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We have discussed this many times,
and some people believe this is a frivo-
lous discussion. Why are the Demo-
crats talking about not wanting tax
cuts?
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We are talking about investment,
and what we are suggesting is that
these tax cuts are misplaced. They
have nothing to do with increasing the
minimum wage, which might be some-
thing we would want to consider. It has
nothing to do with strengthening the
middle class. And even as we looked at
poverty in Hurricane Katrina, let me
tell the Members there are middle-
class working families that have been
totally devastated. They are in our
city. They had businesses. They had in-
comes. They had homes. Mr. Speaker,
they do not have any of that now. And
these tax cuts, taking away from giv-
ing them an opportunity to rebuild,
SBA loans, fixing the infrastructure,
which I have heard the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) and the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR) speak of eloquently, this is going
to be the choice being made by our
good friends in the budget reconcili-
ation.

They are willing to take tax cuts for
the top 1 percent and prioritize that
over health care, education, Social Se-
curity, Medicare, Medicaid, housing.
But most importantly, the most vul-
nerable now in our Nation, not only the
impoverished but almost 2 million peo-
ple that are evacuated that are scat-
tered across 44 States who may want to
come home to the gulf region are going
to need a little help from their friends
in the Federal Government. Hard-
working taxpayers now with this budg-
et will not be able to finally support
that this Federal Government can pro-
vide for them. And I hope that, as we
look at this problem, we will be able to
find some compassion for those who are
in need.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I believe the gentleman has some
charts that he wanted to discuss about
some of the choices that we are mak-
ing.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, these
charts were compiled by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL), and basi-
cally what he is trying to show here is
that we have a robust program of re-
building and restoration ongoing in
Iraq to the extent they can maintain
anything there in the midst of that in-
surgency.

For example, in terms of infrastruc-
ture, we have rehabilitated the Sweet-
water Canal System, including repairs
to the levees on the Tigris and Euphra-
tes. On the other hand, we have cut
$336 million from the Army Corps of
Engineers, including funding for the
levees on the Mississippi. We have re-
built the Iraqi republican railway line.
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But in the United States there have
been $2.5 billion in cuts in Amtrak, and
the high-speed rail funding program
has been eliminated. Community devel-
opment, 3,120 community action
projects completed in Iraq; $320 million
cut from community services block
grants in the United States.

$470 million for the construction of
housing and public buildings and civic
centers for Iraqi citizens; in this coun-
try $250 million has been cut from com-
munity development block grants; and
the President’s budget cuts for public
housing, the capital fund, have been
cut by 10 percent even though it is now
already deficient to meet the needs of
the program.

This chart shows the same thing. In
Iraq, 110 primary health care centers
built or renovated. In this country $10
billion has been cut or is being pro-
posed to being cut from Medicaid.

I could go down the list, but the ex-
ample is stark. We are not saying this
should not be done in Iraq. We have got
to help get that country back on its
feet, and the sooner we can get out, the
better. But in the meantime, we need
to stabilize the country, and this is
part of it, part of the economic recon-
struction. But it stands in stark con-
trast to what we are willing to do in
this country for infrastructure that we
all acknowledge we need and see we
need in a case like New Orleans when
the levees break.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I want to say one sentence to
that because what he just highlighted
are two-pronged: one, we have to take
care of all America, including those
not so impacted by hurricanes Katrina
and Rita, all of the folks who are vul-
nerable no matter what their station in
life; hurricanes Katrina and Rita sur-
vivors but also the Americans who are
hard-working taxpayers. This budget
that they are putting before us does
not do any of those.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I made the point earlier
that the cost of catastrophes Ilike
Katrina and Rita should be spread over
the whole country, the whole popu-
lation, but spread equitably. And it is
not right to saddle that heavy burden
on those least able to bear.

I thank our participants for their
participation.

——
THE BUDGET RECONCILIATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, 6 weeks
ago all Americans saw the human face
of poverty in the aftermath of Hurri-
cane Katrina. President Bush vowed
that after the botched Federal response
to the hurricane that the Federal Gov-
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ernment would do everything it could
to help those displaced in the gulf and
to finally address the issue of poverty.
Six weeks later, the House Republican
majority is already forgetting about
America’s most vulnerable. This week,
Republicans had planned to cut Med-
icaid, higher education, food stamps,
and possibly the earned income tax
credit in order to achieve budget rec-
onciliation.

We heard today that the budget rec-
onciliation has been postponed. We are
not going to vote on it tomorrow, and
that is certainly good news. I think it
is a strong indication that this budget
plan was a bad plan for America and
that it was, in fact, going to be used as
a method of basically hurting the poor
and might have had a direct impact on
those hurricane victims.

But it does not mean that the Repub-
lican leadership is not going to try to
bring it up again next week when we
come back. And the problem is that it
just is not fair, it really is not fair. It
is un-American, in my opinion, to say
that we are going to try to pass this
budget reconciliation by making cuts
in the very programs that impact the
people who suffered during the hurri-
cane.

The Republicans are claiming that
their budget reconciliation bill is fis-
cally responsible and will cut the def-
icit. But, obviously, we could tell from
the last Special Order that is simply
not true. The budget actually raises
the deficit, gives more tax breaks to
the wealthiest, and makes matters
worse, obviously, for the victims of
Katrina.

Essentially, this is a way of trying to
build in, if you will, the Republican tax

breaks that primarily go to the
wealthy, to the special interests, to
corporate interests that the Repub-

licans would try to pass further down
the road this year. And it is amazing to
me, Mr. Speaker, that it only took Re-
publicans 6 weeks to forget the images
of Hurricane Katrina. They are once
again putting the priorities of the
wealthiest few ahead of the working-
class Americans. It is now clear that
the Republicans learned absolutely
nothing from Hurricane Katrina.

I could go on myself, but I have to
say that my ideas and my concerns
with this budget bill were very much
set forth in a Washington Post article
or op ed that appeared today by Harold
Meyerson called ‘“‘Gunning for the
Poor.” And I am not going to read the
whole thing, Mr. Speaker, or put it in
the RECORD, but I wanted to highlight
some of the things that Harold
Meyerson said because it basically says
in probably better language what I just
indicated and how I feel.

And Harold Meyerson said in this op
ed today in the Washington Post:
“Congress is back in session and it’s
gunning for the American poor.

“A revolt of House conservatives has
persuaded that body’s Republican lead-
ership to offset the increased Federal
spending going to rebuild the Hurri-
cane Katrina-devastated gulf coast by
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reductions in Medicaid, food stamps,
and other programs for the indigent. If
things go according to plan, this week
the House will begin to cut $50 billion
from those efforts.

“The emerging Republican response
to Katrina, apparently, is to comfort
the drenched poor and afflict the dry.

