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GOOD  SAMARITAN  NORBERT
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HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 15, 2006

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
honor and recognition of Norbert Magalski of
Parma, Ohio, a noble Good Samaritan and
Gulf War veteran who has lent a hand to
many.

Mr. Magalski, as a trained emergency med-
ical technician and tow truck operator has
helped countless people on the roadside.
Even in an age when people are too over-
whelmed with their own priorities to lend a
helping hand to strangers, he has made it a
common practice in his life to help those who
are in need of assistance on the road.

Mr. Magalski was injured last Thursday by a
suspected drunk driver while helping a young
woman who had veered off |-76 and into a
guardrail. He suffered broken bones in his left
leg, left shoulder and face. It will be several
months before he fully recovers.

This man is truly one to be honored and
emulated as he remains committed to lending
a helping hand when needed. He is a modest
and kind-hearted citizen who in spite of injury
will continue to help strangers in need. His
kindness and generosity is something that is
not often seen in today’s society. My thoughts
and prayers are with him and his family for his
quick recovery.

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me
in honor and recognition of Norbert Magalski,
whose dedication and courage in lending a
hand to his fellow citizens has helped save the
lives of many.

A TRIBUTE TO HELEN HANCOCK
HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 15, 2006

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Ms. Helen Hancock, of Alhambra, Cali-
fornia. Each year in March, in recognition of
Women’s History Month, we pay special trib-
ute to the contributions and sacrifices made by
our nation’s women.

Helen Hancock was born in Indiana in 1922.
She attended Nursing School at Case West-
ern Reserve University in Ohio as well as
Redlands University in California. After com-
pleting her schooling, she served 2 years in
the Army Nurse Corps during World War Il
Ms. Hancock moved to California in 1953 and
began working at Huntington Memorial Hos-
pital in Pasadena. In 1959, she moved to Al-
hambra, California.

Less than a year after her retirement in
1988 from a 35-year career in nursing admin-
istration at Huntington Hospital, and 8 years
as a Member of the State Board of Registered
Nursing, Helen Hancock plunged into commu-
nity volunteer work. Since then she has used
her extensive nursing and administrative
knowledge and skills to make a significant dif-
ference in the health and well being of count-
less seniors and their families.

As a senior herself, Ms. Hancock desired to
help other senior citizens enjoy their retire-
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ment years and began volunteering at Hun-
tington Senior Care Network (HSCN); a Hun-
tington Hospital community-based program
that helps seniors maintain their independ-
ence. Her interview skills have added to the
success of a National Council on Aging project
of HSCN to enhance the health of frail seniors
through increased physical activity. Helen has
been a tireless advocate for seniors as a long-
term care ombudsman for the Department of
Aging for nearly 15 years. For nearly 25 years,
she has been a resource for caregivers of Alz-
heimer’s patients at a weekly support group,
and she continues to promote Alzheimer’s dis-
ease education, as well as senior services and
elder abuse education, through membership in
several community coalitions.

Helen is a faith community nurse coordi-
nator for All Souls Catholic Church, as part of
a program sponsored by Methodist Hospital of
Southern California and All Souls Catholic
Church, to improve the health of the commu-
nity. She and her team conduct events that in-
clude blood pressure screenings, blood donor
drives and health education presentations to
reach members of their parish.

Last year, Helen was among 26 older adults
honored as Outstanding California Senior Vol-
unteer leaders by the University of California
Berkeley School of Public Health.

| ask all Members of Congress to join me
today in honoring a remarkable woman of
California’s 29th Congressional District, Helen
Hancock.

HONORING RONALD HUDSON
HON. RON LEWIS

OF KENTUCKY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 15, 2006

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to pay tribute to the life of a remarkable
citizen from my congressional district. Ronald
Hudson, a longtime resident of Leitchfield,
Kentucky, passed away February 20th at age
65. Mr. Hudson was a colorful and widely re-
spected figure in Grayson County, having
served on the Leitchfield Fire Department for
46 years, 31 of those as Chief.

