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in September of last year, September 
2003, a constitutional amendment was 
passed in the State of Texas which al-
lowed this legislation to take effect. 

In Texas, Commissioner Montemayor 
had seen his number of liability insur-
ers, the number of companies that 
wrote insurance for physicians in 
Texas, decline from a high of 17 to a 
low of four; and Commissioner 
Montemayor correctly recognized that 
if that situation continued, medical 
practice as we know it was going to 
disappear from the State of Texas. 

Texas is a large State, and very dif-
ferent regions were affected dif-
ferently. The Rio Grande Valley was 
particularly hard hit, not necessarily 
in the dollar amounts that were award-
ed by juries in that region, but more so 
just by the sheer number of lawsuits. 
Most practitioners and physicians in 
that area could be expected to be sued 
three or four times a year, oftentimes 
for sums of money not exceeding 
$100,000, but still the time away from 
family and practice in defending those 
lawsuits and the wear and tear on a 
doctor’s soul was considerable in that 
portion of the State. 

Right before the constitutional 
amendment passed, there was a signifi-
cant increase in the filing of lawsuits 
in the State of Texas; but since the 
constitutional amendment passed, the 
number of suits has dropped precipi-
tously. 
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Commissioner Montemayor also 
pointed out to us that there are compa-
nies that are reducing their insurance 
rates to physicians in Texas as a result 
of this legislation, a constitutional 
amendment that was passed. And, in 
fact, Texas Medical Liability Trust, my 
old insurer of record, has reduced their 
rates by 12 percent this year. 

Another insurer who sought a rate 
increase and, in fact, had received a 
rate increase of over 100 percent in the 
State of Oklahoma and 39 percent in 
the State of Florida actually is going 
to receive no rate increase in the State 
of Texas this year. 

So it has been good news on not only 
the number of insurers that is avail-
able which has now increased to 12 but 
also the rates paid by hospitals and 
physicians in Texas has significantly 
reduced. 

Commissioner Montemayor told us 
that he thought hospitals had fared 
somewhat better than physicians in 
this new day that has dawned in the 
State of Texas. 

Dr. Cassidy, the emergency physician 
from California, was there in 1975 in 
California when the Medical Injury 
Compensation Reform Act of 1975 was 
passed in California by a Governor of 
California who was on the Democratic 
side, Jerry Brown, past candidate for 
president. 

But Dr. Cassidy related how the 
$250,000 cap on non-economic damages 
had stood the test of time, and in fact 
he had some rather graphic evidence 

showing how rates in that State had 
stayed relatively stable while rates 
across the country had exploded. 

Paul Bahcarach, the chief executive 
officer of Uniontown, Pennsylvania 
hospital where the situation has far 
from improved, in fact, the situation 
has deteriorated in Pennsylvania sig-
nificantly over the past years, told 
some rather poignant stories of the in-
ability to hire, to attract physicians to 
the State of Pennsylvania. He was not 
able to cover services that he wanted 
to provide; and, in fact, he told of a 
service area of 148,000 people that was 
serviced by one single ear, nose and 
throat physician. If I have done my 
arithmetic right, that is about one 
ENT doctor for 300,000 ears, which is a 
lot of ears to be responsible for in a 
community. 

Dr. Palmisano, the general surgeon 
from New Orleans who has been the 
past president of the American Medical 
Association, again spoke with a good 
deal of passion on what he saw as some 
of the solutions available to us. We will 
talk about this in nights to come. 

Dr. Palmisano gave excellent testi-
mony on how the doctors in this coun-
try are engaged and see this as a real 
problem, threatening to their profes-
sion. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
HARRIS). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

REPUBLICAN PLAN FOR AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. TIAHRT) is recognized for half 
the time until midnight as the designee 
of the majority leader. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, while 
the Nation has been watching the Pres-
idential campaign and the events in 
Iraq, the Republicans in the House 
have been moving forward with an 
agenda to bring jobs back into Amer-
ica. 

