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million parts produced in electronics,
and health care had an average of 10,000
defects per million. I do not mean that
health care should be compared to the
electronics industry, but 10,000 defects
per million should be an unacceptable
number.

We must begin to look at health care
costs in a new way, focusing on overall
health and not simply disease, empha-
sizing the need to move forward in in-
tegrated care.

The situation our constituents face
every month when trying to pay for
their health care insurance requires
Congress to bring the information
technology that touches every other
aspect of our lives to the one area that
may mean the most. We must promote
ideas to bring the transformative
power of information technology to
every corner of our health care system
in an effort to ensure quality, patient
safety, and efficiency through bipar-
tisan solutions.

This is just one of the many meas-
ures of quality we need to be address-
ing to make health care more afford-
able and accessible. As co-chairman of
the 21st Century Health Care Caucus, 1
intend to come to this floor often dur-
ing this session with new ways to re-
duce the cost of health care and offer
tangible ways to decrease costs and im-
prove patient safety, and I invite my
colleagues to do the same.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 54, CONGRESSIONAL GOLD
MEDAL ENHANCEMENT ACT OF
2005

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 109-1) on the resolution (H.
Res. 42) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 54) to amend title 31,
United States Code, to provide reason-
able standards for congressional gold

medals, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

————

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

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

———

CELEBRATING 100 YEARS OF THE
ROTARY CLUB OF CHICAGO’S
SERVICE

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
on February 23, 1905, Paul Harris, a
Chicago attorney, invited three friends
to a meeting: Sylvester Schiele, a coal
dealer; Hiram Shorey, a merchant tai-
lor; and Gustavus Loehr, a mining en-
gineer. All four men gathered in
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Loehr’s business office in room 711 of
the Unity Building at 127 North Dear-
born Street in downtown Chicago,
which is my district. They discussed
Harris’ idea that business needed to
meet periodically to enjoy camaraderie
and to enlarge the circle of business
and professional acquaintances.

The club met weekly. Membership
was limited to one representative from
each business and profession. Though
the men did not use the term ‘‘rotary”’
that night, that gathering is commonly
regarded as the first Rotary Club meet-
ing. The name ‘‘rotary’ was suggested
later on by Paul Harris as meetings
were rotated from office to office in the
early days of the organization.

During the early days, the Rotarians
realized that fellowship and mutual
self-interest were not enough to keep a
club of busy professionals meeting each
week. Reaching out to improve the
lives of the less fortunate proved to be
an even more powerful motivation. The
Rotary commitment to service began
when the Rotary Club of Chicago do-
nated a horse to a preacher so that he
could make the rounds of his churches
and parishioners. A few weeks later,
the club constructed Chicago’s first
public lavatory. These actions of serv-
ice and improvement of communities
continued in 1967 to support the pedi-
atric program at the Rehabilitation In-
stitute of Chicago.

Of course, through the years, these
services have continued and they have
continued to make valuable contribu-
tions to the most needy members of
our society.

So, Mr. Speaker, I warmly congratu-
late the Rotary Club of Chicago for 100
years of service, making a difference in
the lives of the less fortunate and
showing the true commitment of busi-
ness leaders to strengthen our local
and global communities. I wish the
club another 100 years of service and
Tuesday lunches in downtown Chicago.

———

ABORTION CLINICS: NOT ONLY
KILLING MILLS BUT TORTURE
CENTERS AS WELL

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday, 100,000 human
rights advocates endured the numbing
cold and snow in a great witness for
life here in our Nation’s Capital. Their
presence on behalf of those who have
no voice of their own was truly inspir-
ing. It was gratifying beyond words to
see so many teenagers full of idealism
and full of compassion and love for
their littlest brothers and sisters and
for all human life that is at risk.

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the pro-life
movement is the greatest human rights
movement on Earth.
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. It is a
struggle based on unconditional love,
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even for the proabortionists, uncondi-
tional empathy for the victims, both
the child and his or her mother, and
unconditional courage.

We are a movement with deep hope
and expectation, that with God’s all-
powerful grace, and through that all-
powerful grace, the culture of death
will soon be vanquished by the culture
of life, where all human life is cher-
ished and respected. We pray for the
day when branding an unborn child as
unwanted will no longer mean a death
sentence in America.

Mr. Speaker, I have always found the
term ‘“‘unwanted child” dehumanizing,
for it relegates a child to the status of
a commodity, an object, a thing, some-
thing that can be chosen or unchosen
at will, not unlike any other consumer
product.

