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an amendment by Mr. OTTER, regard-
ing delaying notice on search warrants;

an amendment by Mr. KING of Iowa,
regarding implementation of section
642 of the Illegal Immigration Reform
and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996;

an amendment by Mr. SCHIFF, regard-
ing DNA collection from convicted fel-
ons;

an amendment by Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas regarding safety requirements
for the Space Shuttle and the Inter-
national Space Station;

an amendment by Mrs.
Ohio, regarding EEOC;

an amendment by Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, regarding SBA funding;

an amendment by Mr. WEINER, re-
garding State and local law enforce-
ment funding;

an amendment by Mr. HAYWORTH, re-
garding U.N. funding;

an amendment by Mr. MCDERMOTT,
regarding travel to Cuba;

an amendment by Mr. REYES, regard-
ing torture of human rights activists.

Each amendment may be offered only
by the Member named in this request
or a designee or the Member who
caused it to be printed in the RECORD
or a designee; shall be considered as
read; shall not be subject to amend-
ment, except that the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Sub-
committee on Science, State, Justice,
Commerce, and Related Agencies each
may offer one pro forma amendment
for the purpose of debate; and shall not
be subject to the demand for division of
the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole.

Except as otherwise specified, each
amendment shall be debatable for 10
minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. An amendment shall be consid-
ered to fit the description stated in
this request if it addresses in whole or
in part the object described.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MARCHANT). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, and I do not intend
to object, but under my reservation I
want to simply take note of the fact
that as I see the situation, counting
the votes we have had today, if every
amendment is offered tomorrow, there
would have been 22 amendments offered
and voted upon that originated from
the minority side and 21 that origi-
nated from the majority side.

If you count the debate time just for
the amendments that are going to be
offered tomorrow, it appears that you
have at least 7% hours of debate time;
and if you account for slippage and the
time consumed in voting, I assume
that that means it will take at least 10
hours to finish the bill. I think that
makes it very difficult to finish tomor-
row, if the schedule holds for tomor-
row.

So I would simply note that to me
that indicates that there is apparently
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as much discontent on the majority
side with the consequences of the budg-
et resolution on programs in this bill,
including especially the squeeze on
local law enforcement assistance, there
is as much discontent on that side of
the aisle as there is on this side of the
aisle.

I would note that the membership on
both sides of the aisle has been ex-
tremely cooperative in reaching time
agreements, and yet we have a bill that
could very possibly take fully 2 days
and perhaps even a portion of the third
day to finish. I think that ought to
send a message with respect to the in-
adequacy of funding on the part of a
number of these programs because of
the budget resolution priorities.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. OBEY. Further reserving the
right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield, I was told the lead-
ership does plan on finishing the bill
tomorrow. But the gentleman’s points
are well taken.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I would point out if that is
the case, we are probably going to be
here until 8 or 9 o’clock.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
further objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, I just want
to associate myself with the ranking
member’s comments and express appre-
ciation for the majority side in work-
ing hard on this. The number of amend-
ments we have agreed to reflects the
interest in the bill. It is an important
bill, and we are certainly going to thor-
oughly consider it. I just want to ex-
press my appreciation for working out
this unanimous consent request.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
further objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2863, DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2006

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 109-127) on the
resolution (H. Res. 315) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2863)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2006, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

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

——
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.
(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

ADMINISTRATION MUST LEVEL
WITH AMERICAN PEOPLE ABOUT
WAR IN IRAQ

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, either
the Bush administration refuses to see
the reality on the ground in Iraq or
they are deceiving the American people
as to the continued war in Iraq. During
a Memorial Day interview on CNN’s
Larry King, Vice President CHENEY
said he believed the insurgency was in
its “‘last throes.”

Where exactly is the Vice President
getting his information? It certainly is
not coming from the generals on the
ground. According to a report from
Knight-Ridder, a growing number of
senior American military officers in
Iraq have concluded there is no longer
a military solution to the insurgency
in Iraq, an insurgency that military
leaders on the ground say is not run-
ning out of recruits. In the news report,
Lt. Colonel Frederick Wellman said,
“We can’t kill them all. When I kill
one I create three.”