“For a moment last week, it looked
as though the Republicans were going
to enact across-the-board spending
cuts.

“That, however, would have meant
less money for defense contractors and
the highway industry and other con-
tributors to congressional Republicans’
campaigns. GOP committee chairmen
made that point so forcefully that the
idea was scrapped.

“The beauty of taking the cuts out of
Medicaid and student loan programs,
by happy contrast, is that it does not
reduce the flow of funds to the Repub-
lican campaign committees by a single
dime.

‘“Even before the right-wing House
leadership capitulated to the even fur-
ther right-wing House rank and file,
the government’s response to Katrina
already appeared to be driven more by
laissez-faire ideology than by need or
common sense. The administration has
opposed efforts by Senate Finance
Committee Chairman CHARLES GRASS-
LEY to extend Medicaid coverage to
those Katrina survivors who lost their
jobs and health insurance in the flood.
And by suspending the requirements of
the Davis-Bacon Act that construction
workers on federally funded recon-
struction efforts be paid the prevailing
wage, President Bush has ensured that
much of that work will be done by ille-
gal immigrants, as one New York
Times report on the Mexican workers
rebuilding Gulfport, Mississippi made
abundantly clear.”

The article goes on, Mr. Speaker; but
the bottom line is, and this is what
Meyerson says at the end: ‘“The same
Republican zealots who demand fiscal
responsibility by cutting $50 billion for
the indigent sick are now also demand-
ing a new $70 billion in tax cuts, in-
cluding the permanent repeal of the es-
tate tax, that would chiefly benefit the
rich.”

So Meyerson basically explains, and I
think it is abundantly clear, the Re-
publicans are not trying to make these
cuts in programs for the indigent that
would essentially help the hurricane
victims because they want to balance
the budget. Because, no, the deficit is
still going to be huge. They are basi-
cally doing it because they want to
build into the budget the opportunity
to come back with permanent tax cuts
for the wealthy, for the corporate in-
terests; and this is their way of cutting
programs that essentially are crucial
for the hurricane victims in order to
accomplish that.

And the amazing thing to me, Mr.
Speaker, is that we heard President
Bush just a few days or a week or so
after the hurricane struck say that the
hurricane showed that there were a lot
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of poor people, a lot of people that were
unemployed, a lot of people that did
not have basic necessities; and rather
than trying to help them in some way
by extending Medicaid benefits to them
so that if they lost their health insur-
ance, they will still have some health
insurance, or rather than giving them
an opportunity to have a job so that
they can help rebuild New Orleans or
the various towns along the gulf that
were impacted by Hurricane Katrina,
this administration and this Repub-
lican Congress are just cutting the legs
out of any kind of help that those hur-
ricane victims would receive and basi-
cally saying we do not care about
them; all we care about is giving tax
cuts to the very wealthy.

I think it is scandalous, frankly, and
it is another reason why we need an
independent investigation of what hap-
pened with Hurricane Katrina.

A number of my colleagues and I
have been coming down here for the
last few nights as well as before the
congressional break that we had last
week and have been saying, and so
have the media been saying, that a bi-
partisan Katrina investigation is need-
ed because the Washington Repub-
licans, the ones who have set up their
own committee or investigation on a
partisan basis, are the same people who
are responsible for the problems that
we faced in the aftermath of Hurricane
Katrina. In other words, the Bush ad-
ministration botched what happened in
the aftermath of the hurricane. And
they continue to do things that are pri-
marily for special interests, for the
people who contribute to their cam-
paign coffers, without worrying about
the people, the victims, that are suf-
fering in New Orleans and other cities
along the gulf.

So why in the world would we let
these Washington Republicans who
control the White House, control the
Senate, control the House investigate
themselves? It makes no sense.

The only way that we are going to
get a true analysis of what is really
happening in the aftermath of Katrina,
including what was discussed today in
terms of the unwillingness of the Re-
publicans to help the victims in the
aftermath of the hurricane, is by hav-
ing a bipartisan commission so that
Democrats and Republicans are both
involved in the investigation, both can
look at what is happening and not have
this fake Katrina inquiry that would
just essentially be a whitewash, if you
will, for what happened in the after-
math of the hurricane.

I notice that I am being joined now
by some of my colleagues who have
been here every night making this
point; but we are particularly upset
with the fact that, in addition to not
having this bipartisan investigation,
this bipartisan commission, we now
face a situation where the Republicans
want to bring up a budget plan that ac-
tually is going to cut the very pro-
grams that these hurricane victims
need.
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I would like to point out the other
night I read a part of an editorial in
the New York Times which I think
says it all about this fake Katrina in-
quiry, and I am not going to read the
whole thing, but I just wanted to read
the very beginning and the very end.

This was in the New York Times on
September 26. It is called, ‘‘Faking the
Katrina Inquiry,” and it says: As the
Nation reels from Rita’s devastation
along the Gulf Coast, any hope for a
thorough investigation of govern-
ment’s gross mismanagement of
Katrina is quietly ebbing away behind
the political levees of Washington. The
White House and the Republican-con-
trolled Congress, resisting popular sup-
port for an independent, nonpartisan
commission, remain determined to run
self-serving, bogus investigations.
There is no way to whitewash a hurri-
cane. The government dominated by
one party should be disqualified from
investigating itself. Just as President
Bush repeatedly fought the creation of
the 9/11 Commission till public pressure
forced him to yield, so should the pub-
lic now demand that the administra-
tion and Congress get real about
Katrina.”

I feel even more strongly about this
in the light of this budget reconcili-
ation bill that we understand now has
been postponed because the Repub-
licans do not have the votes. Thank
God they do not have the votes, and
hopefully, they will never have the
vote for this scandal.

I would yield now to my colleague
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK)
who has been here practically every
night making this point.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
can tell the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PALLONE) I am just so glad to
be here with you tonight, and I know
that the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT) was here a little ear-
lier, our good friend from South Caro-
lina and the ranking member on the
Committee on the Budget, to point out
some of the variations you have been
talking about now.

I can tell you also that I was con-
cerned. I think it takes more than a
press conference that the majority did
today down in the basement of the Cap-
itol here saying we are fiscal conserv-
atives. All of the sudden, after all of
this time, after all of this borrow and
spend money, no one said a mumbling
word. Now we have Americans that are
displaced, Americans that are looking
for assistance from its government,
Americans that are still in shelters,
and now we want to be fiscal conserv-
atives. We want to all of the sudden
say, oh, well, you know, the American
people know the Republican majority
here in the House, that we are fiscal
conservatives.

Let me just say something. The
budget does not reflect the highest def-
icit in the history of the republic or
one of the highest. Definitely when it
comes down to the war in Iraq, there is
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no real accountability as it relates to
corporate greed and corruption and
cronyism of companies that have sto-
len the taxpayers’ money under the
lights, and they are still getting con-
tracts from some of those very same
companies that got contracts in Hurri-
cane Katrina to make the taxpayer vic-
tims all over again.

