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answers. We must understand what could be 
causing such a dramatic rise, especially when 
three out of four women who are diagnosed 
with breast cancer have no family history of 
cancer or other known risk factors. For these 
women, environmental factors may be the link 
to their cancer. 

Improved infrastructure that enables local, 
state, and Federal public health agencies to 
monitor disease rates and environmental haz-
ards is needed. However, there is no system 
in place that explores the relationship between 
disease and potentially associated environ-
mental factors. 

Today, I am joined by Representatives 
STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES and LOUISE SLAUGH-
TER, and Senators HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON, 
HARRY REID, and LINCOLN CHAFEE, in intro-
ducing the Coordinated Environmental Health 
Network Act to respond to this urgent need by 
creating the infrastructure necessary to collect, 
analyze, and report data on the rate of dis-
ease and the presence of relevant environ-
mental factors and exposures. 

The Network would also coordinate national, 
state, and local efforts to bolster our public 
health system’s capacity to investigate and re-
spond aggressively to environmental expo-
sures that threaten health. In addition, the Co-
ordinated Environmental Health Network will 
alert health officials when there is a sudden in-
crease in any disease or condition, including 
those associated with a biological or chemical 
attack. 

Over the past 3 years, my colleagues and I 
have worked to secure more than $73 million 
for pilot programs to begin developing the ca-
pacity for a Coordinated Environmental Health 
Network, with an additional $28 million pend-
ing in the Fiscal Year 2005 Labor-Health and 
Human Services-Education Appropriations bill. 
These pilot projects are giving the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention and the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency the information 
they need to put in place a comprehensive, 
coordinated network. 

Once fully operational, the network will co-
ordinate national, state, and local efforts to in-
form communities, public health officials, re-
searchers, and policymakers of potential envi-
ronmental health risks, and to integrate this in-
formation with other parts of the public health 
system. 

This is really an issue of environmental jus-
tice. Minority and low-income communities are 
particularly vulnerable to environmental health 
hazards. The factories and dumping sites that 
emit pollutants are often located near commu-
nities with little political and economic power, 
and therefore less ability to protest. The result 
is an elevated risk of exposure to harmful sub-
stances. 

Numerous public health and environmental 
organizations understand the need for an im-
proved response to these threats, and the Co-
ordinated Environmental Health Network Act is 
supported by the Trust for America’s Health, 
American Public Health Association, Citizens 
for a Cleaner Environment, March of Dimes, 
American Lung Association, U.S. Public Inter-
est Research Group, The Breast Cancer 
Fund, Physicians for Social Responsibility, and 
many others. 

We must respond to these health threats in 
a comprehensive and coordinated manner. To 
take action to prevent disease we must under-
stand its cause. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues to enact this vital legislation. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BOB FILNER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
510, I was in my congressional district on offi-
cial business. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 
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IN RECOGNITION OF DORA BELLE 
THOMAS STONE 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Dora Belle Thomas 
Stone of Lee County, Alabama, in anticipation 
of her 100th birthday on November 8, 2004. 

Born in Chilton County, Alabama, on No-
vember 8, 1904, Mrs. Stone is the daughter of 
the late George W. and Phairby Adeline 
Headly Thomas. In 1918, Mrs. Stone moved 
to Phenix City, Alabama, where she married 
William Henry Stone on October 21, 1921. 
She is the mother of four children: William Earl 
Stone, Thomas Milton Stone, George Lamar 
Stone, and Barbara Anne Stone Ennis. She 
has eight grandchildren and ten great grand-
children. 

Mrs. Stone is a retired music teacher who 
taught Sunday school for more than 60 years, 
and is a member of Smiths Station Baptist 
Church. She says she cherishes most her 
family, her church, and God’s Word, and stud-
ies her Bible every day. 

It’s not often we have the opportunity to rec-
ognize the life and accomplishments of a cit-
izen like Mrs. Stone, and I appreciate the 
House’s attention on this important occasion. 
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COMMENDING THE CENTER FOR 
NATIONAL POLICY FOR FACILI-
TATING A DIALOGUE BETWEEN 
MEMBERS OF THE ARAB AND 
MUSLIM DIPLOMATIC COMMU-
NITIES 

HON. HAROLD E. FORD, JR. 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to rec-
ognize the Center for National Policy (CNP) 
for facilitating a dialogue between members of 
the Arab and Muslim diplomatic communities 
and legislators on the Hill. 