That certainly does not sound like
we have the insurgency under control,
and, as the Vice President suggests,
that they are in their ‘‘last throes.”

Things are really getting so bad in
Iraq, Mr. Speaker, that we are begin-
ning finally to hear Republican Con-
gressmen step forward and question
some of the outrageous claims made by
the Bush administration in regard to
their policy in Iraq. This past weekend,
my Republican friend, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. JONES), came
forward and said that the Bush admin-
istration needs to have a deadline for
its war in Iraq.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) and I have
been next-door neighbors in the Can-
non House Office Building for years. As
visitors to our wing of the fourth floor
walk down the hallway, they see the
faces of the fallen. Since the beginning
of the war, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. JONES) has been hanging
up the pictures of the brave American
soldiers who have died in Iraq. It start-
ed right outside his door and spread so
quickly that the faces are outside each
of the Members’ doors of our wing of
the Cannon Building.

Another one of our Republican col-
leagues, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. WELDON), criticized the
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Bush administration for not leveling
with the American people about the
real number of Iraqi troops that have
been trained to date.

On Sunday’s ‘“‘Meet the Press,” the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) said, ‘“We can’t come back to
America and have our people be con-
vinced that the Iraqi troops are pre-
pared to take over when they are not.”
WELDON went on to say that the admin-
istration needs to come to grips with
the rising insurgency, again an insur-
gency that Vice President CHENEY re-
fuses to acknowledge.

Mr. Speaker, these are the kinds of
statements we have heard for the last
year from a large group of my Demo-
cratic colleagues. We have been calling
on House Republican leaders to hold
this administration responsible for its
faulty intelligence. We have called on
the House Republican leadership to
hold this administration accountable
for the 20-plus billion dollars spent in
Iraq. We have called on the House Re-
publican leadership to call the war
leaders at the Pentagon up to Capitol
Hill to explain their war strategy. And
to this date, the House Republican
leadership simply refuses to hold the
Bush administration responsible for
the way it is conducting the war in
Iraq.

It is refreshing to finally hear several
Republican colleagues questioning the
actions of this administration. How-
ever, it simply is not enough. At a time
when the Army and Marines are having
a difficult time reaching their recruit-
ment goals for the military of the fu-
ture, at a time when the Bush adminis-
tration is painting a far rosier picture
of the number of Iraqi troops that have
been trained, at a time when the Bush
administration refuses to admit that
the insurgency in Iraq is getting bigger
and more difficult to deal with by the
day, the House Republican leadership
cannot continue to ignore a growing
number of Members of this Chamber, of
both parties, who are demanding that
the administration level with the
American people about the Iraq war.

———————

FOUR IDEAS TO IMPROVE
RETIREMENT SECURITY

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, in dis-
cussing the collapse of his retirement
plan and pension plan, United Airlines
pilot Klaus Meyer said, ‘I call it legal-
ized crime. I lost almost all my United
stock value in the bankruptcy, and an-
other part of the retirement I was
promised is gone. And now my Social
Security is at risk. Where does it all
end?”’

Mr. Meyer’s statement is a stark re-
minder of what is at stake as we con-
tinue to debate the future of Social Se-
curity. The sad fact is that for many
Americans retirements are less, not
more, secure and any debate about So-
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cial Security should be about how to
secure its future rather than make it
more risky. In fact, the head of the
GAO announced that the President’s
plan would in fact exacerbate the fi-
nancial stability of Social Security,
rather than strengthen it.

The whole task is to do two things:
strengthen Social Security for future
generations and help Americans save
for their retirement. Make no mistake,
Social Security and the debate about
retirement is key to the future of
Americans’ retirements. For TUnited
Airlines employees, and the steel in-
dustry that came before the airline in-
dustry, and probably the auto industry
that will come after them, Social Secu-
rity is the linchpin of their retirement
security.
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Our task before us is how to
strengthen both aspects as Americans
plan to retire and save for their retire-
ment.

