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member of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence. The gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) is now 
serving his seventh term in the Con-
gress of the United States. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Illinois (Speaker HASTERT) and the bi-
partisan delegation. The gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) serves in 
this body and is a Democrat; but he ran 
as an American, and he was supported 
by the American delegation, Repub-
licans and Democrats. And I want to 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. SMITH) for his leadership of our 
delegation, the chairman of the Organi-
zation of Security and Cooperation in 
Europe Commission here in the Con-
gress. 

The gentleman from Illinois (Speaker 
HASTERT), in his letter supporting the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS), said, ‘‘Never one to retreat 
from a challenge, Alcee Hastings pos-
sesses an instinctive ability to identify 
solutions and build common ground for 
their implementation.’’ 

It was that ability, that quality, that 
determination that the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) had which 
led to his overwhelming election. Gert 
Weisskirchen, in Germantown, who 
withdrew in favor of the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) this week, 
said to the Palm Beach Post that the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
represents the best of the United 
States. Now, Mr. Weisskirchen and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) 
have served together for almost a dec-
ade in the organization’s parliamen-
tary assembly, so his observations are 
well founded and based upon his experi-
ence. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS) will bring credit to our 
country, credit to our Congress, and 
credit to the Parliamentary Assembly. 
I will tell my colleagues that the 
United States has the privilege next 
year in July on our July 4 break of 
hosting the 55 nations that make up 
the Parliamentary Assembly. I know 
that all of us look forward to wel-
coming our colleagues from throughout 
Europe and Canada, the signatory 
states, with the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. HASTINGS) as the president of 
that organization to our Capitol city 
and showing them American hospi-
tality, while at the same time cement-
ing a relationship with our allies and 
raising very significant and important 
issues to international security, peace, 
and economic well-being. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for this 
time to honor our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), 
on this historic election as president of 
the Parliamentary Assembly of the 
OSCE. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PAUL addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to claim the time of the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

f 

OUTRAGEOUS RULING BY THE 
INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUS-
TICE 

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
dark day in the history of inter-
national law. Today, the International 
Court of Justice, at the request of the 
United Nations General Assembly, 
ruled, ‘‘The construction of the wall 
being built by Israel, the occupying 
power in the occupied Palestinian ter-
ritory, including in and around east Je-
rusalem and its associated regime, is 
contrary to international law.’’ 

With this extraordinarily biased deci-
sion, the International Court of Justice 
has become an international disgrace. 
This outrageous ruling confirms what 
many of us have feared, that opponents 
of Israel have overtaken the judicial 
process at the U.N.’s highest judicial 
court and have begun to use it for po-
litical aims on the world stage. 

Mr. Speaker, the referral of this issue 
itself was biased and prejudged Israel. 
The referral actually used contestable 
political language such as ‘‘occupied 
Palestinian territory’’ and referred to 
the Israeli security fence repeatedly as 
a wall. It is as if the court simply did 
a cut and paste of those terms and 
issued them in their ruling today, com-
pletely failing in their multipage rul-
ing to talk about context, namely 
years of brutal terrorism at the hands 
of Palestinian extremists against 
Israeli civilians. 

Mr. Speaker, it is crucial today that 
we make a pair of points that the 
International Court of Justice com-
pletely ignored. Number one, Israel’s 
security fence prevents terrorism; and, 
number two, the ICJ had no authority 
to hear this case. 

These two points, Mr. Speaker, are 
actually reflected in a resolution that I 
authored along with the gentlewoman 
from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) that has 
garnered nearly 163 co-sponsors, Repub-
licans and Democrats alike. The Pence- 
Berkley resolution resolves, in effect, 
that Congress supports the construc-
tion by Israel of a security fence to 
prevent Palestinian terrorist attacks; 
and, number two, that Congress con-
demns the decision by the UN General 
Assembly to request the Court of Jus-
tice to act. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise humbly today to 
say Congress would do well in the com-
ing days to act with all expeditious 
speed on this legislation, on this reso-

lution, and make a statement that 
America stands with Israel. 

I authored this resolution after my 
wife, Karen, and I toured Israel in Jan-
uary of this year. Seen in this photo-
graph, we are standing with Israeli de-
fense forces along the side of a chain- 
linked fence, which the International 
Court of Justice today repeatedly de-
scribed as a wall. A chain-linked fence 
that nevertheless has proven to be an 
effective tool in thwarting terrorist at-
tacks. 