On September 8th of this year, the Center 
for National Policy hosted a discussion be-
tween the Honorable JIM TURNER and mem-
bers of the Arab and Muslim diplomatic com-
munities as a way of re-framing the debate on 
the War on Terrorism. I applaud the CNP for 
their continued efforts to properly inform both 
the American public and their elected officials 
on the complex issues facing policymakers. 

I would like to commend Representative 
TURNER and my former colleague Tim Roemer 
for their participation in this invaluable discus-
sion and for their active interest in fostering a 

better relationship with minority communities 
both domestically and abroad. 

TO WIN THE WAR ON TERROR 
A DISCUSSION WITH THE HONORABLE JIM TURN-

ER AND MEMBERS OF THE ARAB AND MUSLIM 
DIPLOMATIC COMMUNITIES—MODERATED BY 
TIM ROEMER 

About the Event 
This event is part of a series of discussions 

being organized by the Center for National 
Policy to help reframe the debate on the War 
on Terrorism. CNP seeks to deepen both the 
public’s and elected officials’ understanding 
of the complex issues involved in the growth 
and spread of radical Islam, and to increase 
awareness of initiatives that promise to ad-
vance moderation and constructive reform. 

To accomplish these goals, CNP organizes 
small group discussions that bring together 
prominent policy experts, elected officials, 
and public opinion specialists to explore new 
strategies to address both immediate and 
long-term threats. CNP drafts summaries of 
these conversations and makes them avail-
able to lawmakers on Capitol Hill and pol-
icymakers in the Executive Branch, as well 
as academics, journalists, and the public at 
large. 

About CNP 
The Center for National Policy (CNP) is a 

non-profit, non-partisan public policy orga-
nization located in Washington, DC. Founded 
in 1981, the Center’s mission is to engage na-
tional leaders with new policy options and 
innovative programs designed to advance 
progressive ideas in the interest of all Amer-
icans. 

The goal of the Center is to promote the 
transfer of ideas and information from ex-
perts to public officials, and therefore better 
serve American citizens and the public inter-
est. 

Working with a small core staff, CNP 
brings together policymakers and experts 
from a range of organizations, including 
other think tanks, business, labor and aca-
demia, to encourage new thinking, promote 
public awareness and catalyze action. 

The Center uses public opinion research, as 
well as substantive and political analysis, to 
frame options and make recommendations. 
The Center’s programs include active media 
outreach and extensive use of the web as well 
as more traditional methods of dissemina-
tion. 

In October 2003, Timothy J. Roemer was 
named President of CNP. Formerly a seven- 
term member of Congress from Indiana, he 
most recently has served as a member of the 
bipartisan 9/11 Commission. His predecessors 
as president include Madeleine K. Albright, 
prior to her service as U.S. ambassador to 
the United Nations; the late Kirk O’Donnell, 
who was chief counsel to the Speaker of the 
U.S. House of Representatives Thomas P. 
‘Tip’ O’Neill, and Maureen S. Steinbruner, 
currently serving as CNP Vice President and 
Senior Policy Advisor. 

Introduction 
It has been clear for some time that win-

ning the war on terror is not only a military 
and security challenge. With numerous al 
Qaeda leaders captured or killed, the threat 
is now more diffuse but just as deadly. In-
creasingly the question is, are we taking 
more terrorists out of the picture than are 
being created every day in the streets and 
madrassas all over the Arab and Muslim 
worlds? 

The United States needs a strategy for 
winning the war that both deals with today’s 
terrorists but also, most importantly, works 
to deter and suppress the growth and power 
of tomorrow’s. U.S. Representative Jim 
Turner, Ranking Member of the Select Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, put forward a 
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series of initiatives to accomplish this, in his 
report, ‘‘Winning the War on Terror.’’ At the 
invitation of the Center for National Policy, 
he joined three ambassadors to the U.S. from 
Muslim nations, and representatives from 
two other Middle Eastern embassies and the 
European Commission, for a discussion of his 
initiatives and related issues. 

