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So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
personal business in my district prevents me 
from being present for legislative business 
scheduled for today, Tuesday, May 17, 2005. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ 
on rollcall No. 174, on ordering the previous 
question; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 175, H. Res. 
278, a resolution providing a rule for the con-
sideration of H.R. 2360, the Department of 
Homeland Security Appropriations Act for Fis-
cal Year 2006; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 176, an 
amendment offered by Rep. ROBERT MENEN-
DEZ of New Jersey; ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 177, 
an amendment offered by Mr. TANCREDO of 
Colorado; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 178, an 
amendment offered by Mr. MEEKS of New 
York; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 179, an amendment 
offered by Mr. OBEY of Wisconsin; and ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall No. 180, final passage of H.R. 
2360, The Department of Homeland Security 
Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to submit this statement for the 
record and regret that I could not be present 
today, Tuesday, May 17, 2005, to vote on roll-
call vote Nos. 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 
and 180 due to a family medical emergency. 

Had I been present, I would have voted: 
‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 174 on Ordering the 
Previous Question on H. Res. 278, providing 
for consideration of H.R. 2360 making appro-
priations for the Department of Homeland Se-
curity for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2006, and for other purposes; ‘‘No’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 175 on Agreeing to the Resolution as 
Amended on H. Res. 278, providing for con-
sideration of H.R. 2360 making appropriations 
for the Department of Homeland Security for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2006, 
and for other purposes; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 
No. 176 on an Amendment to H.R. 2360 to in-
crease funding (by transfer) by $50 million to 
State and local governments for the defense 
of chemical plants by first responders; ‘‘No’’ on 
rollcall vote No. 177 on an Amendment to 
H.R. 2360 to prevent the use of funds in con-
travention of a provision in the illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act 
(PL 104–208) that prevents Federal, State or 
local government officials from prohibiting or 
restricting government agencies or officials 
from sending or receiving information to Fed-
eral immigration officials regarding an individ-
ual’s immigration status; ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 
No. 178 on an Amendment to H.R. 2360 to in-
sert anew section at the end of the bill to pro-
hibit the use of funds from being used to close 
any detention facility operated by or on behalf 
of U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
that has been operational in 2005; ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall vote No. 179 on an Amendment to 

H.R. 2360 to insert a new section at the end 
of the bill to direct the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to make grants to assist States in 
conforming with minimum drivers’ license 
standards by appropriating $100,000,000. For 
taxpayers with adjusted gross income in ex-
cess of $1,000,000, the amount of tax reduc-
tion shall be reduced by 1.562 percent; and 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote No. 180 on final passage 
of H.R. 2360, a bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Homeland Security for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2006, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
BURMA—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. Doc. No. 109–27) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. I have sent the enclosed no-
tice to the Federal Register for publica-
tion, which states that the Burma 
emergency is to continue beyond May 
20, 2005. The most recent notice con-
tinuing this emergency was published 
in the Federal Register on May 19, 2004 
(69 FR 29041). 

The crisis between the United States 
and Burma arising from the actions 
and policies of the Government of 
Burma that led to the declaration of a 
national emergency on May 20, 1997, 
has not been resolved. These actions 
and policies, including its policies of 
committing large-scale repression of 
the democratic opposition in Burma, 
are hostile to U.S. interests and pose a 
continuing unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. For 
this reason, I have determined that it 
is necessary to continue the national 
emergency with respect to Burma and 
maintain in force the sanctions against 
Burma to respond to this threat. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 17, 2005. 

f 

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a resolution (H. Res. 281) and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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H. RES. 281 

Resolved, That the following Member be 
and is hereby elected to the following stand-
ing committee of the House of Representa-
tives: 

Committee on the Budget: Mr. Chocola. 

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

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

NAFTA LESSONS FOR CAFTA 

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, much 
like its elder cousin NAFTA, CAFTA 
has promised to raise the standard of 
living in its poorest member countries. 
But thanks to NAFTA, we already 
know how this story ends. 

A typical Central American earns 
only a small fraction of an average 
American worker’s wage. More than 40 
percent of workers in the region labor 
for less than $2 a day, placing them 
below the global poverty level. 

Mexico now ranks as one of the 
world’s 10 largest economies. Its over-
all wealth has increased since passing 
NAFTA, and, unfortunately, so has its 
poverty. It is said, ‘‘a rising tide lifts 
all boats.’’ This is not the case for the 
poor in Mexico and will not be the case 
for the impoverished people in the 
Western hemisphere’s poorest nations. 

For this and other reasons, I encour-
age my colleagues to join me in oppos-
ing CAFTA. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

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 addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

SMART SECURITY AND HOMELAND 
SECURITY VS IRAQ’S SECURITY 

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, minutes 
ago the House approved the fiscal year 
2006 Homeland Security appropriation 
bill to the tune of, underwhelmingly, 
$37 billion. In a vacuum, $37 billion 
sounds like a lot of money, and it is, 
but when you consider that Congress 
has appropriated over $100 billion on 
the security of Iraq this year alone, 

and more than $200 billion overall, $37 
billion sounds much less significant. In 
fact, the $37 billion spending bill that 
was approved today represents less 
than 5 percent of the U.S. annual dis-
cretionary budget. Yet the Iraq war 
this year, this year alone, represents 
well over 10 percent of our annual dis-
cretionary budget. 