Now, we have seen a lot of economic 
success over the last year. Just as a re-
minder, back in 1999 we had the first 
hit to our then strong economy when 
we had the tech bubble burst. We had a 
lot of technical industries lose a great 
deal of value. The NASDAQ, which 
typically has tech companies as the 
companies that trade on that ex-
change, the value of that exchange 
dropped dramatically to less than half. 
So the tech bubble burst. 

Then in 2000 we had the beginning of 
the recession towards the end of the 
year. Technically, it started in the end 
of 2000 prior to President Bush being 
sworn into office. That had an impact 
on our economy. 

Then, of course, there was the events 
of September 11, when terrorists took 
our own technology and turned it into 
a weapon and attacked the Pentagon 
and Washington, D.C., and tore down 
the World Trade Center, killing nearly 
3,000 people. That had a dramatic im-
pact on our economy. 

It was not any policy of the Repub-
lican administration. It was not any 
policies that came out of the Repub-
lican House. It was events that oc-
curred, as I just discussed, beyond the 
circumstances of Congress. Those 
events, though, have turned around 
since we passed tax relief. 

Tax relief has been very beneficial to 
the American economy because people 
can only do one of three things when 
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they get a little money in their pocket 
through tax relief. 

Number one, they can spend it. When 
they spend money, that is a demand for 
goods. That means there are more 
goods being sold in the economy and a 
demand for more jobs. 

Number two, they can save the 
money. That makes money available 
for home mortgages. And, as we know, 
now we have the largest expansion of 
home sales we have ever had in our 
economy; and now minorities in Amer-
ica have a higher percentage of home 
ownership than ever before in the his-
tory of our Nation. If they save money, 
that is good for building homes. 

Third, they can invest money into 
the stock market, which is capital for 
companies to invest in their business 
to hire more people and invest in jobs. 

So after the President asked for tax 
relief and it was initiated in the House 
of Representatives and then passed to 
his desk for his signature, we started 
to see a turnaround in the United 
States economy. We have had 1.5 mil-
lion new jobs since last August. We 
have today more people working in 
America than ever before in our Na-
tion’s history, and the average salary 
for all workers in America is higher 
than it has ever been in the history of 
our country. 

So this has been very good for our 
economy to have tax relief, and we are 
starting to see the strength of our 
economy growing and blooming. And 
yet with all that good news, we can do 
better. We found out that there have 
been problems, barriers to bringing 
jobs into America. These barriers were 
not created in the boardrooms of Amer-
ica. They were not created by the CEOs 
of America or the managers or owners 
of small business, and it was not cre-
ated by the employees themselves, ei-
ther. 

These barriers have been created by 
Congress over the last generation. 
Good intentions found their way into 
regulations and laws that have hurt 
our economy and prevented us from 
bringing jobs back into America. So 
the House Republicans have devised a 
plan called Careers for the 21st Cen-
tury. That plan is a plan to remove the 
barriers that employees and small busi-
nessmen and employees, employers, 
both, face every day they go to work. 

We are going to try to remove those 
barriers. In fact, we have been very ac-
tive. As of today, we have passed 24 
pieces of legislation from the House of 
Representatives. We have started with 
taking these eight issues that are bar-
riers, divided into eight issues the bar-
riers, and then we took them a week at 
a time. 

We started out by addressing health 
care security. We passed legislation 
that will help reduce the cost of health 
care in America by some common- 
sense reforms. 

We then moved on to reduce the bu-
reaucratic red tape in America. We 
made significant progress. 

We then went on to life-long learning 
so we would have an experienced and 

well-trained workforce so when these 
jobs came to America we would have 
people to take those jobs. 

The next week we went on to energy 
self-sufficiency. It is very important 
and appropriate, because we are now 
facing close to $2 a gallon for gasoline, 
and we are having high cost for natural 
gas. It is time we change our energy 
policy so we can create about 7 or 
800,000 jobs in America, plus bring 
down the cost of energy, and that in 
turn will allow us to attract more jobs 
into America. So we passed energy self- 
sufficiency and security. 

We then moved on to spurring inno-
vation and talked about how important 
it is to have solid research and develop-
ment and how important it is to be in-
novative here in America. We have a 
long history of innovation that starts 
back during the Revolutionary War. 
The idea of the principles, the virtues, 
the values we have in this country en-
hance our ability to come up with good 
ideas and take those good ideas and put 
them into practice by manufacturing 
goods and selling those goods both here 
and overseas. It is these virtues and 
values we talked about and how we can 
continue to spur innovation through 
research and development. 

