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qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 102, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout.

Chance has been very active with his troop,
participating in many scout activities. Over the
many years Chance has been involved with
scouting, he has not only earned numerous
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community.

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in
commending Chance Brown for his accom-
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the
highest distinction of Eagle Scout.

NEW YORK NEEDS THE MONEY
HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 14, 2006

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, with Secretary
Michael Chertoff’'s decision to cut Federal anti-
terror funding for both New York and Wash-
ington, DC, | would like to introduce an edi-
torial printed in the Daily News on June 7,
2006, that encourages the executive branch to
put pressure on the Department of Homeland
Security to rectify this decision. The editorial,
titted Get N.Y. the money, Mr. President, dis-
cusses the extremely negative reception this
decision has received.

Both former New York City mayor Rudy
Giuliani and former chairman of the 9/11 com-
mission, Tom Kean, two of the most knowl-
edgeable men on protecting our country from
terrorism, claim that New York, as the premier
target of terrorist attacks, needs to implement
several anti-terror programs in order to com-
pletely protect itself. The intended programs
included an effort to prepare the fire depart-
ment to adeptly handle multiple attacks at
once, to allocate funding to the NYPD
counterterrorism  bureau which interprets
threats to the city, and to create systems that
can detect radiation in the water and air.

In deciding how to best allocate homeland
security funds, Secretary Chertoff used a com-
plicated scoring system that resulted in the
funding of information dissemination and con-
sequentially the rejection of funds required for
protecting New York. This editorial endorses
an effort to demonstrate the importance of
protecting both New York and Washington,
DC. The Daily News editors argue correctly
that President Bush is the only person with the
authority to do this.

The House Homeland Security Committee’s
chairman, PETER KING, joined by the entire
New York delegation in the House and Senate
has made spirited efforts to reverse the deci-
sion to reduce the allocation to New York.
More money is needed for New York, and |
certainly hope that the Department of Home-
land Security recognizes this as soon as pos-
sible.

Therefore | submit for the RECORD an edi-
torial from the June 7, 2006, issue of the Daily
News for our consideration.

GET N.Y. THE MONEY, MR. PRESIDENT

No less an authority than Rudy Giuliani
has rendered the ultimate verdict on the De-
partment of Homeland Security’s decision to
slash New York City’s federal anti-terror
funding. Plainly and simply, Giuliani sees
incompetence.
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Similarly, Tom Kean, former chairman of
the 9/11 commission, says the department
turned thumbs down on paying for exem-
plary programs that ‘‘should be a model for
the nation.” Kean also questioned the wis-
dom of allowing Homeland Security to base
its dollar allocations on the work of anony-
mous panels operating in secret.

When it comes to emergency preparedness,
Giuliani and Kean are two of the smartest
guys around. Having studied the war on ter-
ror up close, they are experts in the extraor-
dinarily broad range of defenses that a city
like New York, the world’s No. 1 terror tar-
get, must mount if we are to have a chance
at fending off disaster.

New Yorkers aren’t as versed in the best
ways to link emergency communications, or
how to pick up radioactivity, or what to
make of intelligence reports flowing from
abroad—but New Yorkers do have finely
tuned B.S. detectors. And so do all the late-
night comics who are ridiculing Secretary
Michael Chertoff’s incompetence. Which
starts with the rules his bureaucrats estab-
lished for selecting anti-terror programs
that were worthy of funding.

The regs favored buying things over paying
for manpower and training, no matter how
vital the manpower or training was. So,
Chertoff smiles at paying for armored vests
for cops, but he frowns at picking up the sal-
aries of the officers who patrol in them. He’s
happy to buy haz-mat suits for firefighters,
but he doesn’t want to train firefighters to
wear them.

The shortsighted, wrongheaded out-
rageousness of Chertoff’s thinking screams
forth when you run down just some of the
ways the city had hoped to spend U.S. anti-
terror money. There were plans to:

Prepare the Fire Department to face mul-
tiple chemical, biological or nuclear attacks.