Clearly, something is wrong with this 
picture. Spending on homeland secu-
rity, while inadequate in its amount, 
focuses on the right things to protect 
America: First responders, border and 
port security, and cargo inspections. 
On the other hand, funding for the war 
in Iraq continues to focus on poorly 
planned military operations and irre-
sponsible no-bid contracts to war prof-
iteers like Halliburton and its sub-
sidiary Kellogg, Brown & Root. 

At the same time, the Iraq supple-
mental spending bill of over $200 billion 
has neglected to provide adequate 
funds for body armor for the troops. 
This is a particularly egregious mis-
take in light of the 2004 study indi-
cating as many as a quarter of all 
troop deaths could have been prevented 
if the most advanced body armor had 
been provided to every single soldier in 
Iraq. 

It is important to note the irony in 
our funding priorities. The Homeland 
Security budget, which is vitally im-
portant towards ensuring the safety of 
the American people, is drastically un-
derfunded. On the other hand, the Iraq 
war, which was a war of choice, not a 
war of necessity, is so overfunded that 
last year $9 billion in reconstruction 
funds went missing. Nine billion dol-
lars. That is more than a quarter of 
this year’s homeland security budget. 

And let us not forget another more 
recent report by the Special Inspector 
General for Iraq’s reconstruction. This 
report states that another $100 million 
for reconstruction projects in southern 
Iraq is also missing and cannot be ac-
counted for. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to focus our 
spending on programs and policies that 
will help ensure the safety of the 
American people. The war in Iraq will 
not make Americans safer, because 
this conflict is causing the United 
States to be perceived by the Muslim 
world as a colonial occupier, not as a 
liberating force. This perception, com-
bined with our continued military pres-
ence in Iraq, has assisted radical Mus-
lim terrorist groups like al Qaeda in 
their recruiting efforts. The result is 
that 31⁄2 years after September 11 
Americans are less safe. 

Fortunately, there is a way to 
achieve sensible spending while also 
keeping America secure. Over the last 2 
years, I have developed the SMART Se-
curity Strategy for the 21st Century. 
SMART is a sensible multilateral 
American response to terrorism. 
SMART Security urges a shifting of 
America’s budget priorities to more ef-
fectively meet our national security 
needs. That means spending more 
money on port security, cargo inspec-

tions and airline security, and less 
money on warfare, outdated weapon 
systems, and new nuclear weapons. 
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Instead of funding continued military 
operations in Iraq, the SMART plat-
form would encourage other nations to 
work with the United States and spend 
more money on peacekeeping, on re-
construction and developmental aid to 
ensure long-term peace and stability in 
the Middle East. 

In fact, it has been proven when debt 
relief increases, terrorism and the con-
ditions that give rise to terrorism tend 
to decrease. That is why the SMART 
platform encourages wealthy nations 
to provide debt relief and develop-
mental aid for the world’s poorest 
countries. After more than 2 years of 
fighting, it is clear that the war in Iraq 
cannot be won through military means. 
We need to be smarter. We need to be 
smarter than the terrorists, not just 
bigger and stronger. 

The fight to secure our country must 
be fought on more than the battlefield. 
We must be smart in the way we 
prioritize our national spending by fo-
cusing on true security needs instead 
of superficial security needs. Homeland 
security is a true security need. Let us 
remember the next time President 
Bush asks for money for Iraq, which I 
understand will be sometime this sum-
mer, we need to know which is secure 
and which is not. 

f 

COST OF PRESCRIPTION DRUGS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUHL of New York). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
tonight to talk about the price of pre-
scription drugs here in the United 
States compared to what consumers 
pay in other industrialized countries in 
the world. 

I have some charts with me tonight 
because I want to point out some dif-
ferences. There are several that I think 
are important. This is a chart, and 
some numbers are hard to read. These 
are 10 of the most commonly prescribed 
drugs in the United States. We have 
Nexium and Norvasc and Zyrtec and 
Zocor. I want to point out Zocor, we 
have a price, and these were all done 
just in the last few months. We have a 
price from the Metropolitan Pharmacy 
in Frankfurt, Germany and a local 
pharmacy in Rochester, Minnesota. 

If we total all of these drugs for a 
month’s supply, in Frankfurt, Ger-
many, they would cost $455.57 in U.S. 
dollars. Also in U.S. dollars in the 
United States, the price of those same 
drugs, those same 10 best-selling pre-
scription drugs would be $1,040.04. Over 
the last year, the value of the dollar 
has declined by about 20 percent. We 
thought the differences we pay in the 
United States and what our German 
friends pay would have gotten less. We 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 03:57 May 18, 2005 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00072 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A17MY7.058 H17PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-17T10:57:48-0400
	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