Now folks over there want to get reli-
gion about being fiscal conservatives,
saying we are going to find some, what,
$5656 million or whatever the figure is,
off the backs of poor people. So I think
it is important that we talk about this.

I think that I just want to do this
again. Maybe the folks over here on the
other side forgot about this. Maybe
they forgot about this community.
This is the before picture of the Cat-
egory 3 levee, and this is the after pic-
ture. Maybe they forgot about those
Americans that lost their homes. All
under this we are going to be fiscal
conservative. Maybe they forgot about
this lady here with her children, finally
getting out from the water after 4 days
right here in New Orleans. She is car-
rying her kids out when 30,000 people
were trapped there. Maybe we forgot
about that. Maybe we forgot about
these folks here that had to improvise
and find their way back to safety, and
these kids stroking here on the refrig-
erator with a board, maybe they forgot
about that. Maybe they forgot about
this, too.

Let me just say that I want to make
sure we do not get confused on the rea-
son why we are having this debate in
the first place. This is all about helping
Americans and making sure that local
government and the Federal Govern-
ment is able to respond in a way that
it is supposed to respond, appro-
priately, to taxpayers when this hap-
pens.

Now we are going to make the coun-
try pay even more of the 67 percent cut
that took place under regular order
under the last budget that the major-
ity held the clock on once again, open
a little bit longer, the Republicans on
the majority side did, and now we are
going to go back on top of the 69 per-
cent, and the goal is to do an addi-
tional 50 percent cut, okay, 50 percent
more going into cutting these pro-
grams like Medicaid and Medicare and
free and reduced lunch for children.

What was so disturbing and I think
the Members should be aware of, I
watched this on C-SPAN. It was down
in the basement. There were about six
Members, the temporary majority
leader and all of that stuff. They were
down there talking, beating chests and
all.

In closing my opening statement, I
am so happy that there is a God, and I
am also happy that there are some
folks in this Congress that are willing
to put the pressure on the majority
side on this issue.

As you know, today we were supposed
to do some voting on this, on the budg-
et, and tomorrow we were supposed to
do some voting. That vote has been
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pulled now, and it is not going to hap-
pen. I do not think that it is not going
to happen because the staff could not
necessarily get the paperwork to-
gether. It is not going to happen be-
cause it was the wrong thing to do on
the backs of the wrong people.

You do not go to a family saying we
are here to help you, but first of all we
are going to take back at least $1,000 of
the services that you had coming to
you due to the fact that Federal-man-
dated law, as it relates to health care,
we are going to take it back from you.
Matter of fact, take that cookie out of
the kid’s mouth. Did he get that in the
free and reduced lunch program? Take
it back from him because we are going
to cut that, too.

What they did that I think is impor-
tant and I think the Members in their
offices that are watching now needs to
know, what they did, they said, well,
we are definitely not going to deal with
the billionaires. We are having this
press conference to send a code to let
them know that you are safe.

I want to make it clear we have a Re-
publican majority here in the House,
and it has been that way for 10 years.
We have a Republican majority over in
the Senate and definitely a Republican
White House. So anyone that would
come and say anything publicly on this
floor about, oh, the Democrats are
stopping us from governing in a com-
passionate way, that is not true.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I appreciate that.
That is the distinction that we need to
make here. The Republican Party con-
trols all the levels of government, the
committees, the House, the Senate, the
White House. What they say goes. We
are an opposition party at this point,
and they are the governing party. They
are taking the country off the cliff is
basically what is happening here.

The point I want to make to my
friends in the 30-Something Group and
to the Members who are watching and
the American people is this. When this
body was originally trying to figure
out a way to pay for Katrina, all those
pictures that you show, when they
were originally trying to figure out a
way to pay for this, you know what
came up? Across-the-board cuts in all
programs, 2 percent, in order to pay for
this, across the board. Then, when the
extreme right wing Republicans in the
caucus came over and those corporate
interests here in Washington, D.C.,
came over to the Hill and they started
exerting their influence here, it
changed because we cannot cut pro-
grams that the big-time Ilobbyists
want. That would be wrong in Wash-
ington, D.C.

Notice what is being cut, notice.
Look at the list: Medicaid, Head Start,
college loans. There is not a program
that is getting cut where the people
can actually donate money to Con-
gress. We cannot cut programs where
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people have to donate and they make
big profits. Is that not a coincidence?
Of all the programs we have, not one
program is going to be cut in which a
special interest would be hurt. What a
shame. What a sham. It is a joke that
we are going to ask Medicaid recipi-
ents, Head Start, free and reduced
lunch, college loans. Those people are
going to take the brunt of the hit to
pay for a natural disaster.

I heard a columnist today say we are
going to take from the dry poor and
give to the wet poor, and is that not
something?

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, the last
few nights I have been watching this
30-Something crowd up speaking at
night, and it really inspired me to
come down to the floor.

This is my first Special Order as a
freshman Member of Congress. I hail
from the great State of Oklahoma, and
this is very, very important. I think
the American people need to know
about what is going on here in Wash-
ington, D.C. It is hurting my district.
It is hurting all of us.

I want to talk about some of these
programs that you are talking about
that affect everyone from Broken
Arrow and Idabel, if you are listening
tonight; to Muskogee, Oklahoma; to
Miami, Oklahoma; to Durant. Let us
talk about the community health cen-
ters that the funding has been slashed.

The President’s budget asked for a 64
percent reduction. We talk about Med-
icaid and the COPS program. We have
talked about economic development in
the rural part of America that is being
cut. Even Start, which you talked
about earlier tonight, is very, very im-
portant. Head Start funding, TRIO and
Gear Up are so important.

Let me tell you, in my district we
have a lot of young people and their
families. No one’s been to college, and
these programs are vital for creating
jobs in a district like mine. Because of
some kind of offset for, as you said, a
billionaire or someone else like that,
people in my district are getting cut,
people in Oklahoma.

I am one of the more conservative
Members of our caucus. I come from a
red State. I am the only Democrat in
our delegation. The President carried
my district with 59 percent of the vote,
but I want to tell you, this resonates
with all Americans, both Democrats
and Republicans.

We are running up a huge national
debt. We are paying interest payments,
and it gets larger and larger every day.
As we pay those interest payments, it
squeezes out all those programs that
are so vital to us, not to a Democrat or
a Republican, but all Americans, espe-
cially in rural parts of the United
States.