Provide continuing emergency response
training to firefighters and fire officers.

Devote funding to the NYPD
counterterrorism bureau, which analyzes
threats, and Operation Atlas, which puts as
many as 1,000 anti-terror cops on the street
daily.

Boost security for the Brooklyn, Manhat-
tan, Williamsburg and Queensboro bridges.

Create a lower Manhattan security zone,
complete with surveillance cameras.

Develop a broadband wireless communica-
tion system for public safety agencies across
the metropolitan area.

Set up systems to detect radiation and bio-
hazards in the air and water and gauge their
movement in winds and currents.

Draft an isolation and quarantine program
to be used in an epidemic outbreak.

Buy a boat to enable the FDNY to respond
to a chemical, biological or radiation attack
by water.

Using a half-baked scoring system as com-
plex as the Tax Code, Chertoff’s evaluators
gave top marks to a program to disseminate
emergency readiness information to the pub-
lic, including pet owners, while flunking the
NYPD counterterrorism center. Nothing
could better sum up how disconnected from
reality Homeland Security was.

Yet Chertoff is holding fast in refusing to
put federal funding where it really belongs.
That’s in New York and Washington, which
also suffered a 40% cut in aid. He needs to
change his mind, or be made to change his
mind, and all his nutty rules must go. Only
one person has the power to compel such ac-
tion: President Bush.

Rep. Pete King, chair of the House Home-
land Security Committee, said yesterday
that if Chertoff doesn’t come up with more
money for New York, he’ll take the matter
to Bush. That’s good, but King shouldn’t
have to storm the Oval Office. Bush, who has
refrained from canning Chertoff, should
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order him to rectify his incompetence post-
haste.

——————

TRIBUTE TO THUNDER BAY QUILT
GUILD

HON. BART STUPAK

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 14, 2006

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, | rise on this
Flag Day to commend a group of my constitu-
ents who are, in their own unique way, hon-
oring our troops and offering comfort to our
war injured servicemen and servicewomen.

Most people have never heard of Atlanta,
Michigan. However, just because the town is
small in population, does not mean it is not big
on patriotism. This was demonstrated most re-
cently by the area’s Thunder Bay Quilt Guild.

The Thunder Bay Quilt Guild is a group of
area women who meet every Thursday to
work on quilting projects. Sometimes the quilt-
ers work on their own individual projects, but
often there is a special project these quilters
eagerly undertake.

In the past, the Guild has assisted a variety
of important charities. For instance, the Guild
has sewn quilts for use in neonatal hospitals
to keep children between birth and four years
of age warm during their stay in the hospital.

While these dedicated quilters often do ad-
mirable work, most recently the Thunder Bay
Quilt Guild paid tribute to our fighting men and
women who have returned home from lIraq
and Afghanistan and could use some basic
comfort. Already, the Guild has prepared and
shipped 60 “Hero Quilts” to Walter Reed Hos-
pital where they are being distributed to troops
who have returned from Iraq and Afghanistan
with injuries.

Each quilt is sewn with a red, white and
blue pattern and has affixed to it a simple
message that reads, “This Hero’s Quilt was
made for you by members of the Thunder Bay
Quilt Guild. It comes with our prayers for your
recovery and our heartfelt thanks for your
service to our country.”

Approximately 60 women belong to the
Guild and pitched in on this effort, delivering to
our troops a simple reminder that, back home,
they are remembered and recognized as he-
roes.

The impetus for this idea came from Cathy
Mcintee, another Michigan native who had
friends in the Thunder Bay Quilt Guild. Ms.
Mclintee’s son is currently serving in Iraq and
Ms. Mcintee designed the first “Hero Quilt.”
The members of the Thunder Bay Quilt Guild
then rallied together in support of the cause
and began sewing quilts for wounded heroes
for delivery to Walter Reed.

