
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E315 
44 YEARS LATER, THE PEACE 

CORPS CONTINUES TO FULFILL 
ITS MISSION 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, the American people are compassionate, 
generous and eager to help improve the lives 
of others less fortunate than them. Today I’m 
honored to recognize the Peace Corps, an or-
ganization that provides Americans with an 
opportunity to promote peace and friendship 
throughout the world. 

Since 1961, over 178,000 Peace Corps Vol-
unteers have served in 138 countries. They 
offer their time and talents by serving as 
teachers, business advisors, information tech-
nology consultants, health and HIV/AIDS edu-
cators, and youth and agricultural workers. 
Their efforts are spreading hope and goodwill, 
and they are making a positive difference in 
the lives of millions of people. 

In 2002, President Bush challenged Ameri-
cans to contribute two years or 4,000 hours of 
service to their community, the Nation or the 
world. I am proud of the eleven volunteers 
from South Carolina’s Second district who an-
swered the President’s call to service by join-
ing the Peace Corps: Lindsey Bach, Amanda 
Bell, Catherine Chesnutt, Jennifer Emmert, 
Kimberly Hardee, Lydia Lester, Hedda 
McLendon, Rachelle Olden, Roscoe Oswald, 
Ashlee Painter and Kiva Wilson. Their willing-
ness to serve is extraordinary. They follow a 
tradition of service established by Warner 
Montgomery of Columbia who was South 
Carolina’s first Peace Corps volunteer. 

I congratulate the Peace Corps on its 44th 
anniversary. 
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BILL TO NAME FEDERAL COURT-
HOUSE ANNEX AFTER JUDGE 
WILLIAM B. BRYANT 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill has an 
unusual origin. The Chief Judge of the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Columbia, for 
himself and the members of the trial court, vis-
ited my office to request that the annex under 
construction for the E. Barrett Prettyman Fed-
eral Building be named for senior U.S. District 
Court Judge William B. Bryant. Judge Bryant 
was unaware of the desires and actions of his 
colleagues, who unanimously agreed to re-
quest that the annex be named for the judge. 
It is rare that Congress names a courthouse 
or an annex for a judge who has served in 
that court and even more rare for a judge who 
is still sitting. However, I am grateful that the 
House understood the unique importance of 
Judge Bryant and passed the bill last year. 
Unfortunately, the bill was stopped in com-

mittee in the Senate because of the reluctance 
to name a building for a seated judge. How-
ever, because Judge Bryant richly and unique-
ly deserves this honor, I have added a section 
declaring the effective date to be when the 
judge no longer holds the position. We must 
pursue this compromise to get the bill through 
the Senate. We will celebrate this remarkable 
historic judge and invite him to witness the 
honor when the bill passes. 

Judge Bryant’s colleagues, who know his 
work and his temperament best, have found a 
particularly appropriate way for our city and 
our country to celebrate the life and accom-
plishments of a great judge. I know Judge Bry-
ant personally, I know his reputation in this 
city, and in the law profession. I know that the 
request to name the annex for Judge Bryant 
reflects deep respect for his unusually distin-
guished life at the bar. 

Judge Bryant began his career in private 
practice in the segregated Washington of the 
1940s and 50s, when African American law-
yers were barred from membership in the Dis-
trict of Columbia Bar Association and from 
using the bar law library. He established his 
legal reputation as a partner in the legendary 
African-American law firm of Houston, Bryant 
and Gardner and taught at Howard University 
Law School. His reputation as an extraor-
dinary trial lawyer led to his appointment as 
the first black assistant U.S. Attorney for the 
District of Columbia. He rose to become the 
first African American to serve as Chief Judge 
of the U.S. District Court whose members now 
ask that the annex be named for Judge Bry-
ant. 

Particularly for his representation of criminal 
defendants, Judge Bryant was admired as one 
of the city’s best and most respected lawyers. 
Among his many notable cases is the land-
mark Mallory v. United States, 354 U.S. 449 
(1957), where the Supreme Court ruled that 
an arrested person must be promptly brought 
before a judicial officer. 

Judge Bryant graduated from D.C. public 
schools, Howard University and Howard Law 
School, where he was first in his class. After 
graduation, Judge Bryant served as chief re-
search assistant to Dr. Ralphe Bunche when 
Bunche worked with Gunnar Myrdal, the fa-
mous Swedish economist, in his studies of 
American racial issues. Judge Bryant served 
in the U.S. Army during World War II and was 
honorably discharged as a Lieutenant Colonel 
in 1947. Judge Bryant, who is 93, took senior 
status in 1982. He raised a family but, as 
Chief Judge Thomas Hogan wrote, ‘‘lost his 
beloved wife, Astaire and now lives alone— 
with this court and the law as the center of his 
life.’’ 

This unusual request from all the judges of 
the court gives our bill great credibility. I am 
grateful to the judges of our U.S. District Court 
here for their thoughtful proposal that honors 
a Washingtonian of historic proportions. I very 
much appreciate the many efforts of Senator 
PATRICK LEAHY to get the bill through the Sen-
ate last year and for agreeing once again to 
be the lead sponsor of this bill. The residents 
of this city, the court that Judge Bryant has 
served so well, and the members of the bar 
here join me in our hope to get the bill passed 
this year. 