I want to tell my colleague from
Ohio, my colleague from Florida and
New Jersey, and now another Member
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from Florida has joined us, I thank you
for allowing me to be a part of this
team tonight and to speak on these
issues.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, let
me just say that it is great to have you
here, and I think it shows that it does
not matter whether I am a red State,
Florida’s a red State, Oklahoma unfor-
tunately is a red State. You are the
only blue Stater here, but I think what
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
BOREN) brings here is that there is this
idea that we are trying to promote the
Democratic agenda. This is about
America. This is not a partisan issue.

I mean, help us out here. The kid who
is getting Head Start or the kid that
wants to go to college or the parents
that are trying to pay for the school or
whatever it may be, this is not a red
State-blue State issue. I think the 30
Something Group is all about talking
about what is best for the TUnited
States of America, and that means
making sure that those people in your
district have an opportunity to go to
college, that they have a healthy start.

I think we have talked about that,
and that is not a partisan issue. This is
about what is doing what is best for the
country.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Florida.
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Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Ohio. I feel a little odd over here. But,
Mr. Speaker, if more of the people on
this side of the chamber thought like
me, then we would be improving things
really significantly here. So I think
maybe if I stand here long enough,
maybe the philosophical brain waves
will travel over here.

It is wonderful to have our colleague
from Ohio join us in the 30-Something
group. We have been trying to encour-
age our fellow 30-Something Members
to join us down here to talk about the
things that resonate universally across
this country. The gentleman is abso-
lutely right, both gentlemen are. It
does not matter whether you are in
New Jersey, Ohio, Oklahoma, Florida,
Idaho, California, the things that we
talk about on this floor during our
hour are resonating and run deep in
terms of their impact on Americans,
whether you are from the right wing of
the spectrum or the left wing of the
spectrum.

Let us take the cost of college. Obvi-
ously, people in our generation, wheth-
er they are raising children that are
about to go to college, or whether they,
in the case of people who are maybe
closer to the ages of the gentleman
from OKklahoma (Mr. BOREN) and the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN), who
are closer to having been in college
than perhaps the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) and I are, the rising
costs of college are just really getting
out of control. The gentleman from
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Florida (Mr. MEEK) and I just turned 39
a couple of weeks ago, so we are in our
last year of eligibility here. So listen, I
am a woman, and I am acknowledging
that.

But there was an article in my paper
today in the South Florida Sun Sen-
tinel that talked about the cost of col-
lege having risen by one-third over the
last 5 years. One-third. Parents have
been preparing every year for yet an-
other hit in their pocketbook. The av-
erage college costs today at a private
college are $21,000, and almost $5,500 at
a public university. It does not matter
whether you are in a red State or a
blue State, and I am going to claim
Florida as a purple State. We are 50-50
right down the line when it comes to
those elections, so I am not willing to
cede that we are a red State just yet.

We cannot have our college students
face the double-digit tuition increases
that have been rained down upon them,
coupled with the deep financial aid
cuts that have been proposed. That is
what is coming out of this Congress
right now.

One of the things that we mentioned
last night was that while we are very
critical of the actions that are being
proposed here by this Republican lead-
ership, we do have our own set of plans,
particularly in terms of how we would
approach higher education and making
college less expensive.

We would make college more afford-
able in several ways. Our proposal
would guarantee a $500 boost to the
maximum Pell grant scholarship. We
would give students the choice between
either a fixed or a variable interest
rate when they consolidate their stu-
dent loans, and we would do so without
raising costs for students. We would
keep Congress’s promise that was made
in 2002 on the Republican watch, which
still has not been fulfilled, to lower the
interest rate cap on student loans at 6.8
percent. The Republican bill reverses
that bipartisan agreement and raises
student interest rate caps to 8.26 per-
cent.

We absolutely have to do not just
right by our students, but we have to
at least do what we say we are going to
do. You cannot just talk about low-
ering the cost and expanding access to
higher education; you actually have to
follow up with action on it. And this
Republican Congress and their leader-
ship has been dropping themselves into
a full-scale reversal and literally clos-
ing off access do higher education to
Americans across this country.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, that build-
ing block that we talk about, edu-
cation, being ready for the work force
is very, very important. Let us talk
about going into the work force. This
Republican Congress has talked about
creating jobs, has talked about growing
the economy and, at the same time,
they are cutting programs that are
very vital to creating jobs. Let me talk
about them right now.

The small business 7(a) loan program
is very important to my constituents.
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These loans are the most basic and
most used types of loans of SBA’s busi-
ness loan programs. Under this budget,
for the second year in a row, the budg-
et eliminates appropriations for small
business 7(a) loans and proposes to run
the program solely through fee in-
creases, substantially raising the costs
for small business and lenders.

We talk about these rural commu-
nities again. They get out of college
like at Southeastern in Durant or they
are at NSU in Kulaqua, they have that
degree, they are going for that seed
capital. They want to start a new busi-
ness. We have always been the party of
small business. We have always been
the party of Main Street, going out and
striking out on your own. This budget
slashes those programs.

Another thing, SBA business infor-
mation centers, joint ventures between
the U.S. Small Business Administra-
tion and private partners, they provide
the latest in high-tech hardware, soft-
ware, and telecommunications to help
start-up and expanding businesses.
They also offer a wide array of coun-
seling services. Under this budget, that
program is eliminated.

One more. Micro loan program. This
program provides very small loans to
start-ups and targets mainly low-in-
come entrepreneurs. In 2003, this vital
program provided $26.5 million in loans
and an additional $15 million in tech-
nical assistance. The micro loan pro-
gram enables individuals to become
self-sufficient while creating jobs and
contributing to economic development
in local communities.

Under this budget, every single dollar
is eliminated. Think about that. We
are talking about growing the econ-
omy, we are talking about creating
jobs. Right now, we are creating infla-
tion, because we have such high energy
costs.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That one program
was for low-income folks?

Mr. BOREN. Absolutely.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. This is almost
hysterical, in a bad sense hysterical.
We were in the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce today mark-
ing up the TANF bill. We offered an
amendment to raise the minimum
wage to a living wage. Shot down. We
offered an amendment that we wanted
to give more money for people who
were going from welfare to work, we
were going to step in and provide them
with child care, more money for child
care. We have a study that says you
need about $8 billion for these people to
have adequate child care so they will
actually get off the welfare rolls and
get to work. That got shot down.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman will yield, we need to
clarify who we are and they are.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I appreciate that.
I thank the gentleman. I thank the
gentleman. The Republicans on the
committee who have a majority of the
folks on the committee shot all of
those democratic amendments down.
The Democrats offered to have a living
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wage. The Democrats offered to in-
crease money for child care so that you
can go out into the work force and con-
tribute to the economy and pay taxes.
Now, our friend from OKklahoma says,
well, even the program where low-in-
come people want to strike out on
their own and they want to start their
own business, that program is getting
cut.