In a recent feature story in the Grayson
County News-Gazette, Chief Hudson de-
scribed himself as “not a poster boy fire-
fighter” when he first joined the department in
1959. With typical self deprecating humor, he
described himself as “too short and too skin-
ny, with trouble taking anything serious for any
length of time.” He credited the late Murrell
Conklin, then Chief Emeritus of the Leitchfield
Department for coaching him through his first
few years, helping to mold him into a serious
firefighter and public servant.

Ronald Hudson was named Chief after only
12 years of service on the department. As
Chief, he was responsible for training and
managing a diverse crew of firefighters, pur-
chasing and maintaining fire apparatus, and
perpetually pursuing sources of funding to
keep the department running. Chief Hudson
was personally responsible for countless acts
of heroism throughout his four decades as a
firefighter. Yet he always humbled himself with
the tough reality of all emergency personnel:
You can go from hero to zero and back again
in a matter of seconds.

Chief Hudson’s contributions to his commu-
nity, staring down danger time and time again

E367

to save lives and protect the safety and com-
fort of his neighbors, has made Leitchfield a
fine place to live for many years. Ronald Hud-
son’s life, career, and especially his final years
fighting against his own declining health, was
the true epitome of courage and generosity of
spirit.

In addition to his position on the Fire De-
partment, Chief Hudson also served as Gray-
son County Coroner and was a member of the
American Legion Post 81, the Leitchfield Ma-
sonic Lodge, and the Fraternal Order of Po-
lice. He was a veteran of the U.S. Army and
owned and operated a small business from
1983 to 2002.

Ronald Hudson’s distinguished life of serv-
ice to his community and his country, along
with his unwavering dedication to his family
and fellow firefighters, is a portrait of out-
standing citizenship worthy of our collective re-
spect and appreciation. It is my great privilege
to honor his memory today before the entire
United States House of Representatives.

THE FEDERAL JUDGESHIP AND

ADMINISTRATIVE  EFFICIENCY
ACT OF 2005
HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON
OF IDAHO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, March 15, 2006

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, article Il of the
Constitution states that “the judicial Power of
the United States, shall be vested in one su-
preme Court, and in such inferior Courts as
the Congress may from time to time ordain
and establish.” At times in our Nation’s his-
tory, Congress has found it necessary to re-
align the United States Courts of Appeals into
more efficient and manageable circuits. Once
again, it's time for Congress to exercise its ar-
ticle 1l powers by realigning the Ninth Circuit
and creating a new Twelfth Circuit.

| am pleased to be an original co-sponsor of
Judiciary Chairman SENSENBRENNER’s H.R.
4093, the Federal Judgeship and Administra-
tive Efficiency Act of 2005. In addition to cre-
ating additional federal judgeships, this legisla-
tion would divide the Ninth into two circuits.
These would consist of a new Ninth made up
of California, Hawaii, Guam and the Northern
Marianas, and a new Twelfth with Alaska,
Washington, Oregon, Montana, |daho, Ne-
vada, and Arizona.

Mr. Speaker, this division makes sense.
Putting aside any political, historical or emo-
tional arguments, the numbers speak for
themselves. A split of the Ninth Circuit is nec-
essary because it has become disproportion-
ately large and unwieldy in relation to the
other eleven regional circuits.

The Honorable John M. Roll, U.S. District
Judge for Arizona, has recently provided me
with updated statistics regarding the Ninth Cir-
cuit. This is where the Ninth Circuit stands
today:

The population of the Ninth Circuit is 58 mil-
lion people. This is one-fifth of the population
of the United States. It is also 27 million more
people than reside in the next largest circuit.

The Ninth Circuit consists of 9 states (in-
cluding the most populous state), a territory,
and a commonwealth. The other circuits aver-
age less than four states. No other circuit de-
cides the law for 9 states.
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As of December 31, 2005, the Ninth Circuit
had nearly 17,000 pending cases, which rep-
resents 28 percent of all pending federal ap-
peals.

According to recent statistics from the Ad-
ministrative Office of U.S. Courts, the Ninth
Circuit is now the slowest circuit in the coun-
try, by more than 2 months, for each of its
nearly 17,000 cases, from filing of notice of
appeal to disposition.