In the north of Israel, where a sec-
tion of the fence has been completed, 
there has not been a single suicide at-
tack in more than 8 months. Before the 
first stage of the fence became oper-
ational in July of 2003, the average 
number of attacks was 8.6 per month. 
In the past 11 months, that figure has 
dropped dramatically to only 3.2 at-
tacks per month. 

In the 2 hours that we toured the se-
curity fence this day in January in 
Israel, the security officials traveling 
with us received in my presence three 
separate calls on their radios about at-
tempted terrorist incursions. In 2 
hours, three separate terrorist incur-
sions. These incursions, while they do 
not succeed but on an intermittent 
basis, the reality is that the attempts 
are a daily reality for Israelis. The 
truth is the Israeli Security Fence has 
prevented terrorism, and that was a 
fact completely lost on the Inter-
national Court of Justice. 

Also lost is that under international 
norms, the Israeli Supreme Court, just 
like if it was the United States Su-
preme Court and not the court in the 
Hague, has sole jurisdiction over this 
matter. In fact, the Israeli Supreme 
Court is an independent judiciary of a 
sovereign and democratic nation. Its 
rulings on the Israeli Security Fence 
has struck a fair balance between the 
rights of Israelis to live free from sui-
cide bombings and the right of Pal-
estinians to their economic well-being, 
and there is no legal basis for the court 
in the Hague to usurp its authority. 

So I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to urge 
this Congress to act on House Concur-
rent Resolution 371 that the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) and 
I introduced and enjoys 163 cosponsors 
and to act deliberately. Or if not on our 
resolution, that in the next several 
days to rise with one voice, Democrats 
and Republicans alike, to condemn this 
unjust decision by the International 
Court of Justice. 

I also challenge my colleagues, as we 
think about funding issues and re-
sources that will be spent in the direc-
tion of the United Nations, that we se-
riously reconsider any effort to direct 
U.S. taxpayer dollars to this inter-
national court, if I may say, of injus-
tice. 

Like so many million Americans I 
pray for the peace of Jerusalem and I 
stand with Israel, believing as those 
same millions do that He will bless 
those who bless her, He will curse those 
who curse her. 
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Let the voice of the American people 

be heard. Let us condemn this unjust 
and disgraceful decision by the Inter-
national Court of Justice. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take the 
Special Order time of the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

f 

THE REPUBLICAN MAJORITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it 
has been a bad week in Washington. 
Adding to their laundry list of legisla-
tive arm twisting, House Republicans 
yesterday once again bent democracy 
to fit their needs by holding a tradi-
tional 15-minute vote open for 38 min-
utes until they were able to change the 
outcome of the vote to their favor. 

It was not an isolated incident of ar-
rogant disregard for the political proc-
ess by Republican leadership in this 
Congress. It was an example yesterday 
of the ‘‘modern-day’’ Republican and 
their win-at-all-cost style of govern-
ance. Never before when the Democrats 
were in control or when Newt Gingrich 
was Speaker of the House, never before 
has this House of Representatives oper-
ated in such secrecy. 

At 2:54 a.m. on a Friday in March, 
2003, the House cut veterans’ benefits 
by three votes. At 2:39 a.m. on a Friday 
in April, the House slashed education 
and health care by five votes. At 1:56 
a.m. on a Friday in May, the House 
passed the tax cut bill, weighted espe-
cially towards millionaires, by a hand-
ful of votes. At 2:33 a.m. on a Friday in 
June, the House passed the Medicare 
privatization bill by one vote. At 12:57 
a.m. on a Friday in June, the House 
eviscerated Head Start by one vote. 
And then, after returning from summer 
recess, at 12:12 a.m. on a Friday in Oc-
tober, the House voted $87 billion for 
Iraq. Always in the middle of the night, 
always after the press had passed their 
deadlines, always after the American 
people had turned off the news and 
gone to bed. 

What did the public see? At best, 
Americans read a small story with a 
brief explanation of the bill and the 
vote count in the Saturday newspaper. 
And people here, the Republican lead-

ership, knows that Saturday is the 
least read newspaper of the week. 