After an introduction by Congressman 
Turner framing the questions, CNP Presi-
dent Tim Roemer moderated a discussion. 
The session was off the record, except for the 
comments cited here. 
Supporting voices of moderation in the Middle 

East 
Representative Turner stressed the fact 

that in fighting the war on terrorism the 
United States needs to look beyond tar-
geting active terrorists and securing the 
homeland, to supporting voices of modera-
tion in the Middle East as well as those ad-
vocating positive change. His report address-
es the question of how to prevent the rise of 
future terrorists though a number of impor-
tant initiatives. 

These include: 
Building bridges to the Arab and Muslim 

world, which must involve not only diplo-
macy programs but also fully engaging in 
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict; 

Improving education for Arab children; 
Stimulating economic development; 
Stabilizing operations in Afghanistan and 

Iraq; and 
Promoting political reform in the Middle 

East and moving toward greater democracy. 
Representative Turner pointed out, how-

ever, that if these types of initiatives are to 
be successful, it will require a tremendous 
political effort both at home and abroad. He 
noted that ten of the 9–11 Commission’s 41 
recommendations are geared toward pre-
venting the rise of future terrorists—but 
these have received little public attention. 
Meanwhile, polling indicates that the U.S. 
image abroad—not only in the Middle East, 
but across the globe—has declined dramati-
cally in the past two. years. It is essential 
that Americans understand why this is so, 
and what needs to be done to change it. 

The war on terror, Turner affirmed, is not 
a war on Islam. But the United States needs 
to find ways to communicate its intentions 
much more effectively. Finally, the United 
States must engage in a partnership with its 
allies in the Middle East and in Europe if 
any of the ideas he and others have put on 
the table are to be effective. 

A Battle of ideas 
Participants generally agreed with the 

spirit of Representative Turner’s remarks, 
and that fighting the war on terror must in-
volve a battle to win the minds of those in 
the Arab and Muslim worlds. In the short- 
term, we must confront the immediate, day- 
to-day threats from those who participate in 
acts of terrorism, rooting out known ter-
rorist groups and their leadership, and pre-
venting wherever possible the emergence of 
new groups of activists. This is primarily a 
security issue, which involves the U.S. en-
gaging with security and intelligence serv-
ices internationally. As one participant ob-
served, it is important to understand that 
‘‘threats don’t stop at anyone’s borders.’’ 

But the United States must also have the 
patience to confront what participants see as 
a significant generational challenge within 
the Islamic world. Fully eliminating the ter-
rorist threat is a task that will take perhaps 
ten or twenty years. If the United States is 
to be effective over the long-term, it must 
have some patience, and focus on accurately 
defining terrorism—and identifying exactly 
who the enemy is—in the minds of both 
Americans and Middle Easterners. 

Participants pointed out that the number 
of people in the Middle East—and Muslims 

specifically—who actively support terrorism 
is in actuality very small—perhaps only a 
few thousand. But as recent polling shows, 
the numbers who are angry at the United 
States is much greater. The false assumption 
on the part of Americans that these two 
groups are one and the same needs to change 
if the U.S. image abroad is to change. The 9– 
11 report, for example, made it very clear 
that the problem of terrorism is not about 
faith, yet this issue has not been reflected in 
the current debate in the U.S. about the 
Commission report. It is important to distin-
guish between those who support terrorism 
and those who are angry at America because 
the solutions to dealing with both problems 
are very different. 

As one participant observed, it is the peo-
ple in the middle—in the Middle East as well 
as in the United States—who need to have 
their minds changed about the nature of the 
war on terrorism. The war on terror is not 
only America’s problem. If the U.S. wants to 
find support for partnership with the Arab 
and Muslim world, it will have to begin by 
showing the benefits of such a partnership to 
the people in the middle-center on both sides 
of the relationship. 

More forceful policy initiatives and efforts 
on the part of the U.S. will make an imme-
diate impression. Participants agreed that a 
commitment by the United States to seri-
ously engage with the Israeli-Arab conflict is 
absolutely necessary. An ambassador said 
that the shift of public opinion against the 
U.S. in Turkey is attributable to two factors: 
What is happening in Iraq; and what is not 
happening in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
Another Ambassador said, ‘‘You have to seri-
ously address the problem in Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict—not necessarily solve it.’’ 

