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half-century of service to St. Mark’s School of 
Texas. I am proud to represent St. Mark’s 
School of Texas in the 32nd Congressional 
District of Texas, and join my colleagues in 
honoring this historic achievement by Arthur 
Douglas. 

Arthur Douglas was born in the Yorkshire 
town of Bradford in 1916. As a boy, he kept 
birds and developed his artistic skills. In 1932, 
Arthur won a national scholarship and matricu-
lated to the Bradford College of Art and Crafts, 
from which he graduated in 1937. After Brad-
ford, Arthur taught at the Leeds College of Art 
and Drawing and the Shipley School of Art 
(1937–1940), Avoncraft College (1940–1946), 
the Dudley Grammar School (1946–1949), 
and Victoria College on the Isle of Jersey 
(1949–1955). 

In 1955, Arthur followed Victoria College 
colleagues D.G. Thomas and Norman Blake to 
join the St. Mark’s faculty. He taught six days 
a week, instructing students in art, Spanish, 
English literature, and handwriting (then a re-
quired course through sophomore year). With-
in 3 years, Arthur transferred to the Science 
Department where he taught 1st through 8th 
grade science on the second floor of Davis 
Hall. By 1960, a new science center was built 
with a greenhouse designed by the noted ar-
chitect, O’Neil Ford. While attractive, it was a 
horticultural disaster and Arthur became a key 
member of the team responsible for designing 
a new Greenhouse containing a room of 
bromeliads and succulents, a tropical room, 
and a room specifically for cacti. In 1963, Ar-
thur devoted much of his time to seventh 
grade life science, a course he would teach 
for the next 2 decades. 

Cecil Green, who was President of the 
Board, admired Arthur’s work and asked him 
to design the planting for the Math/Science 
courtyard. He used part of his own collection 
to illustrate the four natural growing areas of 
Texas. In 1969 Arthur developed and imple-
mented plans for the Aviary. For his vast 
knowledge in the natural sciences, P.O’B. 
Montgomery, Jr. ’38 appointed him ‘‘Curator of 
Living Materials,’’ a title he holds to this day. 

The Class of 1972 honored Arthur by dedi-
cating the Marksmen to him. As they wrote, 
‘‘Mr. Douglas is a unique man at St. Mark’s. 
Nowhere in our community is there to be 
found an individual as involved with the stu-
dents, as humorous, and at the same time, as 
scholarly. . . . he is a fine and outstanding in-
dividual.’’ 

Without seeking it, Arthur’s knowledge of or-
nithology and the natural sciences made him 
internationally renowned. From the 1960’s 
through the 1980’s, he wrote articles and reg-
ularly appearing columns for the English 
weekly magazine Cage and Aviary Birds. He 
wrote and illustrated articles for The Canary & 
Finch Journal and The Journal of Yorkshire 
Cactus Society. For his research on the artifi-
cial feeding of insectivorous birds in captivity, 
he was elected a Fellow of the London Zoo-
logical Society in 1969. Arthur has written nu-
merous articles and translated Seventeenth 
century ornithological works into English from 
Italian and French. In 1978 he was invited to 
make a presentation at the 1st International 
Symposium on Birds in Captivity. Arthur con-
tinues to catalog and illustrate birds and is 
currently on his fourth volume of compilations. 
He has been a member of the Avicultural So-
ciety, the Royal Horticultural Society, the Ari-
zona Native Flora Society, and the Audubon 
Society. 

In 1963 Arthur met Alice Taliaferro, a sub-
stitute teacher at St. Mark’s. They married in 
1965 and he helped raise her two children 
Alan Douglas of Dallas and Anne Poole of 
Muenster. Alice died in 2000 after 35 years of 
marriage. 

He retired from teaching in 1982, but Arthur 
continues to be an important member of the 
St. Mark’s faculty. He takes care of and gives 
tours of the Greenhouse and Aviary, instruct-
ing boys on the wonders of the natural world. 
Faculty and students alike appreciate Arthur’s 
encyclopedic knowledge, English wit, and con-
siderable charm. For 50 years, Arthur Douglas 
has embodied St. Mark’s commitment to the 
pursuit of excellence and has taught by exam-
ple what it means to be an inspiring teacher, 
a caring mentor, a true gentleman, and a 
great friend.
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Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the recent speech that my good 
friend and colleague from Connecticut, Con-
gresswoman ROSA DELAURO, gave at George-
town University on April 19, 2005. Representa-
tive DELAURO plainly and passionately con-
veyed her opposition to privatizing Social Se-
curity. Moreover, Representative DELAURO 
clearly lays out how the values instilled in her 
by both her parents and the Catholic Church 
led to her opposition to privatizing this vitally 
important program that has kept millions of 
seniors out of poverty since it was signed into 
law in 1935. I applaud the Congresswoman’s 
ability to connect her faith with her public serv-
ice. 