This week we dealt with trade fair-
ness and opportunity, very important 
issues as far as opening up new mar-
kets so that we can create more jobs by 
exporting. 

Then we will go on next week to tax 
relief and simplification. Tax relief is 
so important, but simplification is also 
important. It helps us do the job more 
quickly and not waste money on pre-
paring taxes. That money can be di-
verted to creating more jobs. 

We will then come back in September 
and deal with Indian lawsuit abuse. 

Going back to trade fairness and op-
portunity, why is it so important for us 
to address this issue? If you look at the 
recent history in this country, we have 
had lot of problems in opening up mar-
kets overseas. If you look at the trade 
agreements that we have had recently, 
it was during the Reagan administra-
tion that we finally got a free trade 
agreement with Israel back in 1985. 
Then we did not have any agreement 
until we finally got an agreement with 
Canada in 1988, again in the Reagan ad-
ministration. 

Then we moved on to Mexico in 
through the NAFTA agreement, and 
that was done in 1994 under the Clinton 
administration. And since then we 
have been able to get a free trade 
agreement with Jordan, with Singa-
pore, with Chili, and today we passed 
from the House an agreement for free 
trade between Australia and America. 

b 2310 

These types of agreements are very 
important because they open up mar-
kets for small companies. One of these 
success stories in America is a guy 
that lives in Wichita, Kansas. His name 
is Leon Trammel. Leon traveled 
around overseas and he saw a very real 

need and figured out a way to satisfy 
that need. 

Many of the countries import grain 
or export grain. That grain has to be 
taken off the ship and put into some 
kind of storage container or it would 
have to be taken out of a storage con-
tainer and put on to a ship. If it was an 
open conveyor belt to go between those 
two objects, the ship and the contain-
ment facility or the milling operation, 
if it was open to the environment, it 
was subject to environmental risk from 
rain and dust. It would be part of that, 
and he has figured out a way to convey 
grain or any other substance in a clean 
fashion by encasing these conveyor 
belts and using a century old principle 
of elevating these conveyor belts on a 
sheet of air. Much like you have on air 
hockey game that you can find at your 
local arcade. 

Well, Leon took that, put it into 
practical application, and he has been 
able to take that technology all over 
the globe. He has used it in Norway, 
China, in Asia, as well as in America, 
Canada and Mexico. So he has been 
able to benefit from these free trade 
agreements that we have set into 
place. 

Now, why is it important we have 
free trade agreements? Why does it 
mean something when we open up 
these markets? Here is a comparison of 
existing barriers on the sale of manu-
factured goods in foreign markets. 

If you look at America, our levels are 
about 4.3 percent as an average for in-
coming goods. We put a tariff on that, 
a tax. It helps us with our Federal 
budget, but it is a tax that comes in, 
and it is an opportunity for us to at-
tract goods and services into America. 

But if you compare that to other 
parts of the world, we have Pakistan 
that has nearly 50 percent tariff. Now, 
how are we going to be able to export 
goods into Pakistan when we have that 
big of a barrier to overcome in just the 
amount of money that goes towards 
paying fees to Pakistan? As a result, 
they have a very weak economy. They 
should change that and open up the 
goods for trading. 

Saudi Arabia has an almost 121⁄2 per-
cent tariff; Thailand near 15 percent. 
India has a 32 percent tariff. Their 
economies suffer from that, and it 
keeps us from exporting goods and 
services to them. It is important we ne-
gotiate these trade agreements so we 
can have lower trade fees for exports, 
and that allows us to more easily ac-
cess their markets. 

When they can open up the markets, 
as in South Korea, which has about 71⁄2 
percent, we can have people in small 
companies around the United States 
that can then trade with these coun-
tries. 