What do you propose these people do?
Is there an answer on that side? They
are talking about this long and distin-
guished record of helping people. How?
What do you mean? The poverty rate is
going up, wages are stagnant, and it is
harder to get into school, and tuition
has doubled.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, the gentleman
from Ohio is absolutely correct. I want
to go back to what he said before, be-
cause we are talking about all of these
terrible things that the Republicans
are doing and are proposing to do, and
I am sure a lot of the people say, well,
why would they do those awful things.
I think it is important for us to go
back to what the gentleman from Ohio
said before, which is why is this hap-
pening?

I mean, obviously, it is not hap-
pening because they want to reduce the
deficit, because my understanding is
that this budget that they were going
to bring up tomorrow, this budget reso-
lution actually increases the deficit by
more than $100 billion, so it is not for
deficit reduction. Any spending cuts, in
my opinion, are being used primarily
for 2 things. One is because they want
to offset the tax cuts; again, these are
tax cuts primarily for the wealthy, for
the special interests that are coming
down the road.

The other thing that I think we need
to point out, and that is why I asked
the previous Democrats from the pre-
vious Special Order to leave this chart
up. Also what is happening here is that
the Republicans want to continue to
pay for these infrastructure and other
improvements in Iraq. Now, I am not
saying that it is bad to do all of this re-
construction work in Iraqg. I mean, I
strongly believe that it needs to be
looked at, because a lot of times it is
going to Halliburton and other compa-
nies that are skimming the money and
not necessarily delivering the services.
But I think it is very interesting to see
that almost every one of the programs
that were mentioned here tonight by
each of my colleagues, well, to the ex-
tent it is being cut in the United
States, it is being done in Iraq. I just
do not think that is fair.

I want to just read this again briefly,
because it is just amazing to me.
Again, this comes from the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL), our demo-
cratic colleagues: health care, because
the gentleman from Oklahoma men-
tioned the community health pro-
grams. Health care in America, $10 bil-
lion in medicaid cuts through rec-
onciliation, $252 million in cuts for
health care professionals, $94 million in
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cuts to community health care centers
that the gentleman from Oklahoma
mentioned. In Iraq, 110 primary health
care centers built and renovated, 2,000
health care professionals trained, 3.2
million children vaccinated. We are
spending the money in Iraq rather than
here.

Education, the gentleman from Flor-
ida talked about education. The Repub-
lican budget cuts in the United States,
$9 billion in cuts to student loans
through reconciliation, $806 million in
cuts to No Child Left Behind. In Iraq,
2,717 schools rehabilitated, 36,000 teach-
ers and administrators trained. I am
not going to go through the whole
thing because it was gone through be-
fore and I do not want to repeat it.

But I will just never forget, within a
couple of months after the invasion of
Iraq, a couple of my Republican col-
leagues came down here one night on
the Floor and they had just come back
from Iraq and it was the first day of
school and they had all of the books
and the pencils and the papers that
were being provided to the students in
Iraq. I had just come back from New
Jersey and was hearing complaints
from the schools about how they did
not have pencils and paper and sup-
plies. There is nothing wrong with
helping the people in Iraq, I am not
trying to take away from them. But for
them to say to us that we have to cut
similar type programs for people who
are really in need, including the hurri-
cane victims, it is just not right. An
the reason they are doing it is because
they do not want to cut the programs
for their special interest friends and, at
the same time, I believe they are try-
ing to build in money that they can use
for these additional tax cuts that pri-
marily benefit the wealthy.

I just want to also say, again, I am
showing my age here because I know
this is the 30-Something club, but I am
going to digress for one minute. I am
so pleased that the gentleman from
Oklahoma joined us tonight. I followed
his election last year and I was so
happy that he won, because we cer-
tainly need Democrats in Oklahoma. I
know you are in a long tradition of
people that the rest of my colleagues
probably do not even remember, and
that is your father, who was the Sen-
ator; Brad Carson, your predecessor;
Mike Synar. Oklahoma always had
conservative populace, I guess I call
them, who were conservative but, at
the same time, understood the needs of
the people. So I am very pleased that
you are with us here tonight.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, I want to add one
more person to that list, and that was
my grandfather, who served in this
body from 1937 until 1947 and actually
represented the southern portion of my
district. So we share a bond that we
both serve in the House. Dad was in the
other chamber.

But I talked a little bit about pro-
grams that are traditionally Repub-
lican programs, like what you would
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think of as economic development, cre-
ating jobs, these are really programs
that I believe that Democrats support
more than Republicans. Another one
that Republicans try to talk about that
they have the upper hand on is law en-
forcement programs. Let me just give a
few statistics about law enforcement.
The COPS program, a very, very suc-
cessful program. It stands for the Com-
munity-Oriented Policing Services pro-
gram. It provides grants to help com-
munities hire, train, and retain police
officers and improve law enforcement
technologies. Under this budget, it is
slashed by $477 million or 96 percent.
Another program which is very vital
to my district is the firefighter grants
program. It affects all of our commu-
nities I know that are here in this
chamber tonight. This program pro-
vides local firefighters with everything
from trucks and equipment to the abil-
ity to pay salaries for trained profes-
sional firefighters, despite the fact that
police departments nationwide do not
have the protective gear to safely se-
cure a site after the detonation of a
weapon of mass destruction, and fire
departments have only enough radios
for half of the firefighters on a shift.
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Under the Republican budget it has
slashed the fire fighter grant program
by $215 million or 30 percent.

We talk a lot about Homeland Secu-
rity. I am on the Armed Services Com-
mittee in this body. We talk a lot
about Homeland Security, we talk
about being prepared for the next
threat. Obviously with Katrina, that is
a new threat that most of us probably
did not even think about just a few
months ago. How are we going to be
prepared for the next disaster if we are
cutting programs like these?

A budget here in Washington, when
we craft a budget it is a statement of
our priorities, and unfortunately the
priorities of some Members in this
Chamber have been for those who have,
and have left those in areas like my
district in eastern Oklahoma who do
not have the funding to make sure that
they can talk on these radios.

I can tell you a perfect example. Greg
Walters, if you are listening tonight,
he is a first responder in Sequoyah
County, somebody I talk to every day,
talks to me about his fire trucks. The
Nicut Fire Department, they are hav-
ing trouble getting funding for their
trucks, they are having problems get-
ting funding for their radios. If there is
a fire or something that happens, and
terrorist attacks can happen anywhere,
they happened in my home State of
Oklahoma. It is not just in the urban
areas. We have got to be prepared.
Again, we have got to refocus our pri-
orities.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. The
gentleman just mentioned that if we
are going to make sure that we are
ready for the next natural disaster,
often when you talk about events like
epic proportions like natural disasters,
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you think of them in terms of their
rarity. Since myself and Mr. MEEK are
both from Florida, and in the next 2
days we will face what is no longer con-
sidered a rarity in our State in the
name of Hurricane Wilma that has now
reached the point in history that it is
the strongest storm on record with the
lowest barometric pressure ever to be
recorded in the Atlantic Basin and is
expected to make landfall in our home
State, possibly crossing over either
mine or Mr. MEEK’s district over the
weekend.