The Ninth Circuit has 28 authorized active
circuit judgeships. The other 11 geographical
circuits average less than 13.

It is clear from these facts that the extraor-
dinary growth of the nine western states com-
prising the Ninth has resulted in an over-
populated circuit that has become a giant
among the twelve circuits.

Ninth  Circuit Judges O’Scannlain and
Tallman hit it on the head when they wrote in
the Wall Street Journal that “. . . size ad-
versely affects not only the speed with which
justice is administered, but also the quality of
judicial decision making. Consistent interpreta-
tion of the law by an appellate court requires
a reasonably small body of judges who have
the opportunity to sit and to confer together
frequently, and who can read, critique and,
when necessary, correct each others’ deci-
sions. That kind of collegiality is no longer
possible in a circuit of this size.” This state-
ment describes precisely why we need to split
the Ninth Circuit.

With a fifth of the U.S. population living in
the Ninth Circuit today, | would expect that this
could easily become a fourth of the popu-
lation. Today’s 28 active Ninth Circuit judges
will eventually become 35, then 40, 50 and so
on.
The Ninth Circuit has a history to be proud
of, but how long will it be before those who
seek to hold onto the past glory of the Ninth
come to realize that it should not be recog-
nized for its unique solutions for coping with
staggering caseloads and an inability to read-
ily sit all judges? Under this legislation, the
new Ninth and Twelfth Circuits will be recog-
nized as individual circuits that have been
given a fresh start, fresh life, and fresh
collegiality with efficiencies that allow judges in
the new circuits to focus on case law and not
case management.

Opponents of a split have ascribed political
motivations to my efforts—that |, being the au-
thor and proponent of realignment legislation,
don'’t like the decisions of the Ninth Circuit.
Well, the Ninth does make bad decisions that
| don’t agree with. For that matter judges ap-
pointed by Nixon, Reagan and both presidents
Bush make bad decisions that | don’t always
agree with. Every circuit in the United States
makes bad decisions that | don’t always agree
with. The practical effect of a court ruling is
that one party will be pleased and the other
disappointed.

Should a circuit be realigned, or manipu-
lated in a manner such as ‘“court packing”
solely for political reasons? Absolutely not.
However, the fact that my colleagues and |
may disagree with certain rulings of the Ninth
Circuit should not automatically disqualify us
from seeking to realign the circuit. Ascribing
political motivations to my colleagues and me
is nothing more than a disingenuous smoke-
screen. If judges, scholars, politicians and oth-
ers have spoken to me they know that my mo-
tivations are not political. My motivation is a
desire for my constituents to have an efficient,
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expedient and manageable court that is able
to apply a consistent interpretation of the law.
In the meantime, my faith in the Supreme
Court and its demonstrated readiness to over-
turn rulings of the Ninth Circuit, alleviates any
fears that | have that an egregious ruling of
the Ninth will not be corrected.

Of course split opponents must throw up the
smokescreen that my fellow colleagues and |
are politically motivated. What else can they
do? It's impossible to argue against the facts.
Having one-fifth of our nation’s citizens in one
circuit while the remaining four-fifths are in
eleven circuits does not make sense. | have
yet to hear split opponents or scholars state
why it is good for a single circuit to have one-
fifth of the nation’s citizens in one circuit when
the remaining four-fifths are in eleven other
circuits. | do not know why having 28 percent
of all pending appeals in one circuit is a sign
of an effectively working court. | have not
heard why it is good for a circuit to have 28
active judgeships, which is eleven more
judges than the next largest circuit and more
than double the circuit average of 13. | don’t
know why it is good for Idahoans to have their
appeals heard en banc by a partial number of
our court of appeals’ judges when citizens in
the other eleven circuits will get a hearing be-
fore all the judges of their circuit. Is this fair to
citizens of the Ninth? | don’t believe it is.

| look forward to reading the first article, or
speech from a federal judge, politician or
scholar that sets aside any reference to poli-
tics or the political motivations of others and
explains why it is a good thing to have a sin-
gle circuit with one-fifth of the nation’s popu-
lation, 28 active judgeships and a procedure
for a partial number of judges to hear cases.
| would also take the liberty of asking a theo-
retical question to that judge, politician or
scholar and it goes like this—if you were to
start from scratch and create 12 new circuits
for our nation, would you place one-fifth of the
population in just one of the twelve circuits?
Please send a copy of that to my office here
in Washington.