Mr. Speaker, with each passing year,
the horrific toll of abortion on women’s
lives becomes more evident, and it is
time the media especially stopped cen-
soring the truth. Women deserve better
than abortion, and the compelling sto-
ries of the brave women, the
postabortive women who are silent no
more need to be heard. These very spe-
cial women bear witness not only to
the agony and the trauma of their own
abortions, but to the hope of healing,
reconciliation and inner peace as well.

Wounded women like Dr. Alveda
King, the niece of the late Dr. Martin
Luther King, who has had an abortion,
Jennifer O’Neill, singer Melba Moore,
civil rights activist, like I said, Dr.
King, and so many others, and co-
founder of this group called Silent No
More Awareness Campaign, Georgette
Forney, have all called on us to listen
to their heart-wrenching stories and
take seriously our moral duty to pro-
tect women and children from the pred-
ators who ply their lethal trade in
abortion mills throughout the land.

These brave women are the new
champions of life. They have refused to
be silent any longer. They care too
deeply about other women and their
children, and they want others to be
spared the anguish that they them-
selves have endured. And to the mil-
lions of women who have aborted, they
are uniquely equipped to convey the
breathtaking love and healing and rec-
onciliation that God provides to those
who ask. They do have a connection,
the silentnomoreawareness.org, if
those who might want to contact them
just go on the Web and check them out.
They are unbelievably full of compas-
sion.

Mr. Speaker, let me also point out
that with each passing year, the child
body count from abortion in America
grows. Since the infamous decision in
1973, more than 46 million babies have
been killed by dismemberment or
chemical poisoning, a number fast ap-
proaching the total worldwide deaths
attributable to World War II; that is ci-
vilian and military deaths.

And as we have feared, Mr. Speaker,
the much touted baby pesticide, RU-
486, rushed to approval by a very biased
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FDA, is poison not only to the baby,
but women are dying from it as well.

And now we learn, Mr. Speaker, from
science and medicine that due to nerve
cell development, unborn children from
at least 20 weeks onward, and most
likely even earlier, feel excruciating
pain, two to four times more painful
than you or I would feel from the same
assault.

Today, along with 75 cosponsors, I
have reintroduced legislation, the Un-
born Child Pain Awareness Act, to re-
quire in part that women seeking abor-
tions at this stage of development be
informed of this gruesome reality.
These kids feel pain, and we need to
make that known to those women who
are procuring abortions at that gesta-
tional period.

The bill would also require that
women be given the option of having
anesthesia administered directly to the
unborn child, because indirect adminis-
tration does not cross the placenta to
numb the pain that the child feels as
they are being slowly dismembered by
these later-term abortion methods. One
of those methods, the D and E, takes
about 30 minutes as the arms and the
legs and the body and the torso are all
hacked off. And the baby feels pain
during this hideous procedure.

Interestingly, Mr. Speaker, the par-
tial-birth abortion legal trials in var-
ious courts around the country drew
new attention to the pain that unborn
children feel during an abortion. In ex-
pert testimony during these trials, Dr.
Sunny Anand, Director of the Pain
Neurobiology Lab at Arkansas Chil-
dren’s Hospital, said, and I quote him,
“The human fetus possesses the ability
to experience pain from 20 weeks of
gestation, if not earlier, and the pain
that is perceived by a fetus is more in-
tense than that perceived by newborns
or older children.”

He went on to explain that the pain
inhibitory mechanisms, in other words
the fibers that dampen and modulate
the experience of pain, do not begin to
develop until 32 to 34 weeks of gesta-
tion. Thus these children feel pain, and
they feel it excruciatingly so.

Abortion is violence against children,
Mr. Speaker, and these kids feel that
pain.

Abortion clinics, if we look at them
as what they really are, are not only
killing centers, they are torture cham-
bers as well. I hope that we all can
move on this legislation as quickly as
possible.

——————

HONOR THY FATHER AND THY
MOTHER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, the
theme for my remarks tonight is honor
thy father and thy mother. The Con-
gressional Budget Office has confirmed,
and I might say they are nonpartisan,
that the projected budget deficit for
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this year for our country will be over
$368 billion, not even counting the ad-
ditional $80 billion that will be added
to that when bills come before this
Congress for additional funding for Iraq
and Afghanistan. Though these dollars
literally are coming from the Social
Security Trust Fund itself, the Con-
gressional Budget Office noted that
last year was the largest deficit in the
history of our Nation, $412 billion, is
the reason that the dollar value of cur-
rency is dropping. In fact, if we add up
the last 3 years, we have the largest
budget deficit in the history of the Re-
public.