There is a small company in Wichita, 
Kansas, called LP Technologies, Incor-
porated. The president is Samuel Lee. 
It is just a small company of eight em-
ployees, but their markets are Taiwan 
and Korea. They sell measuring and 
monitoring equipment for the commu-
nications industry. Their sales last 
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year were $1.8 million. Now, it does not 
seem like a lot in the scheme of things, 
but when you realize that four out of 
five jobs in Kansas are small employers 
like this, being able to start a whole 
lot of these small businesses is very 
good for our economy. It puts people to 
work and allows them to have their 
dreams come true and export agree-
ments, free trade agreements are the 
things that open up that kind of a mar-
ket. 

Now what happens when you do not 
have a free trade opportunity? A good 
example is Creekstone Farm Premium 
Beef in Arkansas City. Now, 
Creekstone used to export meat to 
Japan and to South Korea, and then we 
had a cow come in from Canada that 
had BSE or mad cow disease. We were 
able to isolate that cow and it did not 
get into our meat markets, and we now 
have had measures put in place in Can-
ada so that they can prevent this from 
happening again, but America has the 
safest meat supply in the world. There 
is no problem there, but yet Japan and 
South Korea were worried about it so 
they have closed their export markets. 

What that meant to Creekstone is 
they have already laid off about 60 peo-
ple. The 750 employees that are there 
now are cut back from a 5-day work 
week to a 4-day work week. We are try-
ing to open up the markets by allowing 
some voluntary screening. That is 
being blocked by USDA right now, but 
as an example of closing markets, it 
means that we close down jobs in 
America. By opening up markets, we 
are going to open up jobs in America. 
So Creekstone is currently suffering 
from that. We are in the process of try-
ing to change that environment. 

Another success story, though, is a 
couple of Americans who came over 
from China as a result of the 
Tiananmen Square incident. Both of 
them have some experience in aero-
space parts manufacturing, and they 
have some contacts in China through 
their families, but the company’s name 
is Mid-American Supply Corporation 
and Tom Tian is the president. 

They are a wholesaler of aircraft 
parts to the Chinese aircraft industry. 
They export to China. They exported 
$2.4 million worth of goods in fiscal 
year 2000. They came about with this 
idea that took advantage of open mar-
kets in China, and they went over 
there and created a company, and now 
they are very successful. It is another 
successful small business. These types 
of small businesses are very important 
for our economy. 

Trade correctly spurs the economy, 
and it creates jobs by expanding mar-
kets for American business. We know 
all too well that economic and market 
changes brought about by trade do dis-
place workers from specific jobs, but 
rather than turn to a trade barrier, 
which only slows our economy and 
leads to lower productivity and living 
standards, we are committed as House 
Republicans to preparing American 
workers for changes in ensuring higher 

paying and higher quality jobs for 
them by embracing free and fair trade 
opportunities. 

We have had some people who have 
resisted change, trying to cling on to 
old jobs in America, and instead of 
looking forward, they sort of look 
backward. I think a good example is 
the railroad. 

United Transportation Union was 
very hesitant to release firemen from 
off the engine on the railroad, the en-
gines that pull the freight cars. If you 
think about it, we had firemen that 
were initially put on the engines of 
railroads so that they could shovel the 
coal into a furnace which then heated 
the water. That created steam which 
propelled the engine and pulled the 
cars down the track. Well, when they 
went from those old coal-burning en-
gines and wood-burning engines that 
created steam and they went to a die-
sel engine that created electricity by 
turning a generator, which is what it 
works like today, there was no longer a 
need for somebody to shovel coal or 
throw wood into a furnace, but yet 
they insisted on keeping firemen on 
the engine, riding on the front of the 
train, and there was no need for it. 

So years and years went by, even dec-
ades, and my brother-in-law works on 
the railroad now. He is a conductor on 
the railroad, and when he first started 
they still had firemen. Then they let 
the firemen go because there was no 
need for them. It was an inefficient job. 
Those guys have gone out, many of 
them have been retrained, and they are 
off learning new jobs and becoming 
more productive in America with pro-
ductive jobs. 

So we cannot look backwards. We 
need to make sure that we continue 
our productivity. 

One way of ensuring it is to ensure 
that we have open trade agreements so 
that we will become more efficient, 
that we will prepare our work force for 
new technologies and we will be inno-
vative and move forward. 