I would like to take this opportunity to insert 
Congresswoman DELAURO’s speech into the 
RECORD and would encourage all my col-
leagues to take a few moments to read it.

It is always good to be here at Georgetown 
among friends—so many good, young Demo-
crats engaged in the process, fighting for 
change, who understand the stakes of to-
day’s political debates and want to take part 
in them. As the future of the country, no one 
has more riding on them than you. You know 
better than anyone that their outcomes will 
determine the course of this country for dec-
ades to come. 

And as College Democrats, you are com-
mitted to the values of our Party. Not only 
are you working to elect Democratic can-
didates, perhaps more importantly, you are 
encouraging involvement and building ex-
citement within the Party, providing your 
peers with the skills and experiences nec-
essary to reinvigorate the Party from the 
grassroots. That is something very pre-
cious—and so important right now. 

Tonight, I wanted to discuss the values 
that not only unite us Democrats but as 
Americans—particularly as to how they have 
shaped and informed the Social Security pro-
gram over the years. Indeed, we hear so 
much about the importance of values 
today—but oddly enough, little about what 
they are, where they come from and what 
their implications are in government and so-
ciety. And so tonight, I would like to speak 

about that nexus between values and public 
policy, a little about how my values shaped 
my own views and led me into public life, 
and how in the Social Security system we 
find a true reflection of those values in the 
pursuit of the common good. 

We can all agree that values encompass so 
much more than the cultural flashpoints 
with which they are often associated in the 
media today. Values should not be reduced 
to one or two political issues. Rather, they 
are so much broader than that—the guiding 
principles on which we conduct our lives. 
Given to us by our parents and to them by 
their parents, one’s values are what give life 
meaning. They ground us and provide the 
ethical framework within which we conduct 
our lives and raise our families. 

Mine were given to me by my parents, who 
came to this country as Italian immigrants. 
In our household, I was constantly reminded 
of the value of working hard to get ahead 
and giving back to a country that had given 
so much to us. My father, who dropped out of 
school in the seventh grade, largely because 
students made fun of his broken English, 
went on to become a proud veteran of this 
country—he served his community. He sat 
on New Haven’s City Council, as did my 
mother, who served there for 35 years—well 
into her 80’s. 

Working in a sweatshop sewing collars for 
pennies before going on to a life of public 
service, my mother was a driving force in my 
life and career. But to be sure, faith played 
a large role in shaping my values as well, 
having attended Catholic school from ele-
mentary school to college. It was there that 
I learned to nourish my mind and my heart—
to reach out, to work hard, to fulfill my po-
tential and be whatever I wanted to be. But 
it also taught me about right and wrong, per-
sonal responsibility and how to nourish my 
community, my neighbors—to give some-
thing back to my world, to the people of that 
world. 

In a broader sense, it was the church that 
bound us together as a community in my 
neighborhood—in our schools, in our hos-
pitals. My father received communion 
daily—and lived his faith with commitment. 
Our local parish and our kitchen table were 
our community center—where people gath-
ered to share their lives and help one an-
other. Every night around my family’s 
kitchen table, I saw how faith could serve as 
the nexus between family and community. 
There, I would witness firsthand how my 
parents helped solve the problems of people 
in our neighborhood. 

With my parents’ example and my Catholic 
upbringing, I learned the vital connection 
between family, faith, responsibility, com-
munity, and working for the common good—
that values learned at home and at church 
effected change at the community level both 
profound and undeniable. It showed me that 
government can and must play a critical role 
in helping people make the most of their own 
abilities and how to meet their responsibil-
ities to each other and society as a whole. 

My own story is hardly unique. Many of 
these values have helped shape America’s 
public policy over the course of our nation’s 
history. Indeed, many of the economic and 
social achievements of the past century have 
their roots in this vision of opportunity and 
responsibility, community, a recognition of 
our obligations to each other—including 
Medicaid, Head Start, the child tax credit, 
and the GI Bill, to name but a few. 