When President Bush came into of-
fice, there was a $5.6 trillion surplus. In
fact, I thought it was rather funny at
the time, Alan Greenspan was starting
to get worried that we might actually
pay our bills. He was a little uncom-
fortable that maybe the bond market
would not be completely happy. What
would we do if we paid all our bills?

But now we have a $2.6 trillion def-
icit. That is a reversal of nearly $3 tril-
lion. It is obvious this administration
and their allies in the Congress cannot
handle the pursestrings of this Nation.

The very same people who brought us
this fiscal train wreck, which is getting
worse, are now proposing radical sur-
gery on Social Security. Nothing Presi-
dent Bush has attempted to date, not
even his incessant effort to shift the
tax burden off the shoulders of the rich
onto the middle class, is as brazen and
audacious as his misguided efforts to
try to gut Social Security.

There is no crisis in Social Security.
Repeat, there is no crisis in Social Se-
curity. There is only a crisis in the
Bush administration’s handling of the
budget. Why would anyone trust the
Bush administration on anything re-
garding Social Security, seeing that
they are a miserable failure in terms of
the management of the account of the
people of the United States?

Social Security is the most success-
ful domestic program in the modern
history of our Nation. Approximately
45 million Americans receive their So-
cial Security insurance benefits and
disability benefits. Just over 7 million
of those are disability recipients. In
the State that I am from, Ohio,
1,922,406 individuals receive Social Se-
curity insurance benefits and 208,000
disability benefits.

We do not know what is going to hap-
pen to our families. One out of five
families in this country are going to
have an unforeseen happening that will
require eligibility for disability. There
is no private sector policy that will
ever offer it. These are insurance and
disability benefits. They are not pri-
vate accounts. They are not 401(k)s.
They are not certificates of deposit.
This is an insurance and disabilities
program. It has always been that.

The Congress voted repeatedly not to
allow the executive branch to dip into
the trust fund, and yet that is exactly
what is happening today. The Presi-
dent is trying to whip up a frenzy in
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the country and say the sky is falling,
the sky is falling, trying to scare
America’s seniors and our young people
who are going to get old someday into
thinking Social Security is in crisis.
Even the head of the AARP has said
Social Security is not in crisis, the pro-
gram will remain solvent, and what we
have to do over the next 50 years is just
to make sure that the gap financing
that is there will cover future bene-
ficiaries.

We can do that in several ways. We
have done it before. We can do it again.
In fact, what is interesting, the Bush
administration’s four enacted tax cuts
being made permanent would cost 2
percent of GDP over the next 75 years,
which is three to five times as much as
any of Social Security’s future financ-
ing needs. Under their plan, instead of
benefits being tied to prevailing stand-
ards of living during the course of a
worker’s career, the change would
freeze Social Security benefits at to-
day’s standard of living, which means
we would keep regressing backwards,
and future generations of retirees
would have lower and lower benefits
compared to their wages during their
working lives.

This cut would apply to all bene-
ficiaries whether or not they had cho-
sen to have a private account. It should
not be an either/or, private accounts or
Social Security. It should be both, and
make sure Social Security is solvent.
Stop borrowing against it. And fine, let
us encourage private savings like we
used to in this country up until the
last few years.

Social Security should be a guar-
antee, an insurance guarantee and a
disability guarantee, as Democrats
have not only promised but have deliv-
ered from the time of Franklin Roo-
sevelt. Social Security should be a
guarantee, not a gamble.

Let me end with the words to the Re-
publicans, I can only say if they want
to fight on Social Security, bring it on,
because this Member intends to honor
thy father and thy mother.

————

ABORTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BURGESS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. WELDON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, the foundation of American democ-
racy 1is freedom. In particular, as
Americans we are all free to choose or
decline issues of conscience, but re-
garding abortion, choice is losing in a
way that may surprise many people.

Such is the case regarding physi-
cians, hospitals and health plans that
choose not to perform, pay for or refer
for abortions. From Alaska to New Jer-
sey, abortion advocacy groups are forc-
ing health care entities to do the very
thing they would not if they had the
choice. Abortion advocates are using
the courts, State and local agencies
and laws to mandate that abortions be
performed, paid for and referred for.
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