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to develop and maintain a research, de-
velopment and deployment roadmap 
for the provision of high-performance 
computing systems for use by the re-
search community in the United 
States. By putting OSTP in charge of 
developing the program’s long-term vi-
sion, this provision will help ensure a 
robust planning process so that our na-
tional high-performance computing ef-
fort is not allowed to lag in the future. 

Let me close by reflecting for a mo-
ment on how much things have 
changed in the past 13 years since Con-
gress first passed legislation on high-
performance computing. Incredibly, all 
of the power of the world’s top super-
computer in 1991, the Cray C90, is now 
available to us in a desktop PC. Hear-
ing a comparison like that, it might be 
tempting to think that today’s super-
computers are so powerful that we 
could not possibly need anything with 
greater capabilities. But technological 
advances make new things possible, 
things that were literally unimagi-
nable before. As we meet in this Cham-
ber today, we cannot imagine the kinds 
of problems that the supercomputers of 
tomorrow will be able to solve. But we 
can imagine the kinds of problems we 
will have if we fail to provide research-
ers in the United States with the com-
puting resources they need to remain 
world class. I believe that the High-
Performance Computing Revitalization 
Act will guide Federal agencies in pro-
viding needed support to high-perform-
ance computing and its user commu-
nities. Our Nation’s scientific enter-
prise, and our economy, will be the 
stronger for it.

f 

ENERGY TASK FORCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 20, 2004, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, today I 
hope we are one step closer to prying 
the doors of the White House open in 
regard to Vice President CHENEY’s En-
ergy Task Force. 

For 3 years now, the Vice President 
has done everything he can to keep the 
records of the Energy Task Force se-
cret. The secret task force developed 
President Bush’s energy policy, a pol-
icy that was then made into legislation 
here in Congress, legislation that is 
now stalled in the other body. Never-
theless, the end result was bad energy 
policy. There is no doubt that the en-
ergy industry succeeded with its influ-
ence during these secret, closed-door 
meetings in crafting a policy that ben-
efited them rather than benefiting 
Americans who at the time desperately 
needed relief from high energy prices. 

Mr. Speaker, today Americans face 
high gas prices, but they should not be 
fooled by claims from congressional 
Republicans and President Bush that 
the legislation they pushed would re-
duce the cost of energy in this country. 

Instead, the President’s plan was noth-
ing more than a payback to the oil and 
gas industry numbering in the billions 
of dollars and embedded in tax incen-
tives, loan guarantees, liability protec-
tion and research and development. 

For 3 years, the Vice President has 
refused to let the American people 
know who made up this Energy Task 
Force. For 3 years now, the Vice Presi-
dent has refused to let the American 
people know how and why the task 
force came to the conclusions that it 
did. 

Finally, after 3 years of hiding the 
information, today the U.S. Supreme 
Court hears from the Vice President’s 
lawyers why CHENEY thinks it is so im-
portant that this information remain 
secret. Today, the Supreme Court 
hears from the Sierra Club and the con-
servative group, Judicial Watch, who 
sued Vice President CHENEY seeking an 
accounting of energy industry partici-
pation in crafting the Bush administra-
tion’s destructive energy policy. A dis-
trict court has already ordered the ad-
ministration to provide information 
about participation from those indus-
tries but once again the Bush adminis-
tration refused to divulge any informa-
tion. Fortunately, the court denied the 
request, and last December the Vice 
President appealed that decision to the 
Supreme Court. 

So what does the Vice President do 
once he realizes the Supreme Court 
would be hearing the case? He goes 
duck hunting with one of the Supreme 
Court justices as a guest of an energy 
executive. The situation begs several 
questions. First, was the energy execu-
tive hosting the Vice President and 
Justice Scalia a member of the Energy 
Task Force? Second, was the Vice 
President attempting to use this trip 
to Louisiana as a way to persuade Jus-
tice Scalia that the documents being 
requested should remain secret under 
the cloak of executive privilege? And, 
third, how could either Vice President 
CHENEY or Justice Scalia think this 
trip to Louisiana for duck hunting, in 
which both flew to and from together 
on Air Force Two, would not look like 
a conflict of interest? 