Perhaps the ultimate legislative expres-
sion of our nation’s shared values and those 
I learned growing up is Social Security, 
which for 7 decades now has tied generation 
to generation, ensuring that those seniors 
have a secure retirement after a lifetime of 
work. Social Security was born in part out of 
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FDR’s appreciation for Catholic Social 
Teaching and Monsignor John Ryan’s role in 
advocating programs based on the social let-
ters of Pope Pius the Eleventh and particu-
larly Pope Leo the Thirteenth’s Rerum 
Novarum, which read, ‘‘Among the several 
purposes of a society, one should try to ar-
range for . . . a fund out of which the mem-
bers may be effectually helped in their 
needs, not only in the cases of accident, but 
also in sickness, old age, and distress.’’ In 
that respect, Social Security was the embod-
iment of those teachings—a declaration that 
our human rights are realized in community. 

Such sentiments were reflected in FDR’s 
words to the Congress in 1934, when he said, 
‘‘We are compelled to employ the active in-
terest of the Nation as a whole through gov-
ernment in order to encourage a greater se-
curity for each individual who composes it.’’

For FDR, Social Security was one way we 
could promote and maintain our shared val-
ues by rewarding work and ensuring a decent 
retirement for those who have worked a life-
time. And by depending on and encouraging 
younger generations to take responsibility, 
too, Social Security reinforced the idea that 
in America, we do not leave every man or 
woman to fend for himself or herself—that 
we do not tolerate the impoverishment of 
our senior population. Those are our nation’s 
values and they are perpetuated by the very 
construct of our Social Security program. 

Indeed, with the first Social Security 
check issued, poverty among the elderly 
began to drop. In the 1950s, more than 30 per-
cent of elderly Americans lived out their last 
years in poverty—today that figure is about 
10 percent, with 2 out of 3 seniors today rely-
ing on Social Security as the prime source of 
their monthly income, including three-quar-
ters of all elderly women. 

And Social Security is not just for people 
like our parents and grandparents—a third of 
the 47 million people who rely on the pro-
gram are the disabled, widows and children. 
All told, that is 47 million people—parents, 
grandparents, widows and children—who do 
not have to rely solely on their families for 
financial support because they have the help 
of Social Security. 

For women who on average earn less and 
spend less time in the workforce, Social Se-
curity is a blessing. Women comprise nearly 
60 percent of all seniors on Social Security—
a majority of whom would be living in pov-
erty without it. More than half of all women 
receiving benefits do so as the spouse of a re-
tired worker, but for 4 in 10 women living on 
their own, the program accounts for 90 per-
cent of their retirement income. 

So essentially, Social Security functions 
not only as a safety net for older Americans, 
but in a way, for the rest of us—a kind of 
family insurance guaranteeing that we can 
live our own lives and raise our own chil-
dren, confident that our parents and loved 
ones have something to rely on and can live 
independently of us. It is without a doubt the 
most successful, efficient middle-class retire-
ment program we have—a ‘‘national achieve-
ment’’ that we can be proud of as individuals 
and as members of a good and decent society. 

Yet today, the commitment to opportunity 
and community out of which Social Security 
was created has frayed. For sure, a coarse-
ness to our culture today in our politics and 
in the media has deepened divisions in soci-
ety. But I think it goes deeper than that. 
Today, pleas for community and the common 
good have taken a backseat to appeals to 
self-interest, sometimes greed, and extreme 
individualism—policies that make us more 
unequal and divided. And where government 
was once seen as a vehicle for our shared val-
ues, today it is often viewed with suspicion 
and mistrust. 

Indeed, no debate is more symbolic of the 
forces at play in today’s society than the one 

surrounding the future of Social Security. 
Despite the program’s unqualified success, 
the president wants to change it. The reason 
he gives is that in 2018, benefits being paid 
out begin to exceed what Social Security is 
taking in in payroll taxes, even though So-
cial Security will be able to pay 100 percent 
of benefits until 2041. Even after 2041, the So-
cial Security Trust Fund does not go bank-
rupt, because the program will still be able 
to pay between 70 and 80 percent of its bene-
fits.

Congress must address the funding short-
fall in the middle of the century. Yet what 
President Bush is proposing is that we radi-
cally change this successful program—
privatizing Social Security by diverting a 
third of payroll taxes that pay benefits today 
into private, individual accounts that can be 
invested in the stock market. 