In addition, actions to support economic 
development in the Middle East, such as pro-
viding economic assistance and scholarships, 
supporting WTO accession, and other steps 
to enhance job opportunities could show tan-
gible benefits and demonstrate an American 
commitment to a broader, positive Middle 
East agenda. This should be the core of the 
argument to convince the U.S. Congress and 
American people that such proposals are 
part of the solution and that military action 
is not the only tool to use against the ter-
rorist threat. 

Homegrown reform 
Participants echoed Representative Turn-

er’s argument that it is essential that the 
U.S. support moderate forces in the Arab 
world, to ensure that they prevail over ex-
tremists. As another participant pointed out, 
some of the extremists’ arguments on impor-
tant issues such as women’s rights are very 
weak, and they have no agenda of their own. 
Tim Roemer noted the recent op-ed by Presi-
dent Musharraf of Pakistan calling for ‘‘en-
lightened moderation’’ makes exactly this 
case. 

Responding to Turner’s ideas for pro-
moting political, economic, and educational 
reform in the Middle East, participants 
agreed that any of these proposals would be 
beneficial. But they urged that the U.S. not 
try to lump together the whole region but 
recognize that different approaches are need-
ed for different countries. Participants em-
phasized the importance of homegrown re-
form. ‘‘It’s very hard to address the problem 
[of terrorism] by lumping together the entire 
region and imposing reforms on them.’’ It 
was also noted, for example, that a U.S.-Jor-
danian partnership to increase exports from 
Jordan to the U.S. has been highly success-
ful, doubling household income in poorer 
areas of the country and creating over 22,000 
job opportunities mostly in poverty areas, 85 
percent of which have been for women. It 
was pointed out, however, that such a pro-

gram would not necessarily be right else-
where. Regionally-generated initiatives, per-
haps assisted by foreign aid, may meet with 
more success than unilateral efforts created 
thousands of miles away. 

Several participants stressed that the U.S. 
must avoid the appearance of imposing its 
own reforms on other countries. They point-
ed out that media audiences in the Middle 
East closely watch the American political 
process. The recent Democratic and Republic 
National Conventions received far more 
airtime from television stations in the Mid-
dle East than in the United States. The point 
was made that extremists are watching, and 
they will certainly exploit the perception 
that ‘‘the Americans are telling us what to 
do’’ to oppose reform initiatives. 

It was noted that the particularly sensitive 
issue of educational reform in Saudi Arabia, 
for example, was unable to find support in 
the Kingdom once the U.S. Congress vocifer-
ously supported it. ‘‘Secular’’ education in 
particular was characterized as a ‘non-start-
er’: the very word ‘‘secular’’ can be a form of 
insult in the Kingdom. Similarly, the word 
‘‘democracy,’’ per se, has some negative con-
notations in the Middle East—though this is 
not the case for many of its specific at-
tributes, such as transparency, civic partici-
pation, free elections, and so on. One dip-
lomat said, ‘‘This is a conflict within Islam. 
We must support reason and try to assure 
that this wins—not terrorism.’’ 

‘‘America has become an excuse for our 
problems,’’ as one participant noted. But 
this is a cultural reality that the U.S. must 
understand if it wants its reform efforts to 
be effective. 

The European perspective 
It was noted that European nations have 

been engaged with the Middle East for al-
most 50 years. More recently, the European 
Union has been working with the United 
States specifically on the problem of extre-
mism in the Arab and Muslim world, both 
through direct E.U.-U.S. dialogue and on the 
G8 track. The European Union endorses the 
general argument that solutions must come 
from within the region, but with attention 
to regional differences. It is the EU point of 
view that there can be no ‘‘one size fits all’’ 
solution. It was suggested that Representa-
tive Turner’s proposals largely fit into the 
European interpretation, with its emphasis 
on building bridges, fostering educational 
improvements and cultural exchange, but 
the point was made that regional coopera-
tion is also necessary. Where the U.S. is still 
focused only on bilateral trade agreements 
in the Middle East, for example, the E.U. is 
trying to negotiate regional trade agree-
ments. The E.U. also sees accession to the 
World Trade Organization by nations in the 
Middle East as important, and as in itself a 
way to promote reform. 

On the whole, the European Union view is 
that it has been listened to by its U.S. coun-
terparts, but there is still some frustration 
that long-time European efforts and invest-
ments of human and financial capital in the 
Middle East have not been recognized. 