Mr. Speaker, quilting enjoys a rich heritage
in American history. As the activity has
evolved over the years, quilting has become a
way to bring people in a community together
through quilting guilds or “quilting bees.” Quilt-
ing is also a way to honor and preserve Amer-
ican history. Many of these organizations are
extremely altruistic, generously donating their
work to charities, the needy and others.

Clearly, the Thunder Bay Quilt Guild exem-
plifies that tradition. Their “Hero Quilts” are an
impressive example of how even a small com-
munity, when inspired and united, can lend
support to those who need it most.
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As one might expect, the members of the
Thunder Bay Quilt Guild are modest about
their contributions. As JoEllen Moulton, one of
their leading members remarked, “Others
have given so much more than us.”

Nonetheless, for the wounded servicemen
and servicewomen at Walter Reed hospital, |
am certain that the arrival of a handmade quilt
was a pleasant surprise and a source of com-
fort. This contribution from the Thunder Bay
Quilt Guild in the small town of Atlanta, Michi-
gan was, indeed, a big accomplishment and,
Mr. Speaker, | ask you and the U.S. House of
Representatives to join me on this Flag Day in
thanking these patriotic, dedicated quilters for
their work.

———

RECOGNIZING LANDON CRAWFORD
FOR ACHIEVING THE RANK OF
EAGLE SCOUT

HON. SAM GRAVES

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 14, 2006

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, | proudly pause
to recognize Landon Crawford, a very special
young man who has exemplified the finest
qualities of citizenship and leadership by tak-
ing an active part in the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica, Troop 102, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout.

Landon has been very active with his troop,
participating in many scout activities. Over the
many years Landon has been involved with
scouting, he has not only earned numerous
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community.

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in
commending Landon Crawford for his accom-
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the
highest distinction of Eagle Scout.

KOFI ANNAN’S PERSPECTIVE ON
IMMIGRATION

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 14, 2006

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
enter into the RECORD, an article by Mr. Kofi
A. Annan, the secretary general of the United
Nations. In the article, titled In Praise of Migra-
tion, published in the Wall Street Journal on
June 6, 2006, Mr. Annan extols the benefits of
transnational migration for both the country of
origin and the receiving country.

In receiving countries migrants perform es-
sential tasks that residents are unwilling to un-
dertake. Generally they pay more to the state
in taxes than they take out in welfare and
other benefits. “Nearly half the increase in the
number of migrants aged 25 or over in indus-
trialized countries was made up of highly
skilled people” who have added talent and
dexterity to our economy by strengthening the
workforce.

Migrants strengthen the economy of their
country of origin as well. “Migrants sent remit-
tances, which totaled around $232 billion last
year, $167 billion of which went to developing
countries—greater in volume than current lev-
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els of official aid from all donor countries com-
bined”—that are vital contributions to economy
of the nation of origin. Migrants also encour-
age investment in their country of origin and
are generally willing to supervise and direct
these endeavors, leading to increased trade
relations.

Irregular or undocumented migrants are
most vulnerable to smugglers, traffickers, and
other forms of manipulation. If the host gov-
ernment chooses to criminalize those who as-
sist these people in the name of humanity,
they will completely be at the mercy of such
exploitations. Essentially, we are throwing
them to the wolves with the proposed House
passed immigration bill. While immigration is
not without drawbacks, | condemn the inhu-
mane policies proposed by the bill passed by
the House.

[From the Wall Street Journal, June 6, 2006]

IN PRAISE OF MIGRATION—NATIONS THAT
WELCOME IMMIGRANTS ARE THE MOST DY-
NAMIC IN THE WORLD

(By Kofi A. Annan)

Ever since national frontiers were in-
vented, people have been crossing them—not
just to visit foreign countries, but to live
and work there. In doing so, they have al-
most always taken risks, driven by a deter-
mination to overcome adversity and to live a
better life. Those aspirations have always
been the motors of human progress. Histori-
cally, migration has improved the well-
being, not only of individual migrants, but of
humanity as a whole.