Justice Scalia should have recused 
himself from this case, but Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY should have realized how 
this trip would appear to the American 
public. Think about this for a minute. 
Imagine that you are a plaintiff in a 
case and you learn that the defendant 
and the judge had vacationed together 
several months before. Would you ac-
cept that scenario? The Sierra Club 
asked Justice Scalia to recuse himself 
but Justice Scalia refused.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will please suspend. 

The Chair must remind all Members 
that remarks in debate may not engage 
in personalities towards the President 
or the Vice President. Policies may be 
addressed in critical terms, but per-
sonal references of an offensive, accus-
atory nature are not proper. 

The gentleman may proceed in order.
Mr. PALLONE. Thank you, Mr. 

Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker, I just hope the Cheney 

decision in this case is not another 5–4 
decision in which Justice Scalia is the 
deciding vote in favor of the Vice 
President. 

It is time for the Vice President to 
come forward with the list of partici-
pants on the Energy Task Force. What 
information is so damaging that the 
Vice President does not want to make 
it public? I think the time has come for 
both President Bush and Vice Presi-
dent CHENEY to lift the cloak of se-
crecy on its national energy plan and 
basically disclose what happened, who 
the participants were, and how and in 
what way they influenced the energy 
bill that came forward here in the 
House and is now in the other body. I 
think it is very wrong for them to con-
tinue to not provide this information, 
not disclose who was involved, and 
frankly have to go to the Supreme 
Court to try to make the Supreme 
Court say that that information should 
not be divulged. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 57 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SCHROCK) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 

Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 
Balance and scales belong to the 

Lord; all the weights used with them 
are of His making. 

Lord, with wisdom and power, direct 
the activities of this Congress. May the 
scales of equal justice always be the 
goal. With discretion and surety guide 
every decision, and may Members find 
balance in their personal lives. 

May truth never outweigh goodness. 
May desirable kindness never blind the 
truth. 

Help Your people know when to pray 
and how to act. 

Bless all conversations with patience 
and charity that all know when to 
speak and how to listen. 

In the end, all success and every 
judgment can be measured only by 
You. Whatever evaluating criteria or 
determining weight we use remains of 
Your making now and forever. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair has examined the Journal of the 

VerDate jul 14 2003 00:22 Apr 28, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K27AP7.006 H27PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2383April 27, 2004
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) come forward and lead 
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 328. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and honoring the United States 
Armed Forces and supporting the goals and 
objectives of a National Military Apprecia-
tion Month.

f 

NO RESPONSE FROM JUSTICE 
GINSBURG 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, last month 
a dozen of my colleagues and I sent a 
letter to a Supreme Court Justice. In 
the letter we questioned her ties to the 
NOW Legal Defense Fund. She speaks 
regularly to the group. There is a lec-
ture series named after her, and she 
has served on its board in the past; but 
she continues to hear cases argued be-
fore her in which the NOW Legal De-
fense Fund, which is now called Legal 
Momentum, files briefs. 

In January, she gave opening re-
marks for the fourth installment of her 
lecture series. Two weeks earlier, she 
took the legal defense’s side in a med-
ical screening case. 

Federal law requires recusal when a 
judge’s outside legal activities, ‘‘cast 
reasonable doubt on the capacity to de-
cide impartially any issue that may 
come before them.’’ This Justice has 
official ties to a group that partici-
pates in cases before the Court. That 
sounds like reasonable doubt to me. 
But this Justice has yet to respond to 
an official inquiry from Members of a 
co-equal branch of government. Profes-
sional courtesy warrants at least an 
acknowledgement that she received the 
letter, but not even that. 

Justice Ginsburg should acknowledge 
our concerns and recuse herself from 
cases involving any group with which 
she has official ties. 

f 

THE WAR ON TRUTH 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 

for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, the 
administration, aided and abetted by 
some Republicans, have launched an-
other undeclared war, this time a 
sneak attack on the truth. 