One of the things that we have been
emphasizing over the last several days
and weeks is that the confidence of the
American people in their government
has been badly shaken. The gentleman
from Oklahoma mentioned that we are
not sure how people are expected to be
able to have that confidence restored
and know that the next natural dis-
aster, or man-made disaster for that
matter, that their government is going
to be prepared both in terms of getting
them ready to deal with that disaster
or in the aftermath of that disaster.

If you look at the results of Katrina
and the aftermath of Katrina, certainly
their confidence was not restored. If
you look at the revelations that have
come from the independent 9/11 Com-
mission’s Report, and now yet another
report is about to come out from the
independent 9/11 Commission that
through their private educational foun-
dation they are about to release a re-
port that blasts the FBI for not imple-
menting much of their recommenda-
tions.

When is this administration, this Re-
publican administration and the lead-
ership here going to listen to the prior-
ities of the American people and make
sure that, in terms of disaster pre-
paredness, whether it is man-made or
natural, that we not add insult to in-
jury in the aftermath of those disasters
by cutting services and badly needed
health care and badly needed higher
education and assistance for the very
people that were victims? And when
are they going to make sure that they
have adequate preparation to deal with
those, the aftermath of those disasters?
Right now we have not seen anything
other than the development of a par-
tisan committee in this institution to
supposedly investigate what happened.
Well, if you cannot even know that the
FBI and that the administration is
going to respond to the report that was
issued from the independent 9/11 Com-
mission, then certainly we would have
little to no confidence that anything is
going to come from a partisan inves-
tigation like the one that is going on
here.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
just want to tell my colleague from
Oklahoma that he is supposed to do ex-
actly what he is doing. We are doing
exactly what we are supposed to be
doing, and that is represent our con-
stituents. That is why we are up here.
We are not up here to be friends, bud-
dies, and pals. We are here to make
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sure that folks who woke up early one
morning, whether they be Democrat,
Republican, Independent, no party af-
filiation whatsoever, an individual that
was in a nursing home could not make
it, did not have an absentee ballot,
they deserve our representation. And
the reason why this bill did not come
up and hopefully will not come up in
the form that it is in now, and some
folks ask what do Democrats do in the
minority? What do you do because you
do not have the ability, not we do not
have the physical ability or the mental
ability to do it, but by rule we cannot
bring certain things to the floor. We
cannot agenda bills here on the floor.
There are a lot of things that we can-
not do because we are in the minority.
But what we can do is propose.

Now, this very bad budget amend-
ment that is coming up that is going to
cut the opportunity for families who
want to work to be able to have child
care and to be able to, like the gen-
tleman from Ohio, provide for their
families. And so I think it is important
that we realize that this is not a par-
tisan conversation. The only thing par-
tisan about it is the fact that the ma-
jority, which is the Republican leader-
ship here, will not do what they are
supposed to do.

The last point. This whole issue on
this we are going to cut, this exercise
as it relates to looking at the budget
has gone off the focus of helping the
victims of Hurricane Katrina and Rita
to we have got to prove to America
that we can govern. That is what it has
turned into. It has turned into that by
saying, well, we can govern because we
know how to cut. We know how to cut.
Well, who are we cutting? We are cut-
ting those that cannot fight back. You
might as well just answer the question
the way it really is. Let us talk, let us,
like they say in some places, let us put
the cookie on the bottom shelf so that
we can all reach it and understand
what is going on.

So I think it is important, need it be
if someone has a bus pass in their hand,
they carpool to work, they have to go
out and do certain things in their car
before they turn it over because they
cannot afford to buy a new car. I have
been there before, I put my hand up.
Those that are running around here
know that they can only put $20 in
their tanks and some of them have to
shut their car off at certain times be-
cause they know they just cannot
spend that money because they do not
have it. These are individuals that we
are standing for. These are the individ-
uals that we are leading on their be-
half.

So it is important that we put these
things out there. It is important that
we come to this floor, and not let
Democrats in the House or America
know what is going on, to let Ameri-
cans know what is going on. But this
stuff does not just happen. It happens
because we want them engaged, we
want Members engaged in representing
their constituents.

H8977

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I will just
give my colleagues an example in my
district. We have a terrible problem
with methamphetamine. It is hap-
pening everywhere, it is not just hap-
pening in rural areas, it is happening in
urban areas. We have places in Le
Flore County in Oklahoma where lit-
erally this is infiltrating not based on
socioeconomics, the rich and the poor,
it is affecting everyone. And one of the
only tools that we have to fight this
scourge of methamphetamine is the
Byrne Grant Program. TUnder this
budget, it was slashed. Once again,
when we have the tools, we have the
necessary tools, it is taken away.

And I can think of the district attor-
neys and the drug task forces in my
district that I have met with, the first
responders who say, damn, we des-
perately need it. We need it in places
like Heavener. And we are saying to
them, no, we cannot do it because we
are going to spend it somewhere else. 1
just wanted to give that example.

Mr. PALLONE. I am so glad that the
gentleman used that example and the
other examples that he has been using.
Tomorrow in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee we are going to have
a hearing on the health and social
costs associated with drug use, particu-
larly methamphetamine use. And I just
have the statistics because I am get-
ting ready for the hearing. In 2000, re-
searchers estimate the annual health
and social costs associated with drug
use, particularly methamphetamine
use, was approximately $116 billion, $15
billion of which was attributed to
health care costs.

A lot of the things that we talk about
here, particularly health care, are ac-
tually preventative. And so the Repub-
licans think that somehow they are
saving money. They are not saving
anything because they are going to
drive people, as the gentleman says, he
is talking about methamphetamine,
they are going to create a situation
where the problem is going to even get
worse and it is going to cost us more in
the long run because the people that
are impacted are going to get sick.

I was thinking of the gentleman’s
dad again, and I do not want to keep
bringing it up. But one of the things
that the Republicans are talking about
doing, this $10 billion in Medicaid cuts
through reconciliation, the gentleman
from Oklahoma pointed out that we
are not just talking about poor people
and indigent people here, we are talk-
ing about working people. Maybe you
call them the working poor or middle
class, I do not know what the word is,
lower middle class. The Medicaid cuts
that the Republicans are talking about
mostly impact senior citizens who go
to nursing homes, because what they
are proposing to do is to make it more
difficult for the spouse who is left be-
hind to keep their home or to keep
their car. They want to make the
guidelines so that they take the money
from those very people in order for
them to be able to continue to stay in
a nursing home.
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And I remember, I was thinking
again about the gentleman’s dad, be-
cause one of the things that he did was
the so-called Boren Amendment. I do
not even know if my colleague remem-
bers that, but that was the one that
said that the nursing homes had the
ability to seek redress if the Federal
Government was not providing enough
funding for nursing home care, because
what happened is that the quality of
that care decreased and people became
sicker, and so he wanted to have some
enforcement mechanism to make sure
that the quality of care in the nursing
homes was still good. When the Repub-
licans came in, they wanted to repeal
that, of course, and they did repeal it
ultimately.