As John Pinto, another United States
airline employee put it, ‘“‘Social Secu-
rity is the cornerstone of my retire-
ment.”” That is our task here. Every
American is asked to plan for their re-
tirement with personal savings, em-
ployment-based savings, and Social Se-
curity. Those are the three legs to the
stool of any retirement plan and any
retirement security. The privatization
of Social Security would exacerbate
the stability that Social Security has
created for millions of Americans as
they plan for their retirement.

Benefits for United Airlines employ-
ees would be cut up to 40 percent, re-
tirement benefits that they have put
money away for, they have saved for,
they have done everything that we as a
country advocate that they do; 120,000
employees have now been cut up to 40
percent. As I always say, go ask a
United Airlines employee what they
think of Social Security. They are glad
that it is there and they can count on
it. It is the linchpin, it is the founda-
tion for all of their retirement secu-
rity.

Two-thirds of seniors and 40 percent
of widows rely on Social Security as
their entire retirement plan. It may
come as a shock to some, but the
American people like the security that
comes with Social Security.

A few weeks ago, the President said,
“Those who obstruct reform, no matter
what party they are in, will pay a po-
litical price.” Ironically, it is the
President’s insistence on privatization
of Social Security that is slowing the
reform and progress we could have in
our retirement security. He is, in fact,
the reason we are not making progress.
Privatization has become the poison
pill to progress when we discuss retire-
ment security for Americans.

We need to broaden the debate on pri-
vatization of Social Security into a
discussion on retirement security. I
proposed a series of ideas, Republicans
have proposed a series of ideas, Demo-
crats have ideas. If we put away privat-
ization, we can make progress.
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I would like to remind everybody
that in 1983, when we had the commis-
sion that developed and planned for the
future of Social Security and gave it
security for 75 years, President Ronald
Reagan took privatization off the
table, and you secured Social Security
for 75 years. If you take privatization
off the table today, you can secure So-
cial Security for another 75 years, and
we can make progress on 401(k)s, em-
ployer-based retirement, defined ben-
efit pensions, as well as personal sav-
ings. We can do it all. But as long as
privatization is on the table, it will be-
come the stumbling block to progress,
and the President’s insistence is stop-
ping the progress we can make.

Here are the four ideas I have intro-
duced, separate pieces of legislation:
Automatic enrollment to 401(k)s. Rath-
er than the pressure being on an em-
ployee to line up and sign up for a
401(k), have them automatically enroll,
and the pressure is, if you do not want
to participate, the onus of responsi-
bility is on you to get out, not in. RR
Donnelley, a big corporation in Chi-
cago, Fortune 500, set up automatic en-
rollment. Participation went up to 92
percent of employees, and the partici-
pation rate increased dramatically
among basically support staff and oth-
ers who do not have a retirement plan.
Also, you would have the automatic
step-up so as you were there longer,
your pay went up, the participation in
your plan increases.

Direct deposits from your tax refunds
into your savings plan. About 100 mil-
lion Americans get a refund on their
tax return. The average tax return is
$2,000. When you fill out the 1040, you
can decide, do I want $1,000, $750, $2,000
to go to my retirement plan? That is
the one day we should organize for re-
tirement security rather than just for
consumption. And if you have direct
deposit, more Americans would partici-
pate.

Third, there is the fully refundable
credit for people earning $60,000 or less.
The government would match 50 per-
cent on every dollar.

Lastly, we have 16 various different
vehicles for retirement savings. You
could, in fact, unify that to one single,
universal pension and get rid of all of
the paperwork that comes with 16 dif-
ferent versions of savings.

Those are just four ideas, but when it
comes to retirement security, let us re-
move privatization from the discus-
sion, secure Social Security and, there-
fore, secure for Americans and genera-
tions to come retirement security and
the dignity that comes with Social Se-
curity and with retirement.

———

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
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