Although fresh ideas are appreciated, it is 
important to the E.U. that no initiatives are 
introduced into the region that will either 
distract from or complicate those programs 
already in place. Instead, new initiatives 
need to be streamlined and coordinated with 
existing projects. The Israeli-Arab peace 
process, for example, was described as at the 
heart of these efforts. 

Speaking from a European perspective, it 
was observed that the U.S. should recognize 
that it has the power to put issues on the 
table—but a fine balance needs to be main-
tained between acting with haste and acting 
too slowly. ‘‘Like a bowl of soup,’’ one par-
ticipant observed, ‘‘if you eat it too fast, it 
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burns you; if you let it go cold, it’s taste-
less.’’ 

How and where to begin? 

Some participants noted the need for the 
U.S. to be sensitive to the fact that coun-
tries have their own timetables for reform. 
Americans too often look for quick-fix solu-
tions to problems, and think only in short- 
term, two-year cycles, whereas reformers in 
the Middle East are willing to work for 
generational change. Yet it was also noted 
that external prodding can sometimes be im-
portant and even vital for bringing much 
needed reform. Turkey, for example, has had 
to accelerate the process of reform in order 
to meet European Union requirements. One 
participant remarked, ‘‘Cultural and reli-
gious sensitivities should not be an excuse 
for not doing what needs to be done.’’ 

But where exactly should the longer-term 
battle against extremism begin? Partici-
pants presented differing views. Education 
was acknowledged to be clearly a key factor 
in winning the battle of ideas, and school 
systems may therefore be the most sensible 
point to start any initiative that aims to 
prevent the rise of future terrorists. One dip-
lomat said, ‘‘You must support the voices of 
moderation and reason . . . they must pre-
vail. When you introduce the sensitive issue 
of education reform, it must be seen as a na-
tional homegrown plan and not U.S.-in-
spired.’’ But this is a long-term effort which 
will have results only over the longer term. 
The need for judicial reform was also cited as 
important to promoting confidence in the 
rule of law. 

Most participants advised putting eco-
nomic reform slightly ahead of political re-
form in the Middle East. The point was made 
that political reform can be achieved in part 
by motivating people to use the political op-
tions that they already have. Creating job 
opportunities, however, and providing people 
with immediate and tangible benefits, can 
foster participation by providing hope that 
reform is a better way to move forward than 
revenge. As one Senior Middle East diplomat 
put it, ‘‘Economic reform must come first 
because we need to give people hope that this 
way is the better way.’’ 

Separately, several participants said that 
it is essential for the U.S. to achieve 
progress in key policy areas, such as stabi-
lizing Iraq and seriously engaging in the 
Israeli-Arab conflict, to improve its image 
abroad and communicate its message effec-
tively. 

Summary 

The participants in the discussion fun-
damentally agreed that there is a need for 
more effective long-term strategies to coun-
teract the challenge of extremist ideologies 
in the Arab and Muslim worlds. Some cau-
tion was expressed about new U.S. initia-
tives, especially if unilateral. Congressman 
Turner’s multilateral and tailored approach 
was applauded as a place to begin dialogue 
over these issues. One Middle East Ambas-
sador summarized the situation in the fol-
lowing way: ‘‘We all realize we have a prob-
lem. We all realize we want to solve it. We 
are on the same side.’’ 

Several participants called for additional 
discussions such as this one, to address these 
and other initiatives, as well as some key ex-
isting problems. It was agreed that such dis-
cussions are vitally needed to broaden under-
standing, improve communication and facili-
tate concrete programs of cooperation 
among the U.S., the EU, and various Middle 
Eastern countries. 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO JON ASPER 

HON. SCOTT McINNIS 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, to place your life 
in danger for the sake of others is an honor-
able and noble task, and that is exactly what 
firefighters do regularly. Chief Jon Asper of the 
Greater Eagle Fire Protection District is a local 
legend and hero whose main goal in life is to 
serve his community to the best of his abili-
ties. Jon’s efforts are certainly commendable 
and I would like to take this opportunity to 
thank him for the important role that he has 
played in protecting and serving the people of 
Colorado. 