What did the public miss? They did 
not see the House votes, which nor-
mally take 15, 17, sometimes 20 min-
utes, they did not see them dragging on 
for as long as one hour as members of 
the Republican leadership trolled for 
enough votes to cobble together a Re-
publican victory. They did not see GOP 
leaders stalking the floor for whoever 
was not in line. They did not see the 
gentleman from Illinois (Speaker 
HASTERT); they did not see the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), ma-
jority leader; they did not see the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), ma-
jority whip coerce enough Republican 
Members, arm-twisting them, berating 
them sometimes, threatening them 
sometimes, offering them things some-
times. They did not see them switching 
their votes to produce the desired re-
sults. In other words, they did not see 
the subversion of democracy. 

Then in November they did it again. 
The most sweeping changes in Medi-
care in its 38-year history were forced 
through the House at 5:55 on a Satur-
day morning. The debate started at 
midnight. The roll call began at 3 
o’clock late Friday night/early Satur-
day morning. Most of us voted with 
this plastic card that we were given 
within the 20 minutes allotted. Nor-
mally the Speaker would have gaveled 
the vote. The vote would be completed. 
But not this time because the bill was 
losing. 

By 4 a.m., the bill had been defeated, 
216 to 218. Still the Speaker refused to 
gavel the vote closed. Then the assault 
began. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Speaker HASTERT); the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY); the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT); the 
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS), the Committee on Ways and Means 
chairman; and the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN), the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce chairman, all 
searched the House floor for Repub-
lican Members to bully. 

I watched them surround the gen-
tleman from Cincinnati, Ohio (Mr. 
CHABOT), trying first a carrot, then a 
stick. He believes what he does. He re-
mained defiant. He showed his integ-
rity. Next they aimed at the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. SMITH), retiring 
congressman, and these are his words 
as I tell this story, whose son is run-
ning to succeed him. They promised 
support if he changed his vote to 
‘‘yes.’’ They promised $100,000 for his 
son’s campaign. They said if he refused, 
they threatened his son’s future. 

b 1645 

He stood his ground, again showing 
integrity and courage. 

Many of the two dozen Republicans 
who voted against the bill had fled the 
floor. One Republican headed into the 
Democratic cloakroom. I saw her there 
about 5:30. 

By 4:30, the browbeating had moved 
into the Republican cloakroom, out of 

sight of the C–SPAN cameras and out 
of sight of the insomniac public. Re-
publican leaders woke President Bush, 
a White House aide passed a cell phone 
from one recalcitrant Republican Mem-
ber to another. 

At 5:55, two hours and 55 minutes 
after the roll call had begun, twice as 
long, twice as long, as any roll call had 
ever taken in this House of Representa-
tives, two western Republicans 
emerged from the cloakroom. They 
walked down this aisle, ashen and 
cowed, to the front of the Chamber. 
They picked up cards on this table, 
they picked up a green card, they sur-
rendered their card to the Clerk, the 
Speaker gaveled the vote closed, and 
Medicare privatization passed. 

You can do a lot in the middle of the 
night, under the cover of darkness. 

That is what the Republicans did 
again this week. You wonder how they 
are going to violate democracy in the 
weeks ahead as we preach democracy 
in Iraq and around the world. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
OXLEY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. OXLEY addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ECONOMIC POLICIES OF CURRENT 
ADMINISTRATION WORKING 

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

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, each 
month the Joint Economic Committee 
has the opportunity to receive job 
growth data from the Labor Depart-
ment’s Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
This month, the JEC was pleased to re-
ceive good news; fortunately, good 
news of two kinds: First, many good 
paying jobs are being created in large 
numbers in the U.S. economy; and, sec-
ond, job growth continues at a rapid 
rate. 

The June payroll employment in-
creases pushed the total employment 
gains since August to 1.5 million jobs. 
According to the new data released a 
week ago by the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics, job growth continues today as 
the payroll employment increased by 
112,000 jobs in June. 

During the past few days, however, 
some have contended that most of the 
recent employment gains are in low 
wage jobs. Quite the contrary is true. 
Occupations that are relatively well 
paid accounted for over 70 percent of 
the net increases in employment be-
tween June of 2003 and June of 2004. 

Although this does not mean that all 
of the jobs that were created in these 
categories were high-paying, most of 
them were. The jobs in these occupa-
tional categories are generally highly 
paid. It does indicate that most of the 
recent employment gains have not 
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