I think the Catholic Bishops had it right, 
when they wrote extensively on this issue at 
the end of the 1990’s as Republicans were ad-
vocating for Social Security’s privatization. 
The Bishops said then that Social Security 
had been established as an insurance pro-
gram in which, quote, ‘‘society as a whole 
buffers the individual and collective risks 
that workers and their families face.’’ They 
went on to say that turning Social Security 
into an investment vehicle for individuals, 
quote, ‘‘does not guarantee an adequate or 
assured retirement program’’ for our senior 
population. 

But that is precisely what President Bush 
wants to do. He wants turn Social Security 
into an investment program—a tool to cre-
ate personal wealth. And I fail to see how a 
program benefiting our national community, 
rooted in values that promote the common 
good and reinforce the idea that we are all in 
this together, is improved by private ac-
counts. These values go to the heart of what 
I believe as a Democrat and as a Catholic. 

Besides, privatization does nothing to ad-
dress the expected shortfall in the current 
Social Security system—the reason Presi-
dent Bush brought up privatization in the 
first place. In fact, by taking money out of 
the trust fund to create private accounts, 
the president’s proposal makes the problem 
worse. Secondly, privatization will balloon 
our half-trillion dollar deficit by as much as 
$5 trillion in the next 20 years because we 
will still have to pay benefits to current re-
tirees at the same time we are taking money 
out of the system to create private accounts. 
That means higher interest rates for buying 
a house, a car or going back to school. 

Third, we would be eliminating the pro-
gram’s guaranteed benefit and requiring ben-
efit cuts that the Administration itself has 
estimated will be as steep as 40 percent—all 
for a plan that does not even address the un-
derlying problem. The amount retirees get 
from Social Security is already modest—
about $955 per month, $11,500 per year, 
enough to pay for most basic needs, but 
hardly enough to get by on alone. 

And for women, for whom Social Security 
has been such a success, the effects of privat-
ization would be disastrous, as confirmed by 
a recent report by the National Women’s 
Law Center. For 29 percent of women, Social 
Security is the only retirement package 
available. Privatization would replace the 
program’s progressive benefit structure with 
private accounts based only on a worker’s 
contributions to the account—cutting the 
average widow’s benefit in my state of Con-
necticut to a paltry $518 per month. 

And privatization is not only a bad deal for 
our mothers and grandmothers—but for 
young women as well. For all our gains, 
women still earn less—77 cents for every dol-
lar men earn—even though we live longer. 
And the Social Security Administration 
itself predicts that 65 years from now, 40 per-

cent of married women will still receive ben-
efits based on their husband’s higher earn-
ings record. 

You might be asking—but what about the 
increased benefits from the stock market? 
Well, you do not get to keep the full Social 
Security and the full private account. The 
average private account would be taxed at 70 
percent through monthly deductions from 
your Social Security check. This privatiza-
tion tax would come on top of the benefit 
cuts that will affect all Social Security bene-
ficiaries. 

It is complicated, but when you retire, you 
essentially have to pay the money you put 
into your private account back to the gov-
ernment. So, at the same time that the pri-
vate accounts would be adding to your in-
come, a large portion of that additional in-
come would be offset dollar for dollar 
through reductions in your guaranteed So-
cial Security check. And that would be re-
gardless of how well your private account 
performed. 

But well beyond the financial implications 
of privatization—and there are many—are its 
moral implications. As The National Catho-
lic Reporter editorialized recently, what we 
risk losing with privatization is so much 
more than money. We risk losing the agree-
ment that we have maintained for the past 
half-century that we are all in this together. 
We risk losing faith with the understanding 
that all workers—poorest to richest—con-
tribute to something in common and that ev-
eryone gets something in return. And we 
abandon the sense that despite differences in 
political outlook and social standing, we all 
believe that is good for society to guarantee 
a minimum standard of economy security for 
its oldest, disabled and widowed citizens. 
That is what privatization risks. 

As someone who has had the privilege of 
serving in the Congress of the United States 
for over a decade-and-a-half, representing 
more than a half-million people, I believe 
that government has an obligation to play a 
role in making opportunity real—a moral ob-
ligation. I do not believe in every man or 
woman for himself or herself. I believe in 
values like shared responsibility and per-
sonal responsibility. I believe in what we can 
achieve together. Those are the principles at 
the core of Social Security. They are what 
drive me—they are what drive you. They are 
what drive each of us as Democrats and 
Americans. 

The fight to preserve Social Security and 
make it as successful in the 21st Century as 
it was in the last is a struggle that every 
American has a stake in—but no one more 
than the younger generation. This is a defin-
ing challenge for us—a statement about the 
kind of country we want America to be. As 
Franklin Roosevelt told Congress, Social Se-
curity is a ‘‘return to values lost in the 
course of our economic development and ex-
pansion.’’ 