So these cuts, they directly impact
people, not just indigent people. I am
not saying we should not be worried
about the poor, we obviously do. But a
lot of the people who may not nec-
essarily be aware of the fact that they
are going to be directly impacted, mid-
dle class people, senior citizens, they
are going to be impacted by these
health care cuts. Even the student loan
programs. These are not just student
loan programs for poor people, these
are middle class kids that are strug-
gling. These cuts impact the majority
of Americans. I mean, that is a fact.
And I appreciate the fact that all of
you are bringing that out, because I
think it is very important.

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I think that is a
tremendous point. The Democrats are
offering up amendment after amend-
ment on the floor, in committees. We
have an agenda that we are trying to
move forward here, and our agenda is
pro taxpayer, and it is pro taxpayer be-
cause we make investments, just like
you do in your home with your family.
The best investment you can make
with your kids long term: Education. It
is going to save you money in the long
run. That is what the Democrats want
to do. We want to invest into health
care and pay up front so that we do not
have to pay more in the long run.

The Democrats are for preventative
care with the community health cen-
ters, with clinics, so that people go to
a clinic and get the antibiotics that
they need or the basic care that they
need, the preventive care that they
need so they do not wander into an
emergency room 2 weeks later with
pneumonia and the taxpayer still has
to pay for it. That is smart use of the
taxpayer money. Investing in the stu-
dent loans, I have said this a million
times on this floor. We had a study in
Ohio, University of Akron. For every
dollar the State of Ohio invested into
higher education, the State got $2 back
in tax money. That is the investment
the Democrats want to make. We are
playing offense. We have an agenda
here. We are not here just to criticize,
although we could spend a lot of time
making the proper criticisms.

Providing health care for young kids.
If you do not get these kids health care
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at a young age on the Medicaid pro-
gram, SCHIP, the programs that we
want to fund, these kids are going to
develop long-term diseases, illnesses
that will cost us a lot more money.
And not only that, if you have kids in
the classroom and only half the kids
have health care, they are going to get
the kids that do have health care sick.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Do you
know what else we are for? We are for
honesty. We are for honesty in govern-
ment. We are for ridding this institu-
tion of the culture of corruption that
has consumed it in recent weeks and
months.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Do not forget
cronyism, please.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I was
getting to cronyism, because there are
a lot of Cs that are flying around this
Chamber, including the first letter of
the word Chamber. The gentleman
from Oklahoma and I are freshmen, we
just got here, we have been here 10
months. We have conversations on the
floor all the time about how aston-
ishing it is that this institution has a
pall cast over it, that there is a shadow
cast over this place by the culture of
corruption, the cronyism, the ethical
challenges that some of our Members
face, the cronyism in the administra-
tion, the appointments of people who
are not qualified for the job that they
were hired to do.
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It is time to return this government
back to the honest people, back to the
people who are in it for right reasons,
back to the people who went into pub-
lic service to make the world a better
place, not to line their supporters’
pockets, with all due respect. That is
literally what I have watched this
place become both as an outsider and
now as someone who has become a
Member of this body.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Let us reiterate
that point right before we go. We have
about 5 minutes left.

Every cut that is being made to fund
the Katrina relief is being made to a
group of people who do not donate to
the Republican majority. They are
Medicaid recipients. They are food
stamp recipients, and they are college
students and middle-class parents who
do not have a big lobby group here.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I just want a
point of clarification. The folks that
are going to suffer under these cuts,
they do not make political contribu-
tions. Their only contribution is their
vote to send a Member of Congress up
here. I do not know when I go to these
health care centers and they say, well,
we had to cut 10 employees, we cannot
even meet the people from the commu-
nity that are coming in and need our
help because the budget has been cut.

It is the evolution of taxation. We
make the cuts up here and then the
States, they return the favor to the
local folks, and they cannot do what
they are supposed to do. The folks that
are being cut and dealt with and man-
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handled by the majority on this, they
do not make contributions to anyone.
They cannot afford to. These are the
people that are punching in and punch-
ing out every day.

I think it is important that everyone
understand the proposal that the ma-
jority is talking about now will do
nothing but weaken the country. That
is the bottom line. That is what it
does. I want to make that point of clar-
ification because even when I check my
campaign reports, there are not a lot of
Medicaid recipients there saying, we
are writing a fat check to the Con-
gressman. They cannot write $10 to the
Congressman because they are too busy
trying to pay for gas and the heating
oil.
Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, actually,
something that we are not talking
about also, we are seeing all of these
cuts, but at the same time there is a
State tax increase there because you
have cuts at the Federal level and
guess who has got to bear the brunt?

I served in the State legislature in
Oklahoma before I came to Congress.
And we had all these things called un-
funded mandates that the other side
talked a lot about, these unfunded
mandates. Guess who is sending these
unfunded mandates right now? It is the
other side. They are sending them back
to State legislatures like my home
State of Oklahoma. And they are not
only going to the States. They are
going to the counties, they are going to
the municipalities, and it is going to be
a tax increase for the American people.

Mr. PALLONE. The gentleman men-
tioned before Medicaid. Medicaid is a
matching program, 50 percent Federal,
50 percent State. So if the States do
not get the 50 percent from the Federal
Government, they have to make it up
themselves or drop the people com-
pletely.

I know we are almost done so I would
like to yield to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN) because he is going to
give us the 30-Something information.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Before I give the
e-mail address, the cuts at the Federal
level, it goes down to the States. The
State has to make a decision to raise
taxes; and then it goes from the State,
the State is pushing it down to the
counties, as was said; and many of us
represent districts, the local commu-
nities which are some of the poorest in
the country. So those people are choos-
ing between raising their own taxes
that they do not have, the person who
does not have $10 because of the energy
costs and everything else, versus fund-
ing for their local school because No
Child Left Behind is not paid for or hir-
ing more cops because the COPS grant
has been cut. And that is the end line.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I would suggest the Web site.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Our Web site is
30somethingdemocrats@mail.house.
gov. We have been getting a ton of e-
mails. Keep sending them. We love to
get them.

I appreciate the strong cast we have
here and maybe tomorrow or next week
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we will be able to fill the whole Cham-
ber up. Let us keep rolling.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
everybody for joining us tonight for a
very important Special Order.

