the Government 
is intent on prying into every nook and cranny 
of people’s private lives—while, paradoxically, 
doing all it can to block access to Government 
information that would inform the American 
people as to what is being done in their 
name—by simply invoking the phrase ‘‘na-
tional security.’’ These actions reflect the unre-
lenting desire of this White House to conduct 
business behind closed doors—even if it risks 
undermining public confidence and trust. 

Many have commented that one of the unin-
tended consequences of the PATRIOT Act is 
the loss of transparency in government. Gov-
ernment secrecy obstructs accountability and 
oversight. And Congress intended for the 
‘‘sunset’’ provisions to ensure that a rational 
process would exist so that certain provisions 
of the PATRIOT Act would not be unlimited 
and unchecked. 

The Civil Liberties Restoration Act of 2004 
(CLRA) seeks to balance the restoration of es-
sential protections and basic freedoms without 
compromising our national security. Our bill 
would also reverse policies that weaken our 
constitutional commitment to due process be-
fore the law. 

Specifically, our bill would restore funda-
mental fairness to our Nation’s immigration 
laws by ending secret deportation hearings 
and by ensuring that penalties associated with 
technical violations of immigration law are rea-
sonable and fair. 

In addition, this legislation ensures that peo-
ple charged with crimes under the PATRIOT 
Act are treated with the same due process 
rights as other individuals facing charges in 
our criminal justice system. Our bill further es-
tablishes that defendants should have access 
to the evidence used against them. 

To circumscribe overreaching prosecutorial 
powers, the CLRA would amend the provi-
sions of the PATRIOT Act to limit the seizure 
of private databases and individual records to 
cases where the Government has shown there 
is a reasonable connection to a suspected ter-
rorist or terrorist group. At the same time, the 
CLRA would improve the accuracy of informa-
tion available to state and local law enforce-
ment by establishing new standards for the 
National Crime Information Center database. 

As a former prosecutor, I know that mis-
takes can happen during criminal investiga-
tions. For this reason, the Federal Govern-
ment must maintain minimum safeguards 
while investigating the most serious crimes. 

The CLRA is an important step to restore 
public confidence in government while setting 
forth legislative goals that reflect the need to 
repair our relations with other nations whose 
assistance we need in the fight against ter-
rorism. I hope that my colleagues in the 
House and Senate will join us in this bi-
cameral proposal to achieve the appropriate 
balance between protecting our national secu-
rity and preserving fundamental civil liberties.
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HONORING STATE AND LOCAL 

LEGISLATORS WHO HAVE CHAM-
PIONED THE EXAMINATION OF 
REPARATIONS 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, as the author 
of H.R. 40, The Commission to Study Repara-
tions Proposals for African Americans Act, I 
am proud to acknowledge those state and 
local legislators who have had the courage 
and the foresight to champion local legislation 
in support of reparations and the passage of 
federal legislation. 

Since its introduction in 1989, H.R. 40 has 
sought to focus national attention on the issue 
of compensation for slavery and post-slavery 
discrimination. Through the efforts of grass-
roots activists, reparations has grown to be-
come a topic of discussion and debate on nu-
merous national television and radio pro-
grams, in the halls of Ivy League institutions, 
in corporate boardrooms and courtrooms, and 
within increasing numbers of state and local 
legislative assemblies. Twenty four local mu-
nicipalities across this country and three states 
have adopted legislation supporting the con-
cept of reparations and/or the passage of H.R. 
40. 

On the auspicious occasion of the National 
Coalition of Blacks for Reparations in Amer-
ica’s first Gala Reparations Banquet, June 17, 
2004, I recognize the work of the many orga-
nizations actively engaged in making H.R. 40 
a reality, and I hereby pay tribute to the fol-
lowing state and local champions of justice 
who have introduced reparations-related legis-
lation in their respective jurisdictions: 

California Legislature: Mr. Kevin Murray, 
Florida Legislature, Louisiana House of Rep-
resentatives: Mr. Raymond Jetson; Mr. Melvin 
‘‘Kip’’ Holden; Mr. Joseph Delpit, Maryland 
(pending): Mr. Nathaniel Exum, New York 
Legislature (pending): Mr. Roger Green, Texas 
Legislature (pending), Alameda County, Cali-
fornia: Mr. Keith Carson, Berkeley, California: 
Ms. Maudelle Shirek, Compton, California: Ms. 
Yvonne Arceneaux, Foster City, California: 
Ms. Marie Davis, Inglewood California: Mr. 
Daniel Tabor, Los Angeles, California: Mr. 
Mark Ridley-Thomas, Mr. Nate Holden, Oak-
land, California: Mr. Larry Reid, East Palo 
Alto, California: Mr. Omowale Satterwhite. 

San Francisco, California, District of Colum-
bia: Mrs. Wilhelmina Rolark, 1991, Atlanta, 
Georgia: Mr. Clarence T. Martin, Ms. ‘‘Able’’ 
Mabel Thomas, Chicago, Illinois: Alderman 
Dorothy Tillman, 2000, Evanston, Illinois, Balti-
more, Maryland: Ms. Bea Gaddy, 2000, De-
troit, Michigan, Jackson, Mississippi: Mr. Terry 
Kennedy, St. Louis, Missouri: Mr. Terry Ken-
nedy, 1999, Camden, New Jersey, Passaic 
County, New Jersey: Ms. Marilee Jackson, 
2002, Paterson, New Jersey: Ms. Georgia 
Scott, 2001, Newark, New Jersey, Cleveland, 
Ohio: Ms. Fannie Lewis, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania: Mr. Michael Nutter, Dallas, Texas: 
Mr. John Wiley; Mr. Al Lipscomb, Ft. Worth, 
Texas: Mr. Frank Moss, Burlington, Vermont: 
Mr. Richard T. Kemp.