The trade possibilities are endless. As 
President Bush said, look at it this 
way, America’s got 5 percent of the 
world’s population. That means that 95 
percent of the potential customers are 
in other countries. Even if a great level 
of protectionism were implemented, 
low-tech jobs would still be replaced by 
technology or shifted to lower wage lo-
cations and overtime. 

I think another good example is our 
agriculture environment here in Amer-
ica. If you go back to when I was just 
a young kid out on a farm, we had 
probably six families that were farm-
ing the ground that my grandfather 
owned. If you take those six families 
and look at them over the years, they 
gradually moved on to other things. 
My grandfather, and then later on my 
father, bought larger and larger equip-
ment. They became more and more 
productive. Their crop yields increased, 
and yet their expense costs for labor 
went down. 

b 2320 
So they went from having horses 

being involved in the agricultural proc-
ess to having huge tractors that pulled 
eight-row and larger equipment. Well, 
the American farmer has become more 
and more productive and that produc-
tivity has ensured lower food costs. In 
fact, in America, we pay the lowest 
percentage of our income on food of 
any of our trading partners in the 
world. So it is very important that we 
continue to move forward with produc-
tivity as a way of having a strong econ-
omy. 

There has been a lot of study on this 
issue, people who have looked into this 
and saw what impact there would be if 
we did not have trade, what impact 
there would be if we had more trade, 
and how important it is for us to open 
new markets. Ana Isabel Erias, from 
the Heritage Foundation, said, ‘‘Goods 
and services flowing across borders fos-
ter new ideas and allow U.S. producers 
to learn about the markets from the 
failure and success of trading products. 
As they learn more, they are able to in-
novate and remain competitive.’’ 

That is part of why America needs to 
support free trade, because it moves us 
forward. It does not collapse around us, 
but it moves us forward. The Heritage 
Foundation went on to say, ‘‘Free 
trade allows the U.S. to specialize in 
goods and services that American 
workers produce more efficiently than 
the rest of the world, and at the same 
time free trade allows domestic pro-
ducers to shop around the world for the 
least expensive inputs they can use for 
their production, which in turn allows 
them to keep their cost of production 
down, without sacrificing quality.’’ 

So I think it is very important that 
we keep this concept of free trade mov-
ing forward. We have other countries 
that we need to open up markets in, 
and especially for our agricultural 
community, especially for aerospace 
products, and especially for these new 
technologies we are currently devel-
oping. It is important because that 
brings jobs into the country. 

I have another chart that I want to 
move on to. This one talks about a geo-
graphic distribution of U.S. exports 
and imports from 1990 to 2002. Now, if 
we look at the top part of these, it 
looks like an eye test. The group of 
countries here, Canada, the European 
Union, Japan, and other advanced 
economies, in 1990 they used to make 
about 63.1 percent of our total exports. 
Today, or in 2002, that dropped slightly 
to 57.6 percent of our exports. On im-
ports, the advanced economies consist 
of 58.7 percent of imports in 1990. By 
2002, that dropped six points to 57.2. 

But when we look at the developing 
countries, in 1990, that only consisted 
of 19.9 percent of our exports. By 2002, 
that had grown to 37 percent. Imports 
in 1990 from the developing countries 
was 36.1 percent. That has grown to 41.7 
percent. So that is a very good indica-
tion of why we need to open up mar-
kets in developing countries and why 
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we need to look at some of these coun-
tries that have these high trade bar-
riers and to negotiate those down to 
where they are closer to where ours 
are. That will help us export goods and 
develop new markets and bring jobs 
into America. 

The four pieces of legislation that 
were included in this week’s trade and 
fairness opportunity block of bills con-
sisted of H.R. 4759, which was the 
United States-Australia Free Trade 
Agreement Implementation Act. That 
is going to allow us to open up markets 
in Australia and allow us to compete 
with agricultural goods and airplanes, 
like those airplanes made in Wichita, 
Kansas, the air capital of the world. It 
will be good for our economy. 