———

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agreed to the
amendments of the House to the
amendment of the Senate to the text of
the bill (H.R. 3971) ‘““An Act to provide
assistance to individuals and States af-
fected by Hurricane Katrina.”

————
ABLE DANGER FAILURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REICHERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise tonight to talk to our
colleagues and through our colleagues
to the American people about an issue
that troubles me greatly.

I have been in this institution 19
years, and during those 19 years I have
been on the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. Currently, I am the vice chairman
of that committee and chairman of the
subcommittee that oversees the pur-
chase of our weapons systems. In the
past I have chaired the research sub-
committee. I have chaired the readi-
ness subcommittee, and I have spent
every available hour of my time work-
ing to make sure that our military
troops were properly protected and
have the proper equipment and train-
ing.

I am a strong supporter of our mili-
tary. Whether it was in the last 2 years
of the Reagan administration, the four
years of the Bush administration, the 8
years of the Clinton administration, or
the current administration of Presi-
dent George W. Bush, I have been a
strong supporter of our military. I am
a strong supporter of President Bush. I
campaigned for him. I am a strong sup-
porter of Secretary Rumsfeld. I say all
of that, Mr. Speaker, because tonight I
rise to express my absolute outrage
and disgust with what is happening in
our defense intelligence agencies.

Mr. Speaker, back in 1999 when I was
Chair of the defense research sub-
committee, the Army was doing cut-
ting-edge work on a new type of tech-
nology to allow us to understand and
predict emerging transnational ter-
rorist threats. That technology was
being done at several locations, but
was being led by our Special Forces
Command. The work that they were
doing was unprecedented. And because
of what I saw there, I supported the de-
velopment of a national capability of a
collaborative center that the CIA
would just not accept.

In fact, in November 4 of 1999, 2 years
before 9/11, in a meeting in my office
with the Deputy Secretary of Defense,
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Deputy Director of the CIA, Deputy Di-
rector of the FBI, we presented a nine-
page proposal to create a national col-
laborative center. When we finished the
brief, the CIA said we did not need that
capability, and so before 9/11 we did not
have it.

When President Bush came in after a
year of research, he announced the for-
mation of the Terrorism Threat Inte-
gration Center, exactly what I had pro-
posed in 1999. Today it is known as the
NCTC, the National Counterterrorism
Center. But, Mr. Speaker, what trou-
bles me is not the fact that we did not
take those steps.

What troubles me is that I now have
learned in the last 4 months that one of
the tasks that was being done in 1999
and 2000 was a top-secret program orga-
nized at the request of the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, carried out by
the general in charge of our Special
Forces Command, a very elite unit fo-
cusing on information regarding al
Qaeda. It was a military language ef-
fort to allow us to identify the key
cells of al Qaeda around the world and
to give the military the capability to
plan actions against those cells so they
could not attack us as they did in 1993
at the Trade Center, at the Khobar
Towers, the U.S.S. Cole attack, and the
African embassy bombings.

What I did not know, Mr. Speaker, up
until June of this year, was that that
secret program called Able Danger ac-
tually identified the Brooklyn cell of al
Qaeda in January and February of 2000,
over 1 year before 9/11 every happened.
In addition, I learned that not only did
we identify the Brooklyn cell of al
Qaeda, but we identified Mohamed Atta
as one of the members of that Brook-
lyn cell along with three other terror-
ists who were the leadership of the 9/11
attack.

I have also learned, Mr. Speaker,
that in September of 2000, again, over 1
year before 9/11, that Able Danger team
attempted on three separate occasions
to provide information to the FBI
about the Brooklyn cell of al Qaeda,
and on three separate occasions they
were denied by lawyers in the previous
administration to transfer that infor-
mation.

Mr. Speaker, this past Sunday on
‘“Meet the Press,”” Louis Freeh, FBI Di-
rector at the time, was interviewed by
Tim Russert. The first question to
Louis Freeh was in regard to the FBI’s
ability to ferret out the terrorists.
Louis Freeh’s response, which can be
obtained by anyone in this country as
a part of the official record, was, Well,
Tim, we are now finding out that a top-
secret program of the military called
Able Danger actually identified the
Brooklyn cell of al Qaeda and Moham-
med Atta over a year before 9/11.

And what Louis Freeh said, Mr.
Speaker, is that that kind of action-
able data could have allowed us to pre-
vent the hijackings that occurred on
September 11.

So now we know, Mr. Speaker, that
military intelligence officers working
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in a program authorized by the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
general in charge of Special Forces
Command, identified Mohammed Atta
and three terrorists a year before 9/11,
tried to transfer that information to
the FBI were denied; and the FBI Di-
rector has now said publicly if he
would have had that information, the
FBI could have used it to perhaps pre-
vent the hijackings that struck the
World Trade Center, the Pentagon, and
the plane that landed in Pennsylvania
and perhaps saved 3,000 lives and
changed the course of world history.

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight because
we have been trying to get the story
out about Able Danger and what really
happened. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker,
I have to rise tonight to tell you that
as bad as this story is, and as bad as it
is that the data was not transferred to
the FBI, and as bad as it is that the 9/
11 Commission totally ignored this en-
tire story and referred to it as histori-
cally insignificant even though it was
authorized by the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, even though
Louis Freeh has now said it could have
provided information to prevent the at-
tack against us, the 9/11 Commission
ignored it. Not because the commis-
sioners ignored it, but because someone
at the staff level on the 9/11 Commis-
sion staff decided for whatever reason
that they did not want to pursue the
Abel Danger story.

Mr. Speaker, in August and Sep-
tember I met with the military offi-
cials involved with Abel Danger and
one by one they told their story, until,
Mr. Speaker, leaders in the Defense In-
telligence Agency, including the dep-
uty director, decided they do not want
the story told. I think because they
perhaps are fearful of being embar-
rassed and humiliated.

So what direction had they taken,
Mr. Speaker?

They have gagged the military offi-
cers. They have prevented them from
talking to any Member of Congress.
They have prevented them from talk-
ing to the media. And the Defense In-
telligence Agency has began a process
to destroy the career and the life of
Lieutenant Colonel Anthony Shaffer.

Now, it might be easy for us to ig-
nore this, Mr. Speaker. We all have
busy careers and worry about reelec-
tions every 2 years and worry about
our own families and our jobs. But I
cannot do that in this case and neither
can this body, and neither can the
other body. You see, Lieutenant Colo-
nel Shaffer took an oath to defend our
Constitution. He took the words ‘‘duty,
honor, country’ seriously and devoted
23 years of his life in four deployed in-
telligence operations of our military to
protect America.

During the time he served our coun-
try, he has received the Bronze Star,
an award that does not come easily, for
showing acts of courage, leadership,
and bravery in the course of his activi-
ties.
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