COMMEMORATING WORLD WAR II 
SERVICE OF MONTFORD POINT 
MARINES 

HON. LANE EVANS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure 
to introduce today a resolution along with Rep-
resentative CORRINE BROWN to commemorate 
the World War II service of the Montford Point 
Marines. 

On May 25, 1942, the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps issued instructions to begin re-
cruiting African-Americans for service in World 
War II. These recruits were placed in a seg-
regated training camp; a portion of Camp 
Lejeune in North Carolina called Montford 
Point. Those segregated soldiers came to be 
known as the Montford Point Marines. They 
endured racial discrimination and harassment 
during their training. 

The Montford Point Marines served with 
honor and distinction in the Pacific theater, as-
sisting in the liberation and defense of the 
Ellice Islands, Eniwetok Atoll, the Marshall Is-
lands, Kwajalein Atoll, Iwo Jima, Peleliu, the 
Mariana Islands, Saipan, Tinian, Guam and 
Okinawa. 

Their courage, commitment and heroism 
drew commendations from fellow soldiers, offi-
cers, the Navy as a whole and journalists such 
as Time Magazine’s correspondent Robert 
Sherrod, who wrote that the African-American 
forces deserved the Navy’s highest possible 
combat rating. 

The Montford Point Marines represent the 
highest standard of the Marine Corps and their 
sacrifice and endurance paved the way for fu-
ture generations of Marines. I believe that it is 
time that Congress recognizes their achieve-
ments and commends their proud service in 
the face of racial discrimination. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, due to reasons 
beyond my control, I was unable to vote Feb-
ruary 14 through February 18 of this year. I 
would like the RECORD to reflect how I would 
have voted on the following votes. 

On rollcall vote No. 32 I would have voted 
‘‘yea,’’ on rollcall vote No. 33 I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’, on rollcall vote No. 34 I would 
have voted ‘‘no,’’ on rollcall vote No. 35 I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’, on rollcall vote No. 
36 I would have voted ‘‘yea,’’ on rollcall vote 
No. 37 I would have voted ‘‘yea,’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 38 I would have voted ‘‘no,’’ on roll-
call vote No. 39 I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 
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RECOGNIZING RICHARD JAMES 

BUTLER ON HIS 73RD BIRTHDAY 

HON. STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. I rise today to join the 
many friends of Richard James Butler in rec-
ognition of his life and the commemoration of 
his 73rd birthday. His many years of dedica-
tion to his family, community, and service in 
the United States Army and the United States 
Postal Service are praiseworthy. 

Richard James Butler was born in Cleve-
land, Ohio on March 6 in of the year 1932 to 
Samuel Butler and Gladys Butler. The third of 
eight brothers and sisters, he attended and 
graduated from East Technical High School 
where he was a standout on the track team. 
In 1952, the year after his graduation, showing 
a strong sense of duty to his country, Richard 
enlisted in the United States Army and served 
in the Korean War. He was injured in the line 
of duty in the Battle of Pork Chop Hill in 1953. 
For his courage, bravery, and valor, Richard 
was awarded a Purple Heart. 

In 1955, Richard married the object of his 
affection, Ruth Washington. A man of self-reli-
ance, he undertook in architecture while still 
employed at the United State Postal Service. 
He contributed to the design and building of 
the homes in which he and his beloved Ruth 
raised their three children: Michael, Marcus, 
and Marla. 

While an employee of the United States 
Postal Service, Richard was very active in the 
American Postal Worker’s Union serving var-
ious offices, including that of Union President. 
He was also elected to the position of National 
Business Agent, representing union members 
in individual disputes with the Postal Service. 
After retiring from the Postal Service in 1990, 
Richard continued his work as a National 
Business Agent until his passing on the morn-
ing of July 5, 2002. 

He was known as a strong provider, teach-
er, protector and friend with a smile regarded 
as one of the warmest. Though we will be 
greatly missed, his tenacious spirit and 
untiring love will remain an inspiration to us 
all. 

On behalf of the Congress of the United 
States and citizens of the 11th Congressional 
District of Ohio, I join in the celebration of life 
of Richard James Butler. 
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PRODUCT SAFETY NOTIFICATION 
AND RECALL EFFECTIVENESS 
ACT OF 2005 

HON. JAMES P. MORAN 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, every 
year approximately 300 recalls of potentially 
hazardous and dangerous consumer products 
are conducted by the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission. Tragically, many of our con-
stituents are never aware that a product in 
their home has been recalled due to safety 
concerns. In recent years more than 11 million 
potentially injurious products were on the mar-
ket including baby cribs, strollers, and chil-

dren’s toys. The return rate for these recalled 
products is less than 20 percent. That means 
over 8 million life-threatening products are in 
homes across the Nation. 

The main reason the return rate is low is 
that manufacturers do not have a proper sys-
tem in place to notify consumers when their 
product has a defect. This is why I am intro-
ducing the Product Safety Notification and Re-
call Effectiveness Act of 2005. 