That is our challenge today, as well—to 
bring change, while affirming our values as 
Americans and as Democrats. Indeed, in 1983, 
bankruptcy was only a year off—one year, 
not 37. Back then, Congress and President 
Reagan worked together on a bipartisan 
commission that ensured Social Security 
would be solvent for generations. And they 
did it not by changing the fundamental na-
ture of the program but by making minor ad-
justments to the benefits and financing 
structures. 

In my view, that is the example of biparti-
sanship we should draw upon. With so much 
at stake for our communities and the coun-
try, I believe we need that kind of biparti-
sanship in this debate—one that achieves 
consensus, strengthens the program’s guar-
anteed benefit in retirement and reflects our 
nation’s shared values. Because this fight is 
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not only about stopping the bad idea that is 
privatization—it is about promoting and 
maintaining the good idea that was and is 
Social Security. 

As students looking forward to lives of 
your own, raising families and embarking on 
careers, you have been given a remarkable 
opportunity—to put the values your parents 
instilled in you to use in society, in what-
ever career you choose. 

My challenge to you today is: how are you 
going to seize this opportunity—to give back 
and have a say in this debate which is so im-
portant to our shared values? What role will 
you play in ensuring future generations have 
the quality of life you and your families have 
had? I do not pretend to have all the an-
swers. But if my own experiences have 
taught me anything, it is that bringing our 
values to the public sphere is not a matter of 
expediency but of moral and civic obliga-
tion—a call I hope each of you choose to an-
swer. 

Thank you for this honor and this oppor-
tunity.
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BALTIMORE-WASHINGTON INTER-
NATIONAL AIRPORT IS RENAMED 
IN HONOR OF JUSTICE 
THURGOOD MARSHALL 

HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 11, 2005

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing an impor-
tant day in Maryland history. Yesterday, in An-
napolis, legislation was signed into law renam-
ing our State’s largest airport the ‘‘Baltimore-
Washington International Thurgood Marshall 
Airport.’’ 

Born in Baltimore, Maryland in 1908 and 
educated in our State’s public school system, 
Thurgood Marshall devoted his life to the pur-
suit of equal justice for all Americans. Named 
‘‘Thoroughgood’’ at birth after his great-grand-
father, a former slave who had fought for the 
Union Army during the Civil War, Marshall 
later shortened his name to ‘‘Thurgood.’’ After 
graduating from Lincoln University, Marshall 
received his law degree from Howard Univer-
sity in 1933, and set up private practice in Bal-
timore before joining the Baltimore NAACP. 

His remarkable career spanned several dec-
ades, during which he served our country hon-
orably. His work as Director-Counsel of the 
NAACP laid the groundwork for some of the 
most historic civil rights decisions in our Na-
tion’s history. He also achieved international 
stature as a champion of equal rights around 
the world. President John F. Kennedy nomi-
nated Marshall to the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit in 1961. President Lyn-
don B. Johnson named him U.S. solicitor gen-
eral in 1965 and nominated him to the Su-
preme Court in 1967. Justice Marshall served 
as the first African American Justice from 
1967 until he retired in 1991. 

Thurgood Marshall passed away in 1993 at 
age 84, and his body lay in state at the Su-
preme Court where thousands of mourners 
came from across the Nation to pay tribute to 
him. Renaming this international airport for 
him now serves as another fitting tribute to 
such a great Marylander and a great Amer-
ican. It will also serve to enlighten travelers 
from around the world that Baltimore was his 
home. Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowl-

edge the extraordinary bipartisan effort in our 
state legislature—and particularly recognize 
the leadership of Delegate Emmett C. Burns, 
Jr.—that led to enactment of this law, and en-
courage all of my colleagues in Congress to 
use the Baltimore-Washington International 
Thurgood Marshall Airport for their next flight 
home.
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HONORING THE LIFE OF CAPTAIN 
CHARLES ‘‘CHUCK’’ McATEE 

HON. JERRY MORAN 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 11, 2005

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to honor the life of Captain Charles 
‘‘Chuck’’ McAtee. After leading a life devoted 
to public service, Captain McAtee passed 
away on Friday, April 8, 2005 from acute leu-
kemia. 