PAYING TRIBUTE TO BETTY 
CLIFTON 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this opportunity to congratulate Betty Clif-
ton of Fowler, Colorado, on being named the 
2004 Etu Tau Lady of the Year. The award 
acknowledges her contributions towards the 
Fowler community, and to the many other 
communities that she has been a part of 
through the years. This award is a well-de-
served testament to her tireless efforts. 

Betty’s ardent devotion to her community 
was evident at a young age, as she was a 
member of the Rainbow Girls and served as 
president of the Methodist Youth Fellowship 
during her senior year in high school. This 
commitment continued to follow Betty as an 
adult as she became involved in other civic or-
ganizations. She is a charter member of Foun-
tain Valley #155 of the Order of the Eastern 
Star Foundation, a member of the Fowler His-
torical Society, and a member of the American 
Legion Auxiliary. She also volunteers with 
Meals on Wheels, served for five years as 
president of the United Methodist Women, and 
served for two years as president of the 
Fowler Senior Citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to pay tribute to 
the public service of Betty Clifton before this 
body of Congress, and this nation. Her con-
tributions towards her community are truly re-
markable. I sincerely thank Betty for her serv-
ice.

f 

REMEMBERING ROY L. STEWART 

HON. RALPH M. HALL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 16, 2004

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I am honored today 
to pay tribute to a dedicated patriot who 
passed away this year, Roy L. Stewart. 

Roy Stewart proudly served his country in 
the U.S. Air Force for more than 29 years. 
Most notably, he was a survivor of the attack 
on Pearl Harbor. After his military service, he 
worked for General Dynamics in Fort Worth, 
Texas and later started his own business, Roy 
Stewart Heating and Air Conditioning. Roy ac-
tively served his community as a Mason. He 
was a Master Mason of River Oaks Lodge No. 
1311, a member of Moslah Shrine, the Scot-
tish Rite and York Rite Bodies, a Past Patron 
of the Polytechnic Eastern Star, and a dual 
member of the Castleberry Eastern Star. 

Born in Waco, Texas, Roy Stewart is sur-
vived by his wife, Thelma H. Stewart, daugh-
ter, Frances S. Reynolds, and husband, Mi-
chael E. Reynolds of my hometown of 
Rockwall, TX, son, Roy Victor Stewart and 
wife, Kathleen. He also was the proud grand-
father of eight grandchildren and eight great-
grandchildren. Roy will be long remembered 
as a steadfast citizen who dedicated his life to 
serving others, and the community of Fort 
Worth will miss his friendship. On behalf of his 
many friends and fans, I want to take this op-
portunity in the House of Representatives to 
pay our last respects to this honorable man—
Roy L. Stewart.

ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2004

SPEECH OF 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 15, 2004

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, Congress needs 
to stop playing politics and pass comprehen-
sive energy legislation this year. Our country 
needs to reduce its dependence on foreign oil 
and increase its national energy independ-
ence. Increasing our energy independence will 
stabilize future energy prices, benefit Amer-
ican consumers and businesses, and enhance 
both our energy security and our national se-
curity. For these and other reasons, I sup-
ported the energy conference report on the 
House floor in November 2003. 

Unfortunately, one issue has blocked con-
gressional passage of this comprehensive en-
ergy legislation over the last few months, and 
it has become clear to me that removing the 
provision in question would ensure that the 
Senate will pass, and the President will sign, 
this measure. 

Title 15, Section 1502, of H.R. 6, which is 
substantially similar to H.R. 4503, contains a 
safe-harbor provision protecting producers of 
methyl tertiary butyl ether [MTBE] and other 
fuel oxygenates from product liability claims. 
As well, this provision includes language ap-
plying the safe-harbor retroactively, potentially 
barring several pending suits against some of 
the worst environmental polluters in our coun-
try. 

Under this provision, cities and towns would 
be prevented from bringing against potential 
offenders ‘‘defective product’’ lawsuits, which 
some cities have employed to recapture the 
cost of MTBE clean ups. Approximately 130 
lawsuits have been filed by states, cities, 
water districts, and businesses over MTBE 
contamination. The trade association for the 
MTBE industry conservatively estimates that a 
nationwide cleanup of MTBE will cost between 
$500 million and $1 billion. The U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors, however, maintains that 
those costs could run higher than $29 billion. 
Our states and localities, which are struggling 
with budget deficits, should not be forced to 
pay the tab for these clean ups. If our states 
and localities are forced to pay these costs, 
the real costs will be borne by taxpayers, who 
should not be responsible for the actions of a 
few MTBE producers. 

According to Congressional Quarterly, on 
November 24, 2003, one week after House 
passage of the energy conference report, 
President Bush called House Majority Leader 
TOM DELAY and requested that Mr. DELAY re-
move the MTBE provision that is holding up 
Senate passage of the legislation. As Senator 
PETE DOMENICI, Chairman of the Senate En-
ergy and Natural Resources Committee, noted 
at that time, ‘‘At the end, the President per-
sonally tried to get the House to support the 
MTBE removal. He made the call, at our re-
quest, to [Majority Leader] DeLay.’’ Regret-
tably, Mr. DELAY chose to reject the Presi-
dent’s personal request. Senate Republican 
leaders like Chairman DOMENICI, who has 
been working to pass this legislation for sev-
eral years, are two votes shy of passing this 
measure, and removing the MTBE liability 
waiver would send to the President’s desk the 
most comprehensive energy legislation in 
more than a decade. 
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