Something else | have heard is that our ef-
forts to split the Ninth Circuit are “a threat to
judicial independence”. | would like to hear
from any federal judge, appointed for life,
whether their decisions are being influenced
based on a threat that their circuit might be re-
aligned? | find it hard to believe that judges,
who at times must put their lives on the line
for our country in the face of threats and in-
timidation by criminal defendants, are scared
of politicians in Washington, D.C. Once again,
please feel free to contact my office here in
Washington if that is the case, | promise con-
fidentiality.

Another thing | hear thrown about is an idea
| like to call “judicial veto authority”. What I'm
hearing is that since a majority of the Ninth
Circuit judges might not favor a split then it
shouldn’t go forward. | would ask the pro-
ponents of this idea, the proposition that sitting
circuit judges need approve of a split before it
goes forward, where this is found in Article I11?

| do not believe that the composition of a
circuit should be determined solely out of con-
cern for its judges, lawyers, bar associations
or even politicians. It should be determined by
how best the people are served within the
states it encompasses. Realigning the Ninth
Circuit is about better serving the people who
live and work in the nine states and two terri-
tories within its boundaries. It's about pro-
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viding them with better efficiencies, a more
consistent interpretation of the law based on
rulings made by judges who spend more time
conferring directly with one another and read-
ing each other’s decisions.

In addition, although the costs of dividing a
circuit are important in these days of budg-
etary constraint, they should not be the reason
for disregarding the benefits that would befall
the citizens of nine states and two territories.
Opponents of a Ninth Circuit split have made
note that a new Twelfth Circuit would be cost-
ly, with some estimating as high as $21 million
in additional court costs annually.

As a member of the Budget Committee it's
a wonder that we are not today seeking the
savings that would come from creating five
larger circuits consisting of say: the Fourth
and Sixth plus Georgia; the Fifth and Tenth
plus Alabama and Florida; the First, Second
and Third; the Eighth and Seventh; and the
Ninth alone. Combining those circuits could
save us upwards of $150 million a year in op-
erating costs alone.

The reason we are not debating whether to
create larger circuit courts of equal size to the
Ninth is because it does not make sense to
have large circuits. We already have one large
court—the United States Supreme Court. | am
told that there is a saying that goes “there is
the Supreme Court, the Ninth Circuit, and the
rest of the federal circuits.” What we need
now are 13 circuits of roughly equal propor-
tion—not Snow Ninth and the 11 dwarfs.

Two other things | would mention. | have yet
to hear calls for returning the Fifth and Elev-
enth Circuits into their original circuit. From
what | know, the division that was undertaken
in 1981 has settled out well. Finally, for those
who are committed to the “old” Ninth—they
can rest easier knowing that even after shed-
ding seven states, the “new” Ninth will remain
the largest circuit in the United States.

As we move forward with our legislation to
realign the Ninth Circuit, | look forward to split
opponents coming out from behind their polit-
ical smokescreens and discussing the facts at
hand which are indisputable—the Ninth Circuit
is too large and unwieldy. No amount of tech-
nology and innovation is going to provide my
constituents with the efficiency and expedi-
ency that they deserve as well. The current
judges of the Ninth deserve a collegial atmos-
phere where they can spend time on case law
and not case management.

| appreciate the leadership Chairman SEN-
SENBRENNER has provided in our efforts and
look forward to working with him in the coming
year as H.R. 4093 and the Ninth Circuit re-
alignment become a reality.

A TRIBUTE TO DR. SANDRA E.
THOMAS

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 15, 2006

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Dr. Sandra E. Thomas, of Altadena,
California. Each year in March, in recognition
of Women’s History Month, we pay special
tribute to the contributions and sacrifices made
by our Nation’s women.

Dr. Sandra E. Thomas is a powerful and
fearless leader whose personal service motto
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