In his life, Captain McAtee was committed 
to the principle of country before self. When 
duty called, he answered, serving proudly and 
honorably as a United States Marine in the 
Korean War. His experiences in Korea in-
spired him to later lead the effort to ensure the 
dedication of the Northeast Kansas Korean 
War Memorial in Topeka in 2003. He also 
generously shared his love of country with oth-
ers, such as his financial support to Marine 
Junior ROTC programs. 

Following active military service, Captain 
McAtee pursued two of his great interests in 
life—public service and the law. He first dem-
onstrated a devotion to law through his work 
for the law firm of Eidson, Lewis, Porter & 
Haynes in Topeka, Kansas. He also used his 
legal knowledge serving as an officer to the 
1st Marine Division Association. 

Captain McAtee later became involved in 
public service at the age of 27, working as a 
special agent for the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation. He then transitioned into State gov-
ernment, combining his passion for law and 
law enforcement through service as the Direc-
tor of Penal Institutions for the State of Kan-
sas—a position that would define the remain-
der of his life. 

As Director of Penal Institutions for the 
State of Kansas, Captain McAtee played a 
major role in the case of the Clutter family 
murders and bringing their killers to justice. 
The murders eventually became the subject of 
author Truman Capote’s book In Cold Blood. 
Captain McAtee’s position brought him in 
close contact with the convicted murderers in 
the Clutter case, receiving frequent uncen-
sored correspondence from them and visiting 
with them during their time on death row. 

Captain McAtee also demonstrated leader-
ship and commitment to public service by rep-
resenting the Republican Party as a candidate 
for Congress in 1972, and as a candidate for 
Kansas’s Attorney General in 2002. 

Although his experiences took him around 
the world and into the national spotlight, he 
never abandoned the values instilled in him by 
his parents, neighbors and friends in the 
small, Kansas hometown of Mahaska. The 
principles of hard work, integrity, and justice 
that had been engrained in him in his youth, 
guided his efforts throughout his life. 

Captain Charles ‘‘Chuck’’ McAtee was a 
true public servant who fit the situation within 

which he was called to serve. I join his many 
friends in extending my deepest sympathies to 
his family during their time of loss.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 11, 2005

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, on rollcall numbers 162 and 163 on May 
10, 2005, I was on Congressional travel and 
unable to cast my vote. 

Had I been present, I would have voted the 
following: 

Rollcall no. 162, H. Res. 193, in Support of 
the Assembly to Promote Civil Society in 
Cuba, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Rollcall no. 163, H. Res. 142, Supporting 
the Goals of Rotary International Day, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’
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IN SPECIAL RECOGNITION OF 
MARY B. GUZOWSKI ON HER AP-
POINTMENT TO ATTEND THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
ACADEMY 

HON. PAUL E. GILLMOR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 11, 2005

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, it is my great 
pleasure to pay special tribute to an out-
standing young woman from Ohio’s Fifth Con-
gressional District. I am happy to announce 
that Mary B. Guzowski of Tiffin, Ohio has 
been offered an appointment to attend the 
United States Air Force Academy at Colorado 
Springs, Colorado. 

Mary’s offer of appointment poises her to at-
tend the United States Air Force Academy this 
fall with the incoming cadet class of 2009. At-
tending one of our nation’s military academies 
is an invaluable experience that offers a world-
class education and demands the very best 
that these young women and men have to 
offer. Truly, it is one of the most challenging 
and rewarding undertakings of their lives. 

Mary brings an enormous amount of leader-
ship, service, and dedication to the incoming 
class of Air Force cadets. While attending Tif-
fin Columbian High School in Tiffin, Ohio, 
Mary has attained a grade point average of 
3.72, which places her in the top ten percent 
of her class of over two hundred students. 
While a gifted athlete, Mary has maintained 
the highest standards of excellence in her 
academics, choosing to enroll and excel in Ad-
vanced Placement classes throughout high 
school. Mary has been a member of the Na-
tional Honor Society, Honor Roll, the Marching 
Band, the Symphonic Band and has earned 
awards and accolades as a scholar and an 
athlete. 

Outside the classroom, Mary has distin-
guished herself as an excellent student-athlete 
by earning letters in both Varsity Soccer and 
Swimming. She has also remained involved in 
her community by coaching elementary soc-
cer, serving as a church lector and assisting 
her peers as a Teen Advisory Board Member. 
Mary’s dedication and service to the commu-
nity and her peers has proven her ability to 

VerDate jul 14 2003 05:37 May 12, 2005 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A11MY8.038 E11PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-17T11:11:54-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