This legislation requires manufacturers to in-
clude a product registration card or offer on-
line product registration for every juvenile 
product, small household appliance or other 
product the Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission deems necessary. These registration 
cards may not include any marketing informa-
tion which is often a turn-off for consumers. 
The only use for these cards and the on-line 
registration is to create a database of nec-
essary information to contact consumers di-
rectly in the event of a product recall. 

The Product Safety Notification and Recall 
Effectiveness Act of 2005 will help protect chil-
dren and families. In 1993, the National High-
way Transportation and Safety Administration, 
NHTSA, introduced a mandatory registration 
card program for child safety seats similar to 
what this legislation proposes. A study pub-
lished regarding this program, found that the 
registration program resulted in nine times 
more child safety seats being registered. An 
increase of 56 percent more seats were 
brought in for repair. These registration cards 
are helping to save lives. 

This legislation has been endorsed by the 
Consumer Federation, Consumer Union and 
several other consumer and safety advocacy 
groups. They know that something needs to 
be done to help protect everyone from poten-
tially hazardous items. 

I look forward to working with my colleagues 
to pass this important legislation. We have a 
responsibility to ensure that every family and 
every person in our congressional districts are 
aware of any recall to help improve their safe-
ty. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE RECENT 
UNITED STATES-JAPAN JOINT 
STATEMENT ON TAIWAN 

HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, in the most 
significant alteration since 1996 to the United 
States-Japan Security Alliance, the United 
States and Japan listed in a joint statement on 
February 19 the peaceful resolution of the Tai-
wan Strait issue as a ‘‘common strategic ob-
jective.’’ 

It goes without saying that Taiwan wel-
comed the move; China on the other hand re-
sponded in an irate fashion. 

The joint statement comes at a time when 
China’s continued refusal to renounce the use 
of force against Taiwan is already highlighted 
by China’s announcement 2 months ago that 
it will enact its so-called ‘‘Anti-Secession Law’’ 
in the beginning of March—a law which may 
be used to justify a military attack on Taiwan 
if Taiwan formally declares independence. 

Additionally, China published a Defense Pol-
icy White Paper in which it threatened to 

‘‘crush’’ Taiwan if the island declares inde-
pendence, and in which it states that it is the 
‘‘sacred responsibility’’ of the PRC army to 
stop Taiwan from ‘‘splitting the country.’’ 

The ‘‘Taiwan Relations Act,’’ which has reg-
ulated the United States-Taiwan relationship 
since 1979, specifically states that the United 
States decision to establish diplomatic rela-
tions with China in 1979 rests upon the expec-
tation that the future of Taiwan will be deter-
mined by peaceful means; and that the United 
States considers any effort to determine the 
future of Taiwan by other than peaceful means 
a threat to the peace and security of the West-
ern Pacific area and of grave concern to the 
United States. 

This ‘‘Anti-Secession Law’’ is a threat to the 
peace and security of the Western Pacific, and 
therefore of grave concern to the United 
States. I believe it is crucial that we and Japan 
publicly oppose China’s Anti-Secession Law 
and its Defense White Paper, for these con-
stitute an extremely aggressive move against 
Taiwan. 

Mr. Speaker, United States policy must re-
main clear that nobody but the people of Tai-
wan has the right to determine the future of 
Taiwan. I ask that my colleagues join me in 
applauding the recent joint statement by the 
United States and Japan, and reaffirming our 
continued support for the people of Taiwan. 
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EXPRESSING CONCERN OVER CHI-
NA’S INTRODUCTION OF AN 
ANTI-SECESSION LAW 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 1, 2005 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in 
mid January China and Taiwan agreed to 
allow direct flights between the Chinese main-
land and Taiwan during this year’s Lunar New 
Year holidays. This agreement was consid-
ered to be a small but important step toward 
a peaceful, diplomatic resolution. In this vein, 
it is important that the United States continue 
to lend help to maintain the crucial balance in 
relations between China and Taiwan. 

In December 2004, China unveiled its plan 
to introduce legislation that, under certain cir-
cumstances, would permit China to legally 
take military action against Taiwan. Chinese 
officials claimed the measure was defensive in 
nature, and that it was in response to radical 
pro-independence forces in Taiwan that have 
reached the point of no return. Critics, how-
ever, speculate the hard line Taiwanese inde-
pendence movement that China laments gets 
much of its oxygen from China’s 
confrontational fervor. Additionally, Beijing de-
nied charges of unilaterally changing the sta-
tus quo and underscored the measure as an 
‘‘anti-secession law’’, as opposed to a ‘‘unifica-
tion law’’. 

Ironically, Beijing’s move seems to be 
breeding a popular clamor within Taiwan 
spawning a reactionary law in retaliation. Tai-
pei has already begun drafting an ‘‘anti-annex-
ation’’ law, which will likely include an imme-
diate declaration of formal independence and 
mandate a referendum on any move by China 
to change the status quo. This type of back- 
and-forth exchange has the potential to yield 
grim ramifications on the vision of a peaceful 
diplomatic resolve. 
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