And that is still true. In a report that I am
presenting tomorrow to the U.N. General As-
sembly, I summarize research which shows
that migration, at least in the best cases,
benefits not only the migrants themselves
but also the countries that receive them, and
even the countries they have left. How so? In
receiving countries, incoming migrants do
essential jobs which a country’s established
residents are reluctant to undertake. They
provide many of the personal services on
which societies depend. They care for chil-
dren, the sick and the elderly, bring in the
harvest, prepare the food, and clean the
homes and offices.

They are not engaged only in menial ac-
tivities. Nearly half the increase in the num-
ber of migrants aged 25 or over in industri-
alized countries in the 1990s was made up of
highly skilled people. Skilled or unskilled,
many are entrepreneurs who start new busi-
nesses—from  round-the-clock delis to
Google. Yet others are artists, performers
and writers, who help to make their new
hometowns centers of creativity and culture.
Migrants also expand the demand for goods
and services, add to national production, and
generally pay more to the state in taxes
than they take out in welfare and other ben-
efits. And in regions like Europe, where pop-
ulations are growing very slowly or not at
all, younger workers arriving from abroad
help to shore up underfunded pension sys-
tems.

All in all, countries that welcome migrants
and succeed in integrating them into their
societies are among the most dynamic—eco-

nomically, socially and culturally—in the
world.
Meanwhile, countries of origin benefit

from the remittances that migrants send
home, which totaled around $232 billion last
year, $167 billion of which went to developing
countries—greater in volume than current
levels of official aid from all donor countries
combined, though certainly not a substitute.
Not only do the immediate recipients benefit
from these remittances, but also those who
supply the goods and services on which the
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money is spent. The effect is to raise na-
tional income and stimulate investment.

Families with members working abroad
spend more on education and health care at
home. If they are poor—like the family in
the classic Senegalese film, ‘“‘Le Mandat’—
receiving remittances may introduce them
to financial services, such as banks, credit
unions and microfinance institutions. More
and more governments understand that their
citizens abroad can help development, and
are strengthening ties with them. By allow-
ing dual citizenship, permitting overseas
voting, expanding consular services and
working with migrants to develop their
home communities, governments are multi-
plying the benefits of migration. In some
countries, migrant associations are trans-
forming their communities of origin by send-
ing collective remittances to support small-
scale development projects.

Successful migrants often become inves-
tors in their countries of origin, and encour-
age others to follow. Through the skills they
acquire, they also help transfer technology
and knowledge. India’s software industry has
emerged in large part from intensive net-
working among expatriates, returning mi-
grants and Indian entrepreneurs both at
home and abroad. After working in Greece,
Albanians bring home new agricultural skills
that allow them to increase production. And
SO on.

Yes, migration can have its downside—
though ironically some of the worst effects
arise from efforts to control it: It is irregular
or undocumented migrants who are most
vulnerable to smugglers, traffickers and
other forms of exploitation. Yes, there are
tensions when established residents and mi-
grants are adjusting to each other, especially
when their beliefs, customs or level of edu-
cation are very different. And yes, poor
countries suffer when some of their people
whose skills are most needed—for instance
health-care workers from southern Africa—
are ‘‘drained’” away by higher salaries and
better conditions abroad.

But countries are learning to manage
those problems, and they can do so better if
they work together and learn from each oth-
er’s experience. That is the object of the
‘“‘high-level dialogue’ on migration and de-
velopment that the General Assembly is
holding this September. No country will be
asked or expected to yield control of its bor-
ders or its policies to anyone else. But all
countries and all governments can gain from
discussion and the exchange of ideas. That’s
why I hope the September dialogue will be a
beginning, not an end.

As long as there are nations, there will be
migrants. Much as some might wish it other-
wise, migration is a fact of life. So it is not
a question of stopping migration, but of
managing it better, and with more coopera-
tion and understanding on all sides. Far from
being a zero-sum game, migration can be
made to yield benefits for all.
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