We also passed H.R. 3463, which was 
the State Unemployment Tax Act 
Dumping Prevention Act. That allowed 
us to watch these companies that are 
trying to avoid State unemployment 
tax and bring them back in. This 
makes this unemployment tax system 
fairer to the other employers in the 
State and fairer to the employees who 
may have to suffer some unemploy-
ment at some time while they are 
being retrained. It brings these em-
ployers into line with other companies 
that they are competing with. 

Then we passed H. Res. 705, urging 
the President to resolve the disparate 
treatment of direct and indirect taxes 
presently provided by the World Trade 
Organization. 

And the last one we passed was H. 
Res. 576, urging the government of the 
People’s Republic of China to improve 
its protection of intellectual property 
rights. 

As we all know, the intellectual prop-
erty rights have been greatly violated 
in China. We want them to crack down 
on that because it means that our de-
veloping ideas, our art, our books, our 
pharmaceutical advancements are pro-
tected by patents, and we want them to 
acknowledge that. 

So these four bills have been added to 
the 20 bills we passed before with pre-
vious legislation in the eight cat-
egories. We have passed the first five 
categories, that included 20 bills, and 

these four add to that to make a total 
of 24. 

Again, we started out with health 
care security, under the eight issues 
that are contained in the Careers For A 
21st Century in America. We helped 
lower the cost of health care in Amer-
ica to make ourselves more competi-
tive. Then we addressed bureaucratic 
red tape termination to cut down the 
bulk of paperwork that we have here 
that prevents us from expanding our 
economy. We then went on to lifelong 
learning so that we would have a 
trained workforce for these new jobs. 
We then dealt with energy self-suffi-
ciency and security. 

We moved on the following week to 
spurring innovation through research 
and development. This week, we dealt 
with trade fairness and opportunity. 
Next week we will be on tax relief and 
simplification. And then, in Sep-
tember, we are going to address the 
issue of ending lawsuit abuse. 

These issues are barriers to bringing 
jobs back into America. Congress cre-
ated this environment and the Con-
gress is addressing that environment, 
changing it so that we can open mar-
kets, so that we can bring back work-
ers into America and have a stronger 
economy. This will mean that our kids 
and our grandkids will have the oppor-
tunity to start the businesses they 
want to start or get the jobs that they 
want. 

It has been a good program that we 
have dealt with here on the floor of the 
House. We hope that we can get it to 
the President’s desk for signature, all 
24 of these bills. We will continue this 
effort until we find the relief that is 
necessary to bring more jobs back into 
America. 

We have heard a lot of people com-
plain about outsourcing of American 
jobs. The problems that they are facing 
that cause outsourcing are these eight 
issues that Congress has created, and it 
is time we change that environment. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 

Mr. KIND (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of attend-
ing a funeral. 

Mr. RANGEL (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of attend-
ing a funeral. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. NORTON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. TIAHRT) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. KING of Iowa, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. COX, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, July 15. 
Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, July 19. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, July 15, 2004, at 10 
a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for speaker-authorized official travel during the 
first quarter of 2003, the first quarter of 2004 and the second quarter of 2004, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 4 AND MAR. 31, 2004 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Trent Franks .................................................... 1 /4 1 /6 Iraq/Jordan ............................................ .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... 467.00 .................... 467.00 
Bradley Knox ............................................................ 1 /21 1 /25 Hungary ................................................ .................... 840.50 .................... (3) .................... 4 178.20 .................... 662.30 
Adam Magary .......................................................... 1 /21 1 /25 Hungary ................................................ .................... 840.50 .................... (3) .................... 4 178.20 .................... 662.30 
Matthew Szymanski ................................................. 2 /14 2 /22 China .................................................... .................... 1,314.00 .................... 5,631.00 .................... 4 623.00 .................... 6,945.00 
Ian Deason .............................................................. 2 /14 2 /22 China .................................................... .................... 1,910.00 .................... 5,631.00 .................... 4 27.00 .................... 7,541.00 
Adam Magary .......................................................... 2 /14 2 /22 China .................................................... .................... 1,865.00 .................... 5,631.00 .................... 4 73.00 .................... 7,496.00 
Hon. Chris Chocola .................................................. 2 /29 3 /3 Libya ..................................................... .................... 539.00 .................... (3) .................... 4 360.00 .................... 539.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 24,312.60 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
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