‘‘Jon Jon’’, as he is affectionately known, 
has volunteered his time to the Eagle Volun-
teer Fire Department for nearly 20 years. He 
has held various positions with the depart-
ment, including Public Relations Officer, Fire 
Prevention Officer, Second Lieutenant Training 
Officer, and Operations Captain, before be-
coming chief of the department. He has also 
spent a career in business as the owner of 
Winterhawk Establishment, and as a friendly 
bartender and bar manager for a number of 
local establishments. 

Going above and beyond his duty as a fire-
fighter is par for the course when it comes to 
Jon. He is constantly trying to make himself a 
better firefighter and stronger leader of his 
crew, taking numerous Continuing Education 
classes towards a degree in Fire Science 
Technology. He has also been an instrumental 
figure in the Eagle County Firefighter Acad-
emy and in providing a Drivers Education 
Class. Jon and his crew’s hard work and train-
ing have paid off numerous times in battling 
forest fires, especially during the Ute Creek 
Fire in the Summer of 2002. In 2002, the De-
partment received the Daily Point of Light 
Award, from the Points of Light Foundation 
which honors individuals and volunteer groups 
that have made a commitment to connect 
Americans through service to help meet crit-
ical needs in their communities. 

Mr. Speaker, Jon Asper acts with great 
commitment and leadership in all that he does 
for his community as Chief of the Greater 
Eagle Fire Protection District. Jon never forgot 
that safety and protection came first and fore-
most for the people he served. It is my pleas-
ure to recognize Jon before this body of Con-
gress and this Nation. I would like to extend 
my appreciation to him for everything that he 
has done and wish him the best in his future 
endeavors. 

f 

HONORING ROBERT ‘‘BOB’’ 
HOBKIRK 

HON. RALPH M. HALL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I am honored today 
to pay tribute to an outstanding citizen of 
Tyler, TX, the late Bob Hobkirk, who passed 
away on July 29, 2004, at the age of 88. 

Bob Hobkirk served in the U.S. Army for 41⁄2 
years during World War II as a drill sergeant 
and weapons instructor. He was employed by 

Hormel Food Company for 43 years, until he 
retired in 1977. 

Bob was one of the first presidents of Camp 
Fannin, a veteran’s association, that was origi-
nally the site for training soldiers in World War 
II. Bob was a loving man who had a ‘‘heart of 
gold.’’ He devoted his life to helping veterans 
of Camp Fannin and was commonly the ‘‘go- 
to’’ man when something needed to be re-
solved. His tireless spirit and heart-felt devo-
tion were an inspiration to members of Camp 
Fannin and the community of Tyler. 

Bob is survived by his wife of 60 years, Lois 
Gimble Hobkirk. Bob suffered a stroke 19 
months prior to his death, and Lois never left 
his bedside during the duration of his illness. 
Their marriage was blessed with two daugh-
ters and a son. Jody Henning, Judy and her 
husband Olan Gotcher, and Robert ‘‘Bob’’ Jr. 
and his wife Pam survive their father. Bob is 
also survived by his granddaughter Tracy 
Henning, four sisters-in-law, and numerous 
nieces and nephews. 

Mr. Speaker, as we adjourn today, on behalf 
of friends, fans, Camp Fannin, and the com-
munity of Tyler, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity in the House of Representatives to pay 
our last respects and honor the life of this 
great Texan and veteran’s advocate—Bob 
Hobkirk. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CALVARY 
UNITED METHODIST CHURCH ON 
THE OCCASION OF ITS 100TH AN-
NIVERSARY 

HON. PAUL E. KANJORSKI 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 8, 2004 

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Calvary United Methodist 
Church in Berwick as its parishioners cele-
brate the joyful occasion of its 100th anniver-
sary. 

Calvary United Methodist arose because 
Christians living in the west end of Berwick 
had a need for a place to worship. The in-
crease in population left the need for a second 
Church. Calvary United Methodist, located on 
the corner of Orange and Warren Streets in 
Berwick, became a parish on October 6, 1904. 

Parishioners have chosen the motto for the 
100th anniversary fittingly from the Bible: ‘‘One 
generation shall praise thy works to another, 
and shall declare thy mighty acts,’’ Psalms, 
145:4. 

Rev. Fred Fields is the pastor of Calvary 
United, and I ask my distinguished colleagues 
to join me in congratulating Reverend Fields 
today. The parishioners of this church should 
be proud of their long-standing tradition of 
faith. 
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