Republicans launched a sneak attack 
on Senator JOHN KERRY in this Cham-
ber with a blatant disregard for dig-
nity, heroism, and patriotism, or the 
facts. In so doing, Republicans have 
dishonored every American veteran 
and dishonored the people’s House. 

Republicans have staked out divisive 
new ground and every American ought 
to know it. Republicans have trampled 
patriotism, heroism, and the service of 
every American called to defend Amer-
ica. 

Senator JOHN KERRY is a decorated 
war hero. He did not get those Purple 
Hearts because they just hand them 
out. He was shot defending his country. 
He was not missing in action during 
the Vietnam War. The President was 
MWA, missing without action. 

These are the facts. 
f 

9/11 PANEL UNDER CLOUD 

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday I released a letter signed by 
75 Members of Congress to Commis-
sioner Jamie Gorelick. We have serious 
concerns about her impartiality as a 
member of the National Commission 
on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United 
States. 

Commissioner Gorelick never should 
have accepted the position in the first 
place. As Deputy Attorney General in 
the Clinton Justice Department, she 
cannot be objective, especially when 
their policies may have contributed to 
America’s vulnerability. 

If Commissioner Gorelick does not 
testify before the commission and re-
spond to our letter, then a cloud will 
hang over the commission that brings 
into question its independence and sup-
posed non-partisanship. 

f 

THE ECONOMY AND 
UNEMPLOYMENT 

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to urge my colleagues to support an ex-
tension of unemployment benefits. 
During the first 6 months of 2004, an es-
timated 83,000 workers in the L.A. and 
Long Beach metropolitan area will 
have exhausted their jobless benefits. 
We hear that jobs are coming, but the 
anxiety is there. Our workforce is wait-
ing to see where the jobs are. 

And in my district alone, I represent 
the San Gabriel Valley, unemployment 
rates remain high. In East Los Angeles 
and the city of South El Monte it has 

remained at over 10 percent for over 3 
years. In fact, the national Latino un-
employment rate is 7.4 percent, way 
above the national, 28 percent higher 
than it was just 3 years ago. 

And who do we have to thank? This 
administration. The unemployment 
rate is especially higher among Latino 
youth. It is about double. 

I am urging the President and my 
colleagues to support these young peo-
ple and help restore vital funding for 
job training and to extend unemploy-
ment benefits to the 2.9 million unem-
ployed workers in America.

f 

MEDICARE CHANGES ENCOURAGE 
LIFE-SAVING PREVENTATIVE 
CARE 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last year President Bush 
signed into law historic bipartisan leg-
islation that adds critically needed 
benefits to Medicare and solidifies the 
program for future generations. 

I have been traveling throughout the 
Second District of South Carolina to 
discuss these changes, and the seniors I 
talk to are enthusiastic to learn that 
for the first time Medicare will encour-
age preventative care. 

First and foremost, the new prescrip-
tion drug benefit will allow seniors to 
afford the medicine they need to pre-
vent disease. 

Yet, while the prescription drug ben-
efit has been widely publicized, many 
seniors are unaware of other important 
preventative measures now available 
to them. All newly enrolled bene-
ficiaries will be covered for physicals, 
cardiovascular-screening blood tests 
including cholesterol, and diabetes 
screening for at-risk beneficiaries. 
These benefits do not have deductibles 
or co-pays, to make sure there are no 
hurdles for seniors with limited re-
sources. 

These screenings will catch treat-
able, manageable conditions that oth-
erwise would result in senior health 
consequences, preventing a healthy and 
happy retirement. 

In conclusion, may God bless our 
troops, and we will never forget Sep-
tember 11. 

f 

MEDICAL LIABILITY REFORM 

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, it was 
13 months ago that we in this House 
passed meaningful medical liability re-
form. Our President, President Bush, 
has said that he will sign that legisla-
tion if we will just get it to him. And 
today it languishes on the other side of 
the Capitol. The Democratic candidate 
for President has already been on 
record as either voting ‘‘no’’ or has 
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