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deadly. Their exceptional efforts are admirable
and | applaud them for their courage and dedi-
cation under pressure.

———

THE MILITARY DOMESTIC AND
SEXUAL VIOLENCE RESPONSE ACT

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 26, 2006

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, today, | am
proud to introduce the Military Domestic and
Sexual Violence Response Act. This important
piece of legislation will ensure greater protec-
tions for service members and their families if
they become victims of violence. It also will
strengthen programs to prevent violence
against fellow soldiers and military families.

Unfortunately, sexual assault and domestic
violence are pervasive and serious problems
throughout all branches of the military. In
March 2006, the Department of Defense
(DoD) released their second annual sexual as-
sault report, which stated that there were
2,374 allegations of sexual assaults reported
in 2005; this is up from 1,700 the previous
year. In 2004, the DoD reported 9,000 inci-
dents of spousal abuse. A 2005 Sexual Har-
assment and Assault Survey of the Service
Academies found 6 percent of females and 1
percent of males said they were sexually as-
saulted in 20042005, and less than half the
females who experienced sexual assault re-
ported it. In this same survey, 60 percent of
female cadets indicated sexual harassment
was about the same as when they first en-
rolled at their academy.

While the DoD has been making efforts to
improve its prevention and response to do-
mestic and sexual violence, victim services re-
main incomplete and inconsistent among the
various branches. There have been reports
that victims advocates, charged with protecting
the victim’s rights, have been denied re-
sources to do their job, and in some instances
been forced off the base all together. Further-
more, DoD policies are not codified in the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) and do
not offer the same level of rights and protec-
tions afforded to civilian victims. Perhaps most
importantly, victims are unable to seek con-
fidential counseling and treatment without fear
that their records might become public if they
press charges against their assailant.

My bill, the Military Domestic and Sexual Vi-
olence Response Act, seeks to bring military
law up to par with civilian laws by establishing
a comprehensive approach for the military to
address domestic violence and sexual assault
among our soldiers. Specifically, this bill will:

Establish an Office of Victims Advocate
(OVA) within DoD, bring the Family Advocacy
Program under OVA, and create a Director of
OVA to oversee and coordinate efforts to pre-
vent and respond to cases of family violence,
domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalking
with the military and among military families;

Codify rights, restitution policies, treatment
and other services for victims within the
UCMJ, including creating comprehensive con-
fidentiality protocols to protect the rights of vic-
tims within military law;

Strengthen policies for reporting, pros-
ecuting and treating perpetrators of violence;
and
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Create counseling and treatment programs
through the Department of Veterans Affairs.

The military should be at the forefront of
prosecuting assailants and setting the highest
standards for treatment of servicemen and
women, or military family members, victimized
by sexual assault and domestic violence. Our
Armed Forces must be able to guarantee the
most basic protedtions to ensure these victims
can receive necessary counseling, treatment,
and justice.

If a victim cannot access essential care for
fear of stigma, public embarrassment, threats
to their career, or because they just do not
know what resources are available, the mili-
tary will continue to lose valuable female and
male soldiers. These service members put
themselves in harms way to protect us and
our Nation from threats at home and abroad.
They should not be given lesser rights and
protections than the civilians whose freedoms
they protect. My bill ensures they are ade-
quately protected when dealing with the hor-
rible tragedy of sexual assault or domestic vio-
lence.

Do not allow our brave service members to
be victimized twice, once by their perpetrator
and then again by the military’s lack of appro-
priate, compassionate, and confidential treat-
ment and response.

Mr. Speaker, | encourage all Members to
join me in cosponsoring the Military Domestic
and Sexual Violence Response Act.

———

RECOGNIZING REVEREND JOHN H.
ROUSE, ON THE OCCASION OF
HIS 51ST ANNIVERSARY OF
SERVICE IN THE MINISTRY AND
31ST ANNIVERSARY AS PASTOR
OF THE MOUNT ZION MIS-
SIONARY BAPTIST CHURCH IN
EAST ST. LOUIS, ILLINOIS

HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 26, 2006

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
ask my colleagues to join me in recognizing
Reverend John H. Rouse, of the Mount Zion
Missionary Baptist Church, in East St. Louis,
lllinois, on the occasion of his 51st anniversary
of service in the ministry and 31st anniversary
as Pastor of Mt. Zion.

John Rouse is the son of Dr. W.B. and Eve-
lyn Rouse. A native of Nashville, Tennessee,
Rev. Rouse graduated with honors from Lin-
coln High School in East St. Louis, lllinois.
Even though he was the president of his grad-
uating class, Rev. Rouse was once counseled
at Lincoln High School to compromise his am-
bition and settle for employment that did not
require public speaking. How fortunate for all
those who have benefited from his years of
ministry that Rev. Rouse did not follow that
advice.

Rev. Rouse began his formal ministry at the
First Ward Baptist Church, in Clarksville, Ten-
nessee, where he was pastor until 1970. Dur-
ing his time in Tennessee, Rev. Rouse contin-
ued his extensive education at American Bap-
tist Seminary and College of the Bible, Ten-
nessee State University, Austin Peay State
University and George Peabody College.

Also during his years in Tennessee, Rev.
Rouse became very involved in the civil rights
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struggle. His work to end segregation in Ten-
nessee and later in Henderson, Kentucky has
continued throughout his years of ministry as
he has been a constant champion of civil
rights and social justice.

It was through activities as a member of the
NAACP that Rev. Rouse met Mary G. Avent,
who would become his wife and mother of
their four children.

In 1975, Rev. Rouse returned to East St.
Louis to begin his pastorate at Mount Zion
Missionary Baptist Church where he still
serves as pastor today. While at Mt. Zion,
Rev. Rouse has expanded his ministry to in-
clude Mt. Zion Baptist Mission East, as well as
a community-based prison ministry. In addition
to their own four children, Rev. and Mrs.
Rouse have taken in a number of foster chil-
dren and opened their hearts and helping
hands to many within their congregation.

While Rev. Rouse has built an impressive
congregation in East St. Louis, he has ex-
tended his ministry through speaking engage-
ments, workshops and revivals across the
country and as far away as Seoul, South
Korea. Rev. Rouse has officiated at over
2,000 weddings and over 5,000 funerals. He
has served on governing boards and commis-
sions serving the church, education, govern-
ment and community.

Rev. Rouse has traveled far and wide in his
service to the Lord. He has also been a teach-
er, coach and funeral director. He has built
congregations and mentored others in their
quest to become ministers. The good work
that he has done has extended far beyond the
boundaries of his present congregation and
will be felt for years to come.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in an expression of appreciation to Reverend
Rouse for his 51 years of dedicated ministry
and to wish him and his family the very best
in the future.

———

HONORING NEIL ARMSTRONG AS
HE RECEIVES THE NASA AMBAS-
SADOR OF EXPLORATION AWARD

HON. JEAN SCHMIDT

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 26, 2006

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Neil Armstrong, a war hero, teacher,
businessman, and one of the world’s greatest
explorers, who received the prestigious Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration
(NASA) Ambassador of Exploration Award on
April 18, 2006 at the Cincinnati Museum Cen-
ter in Cincinnati, Ohio.

An Ohio native son, Neil Armstrong rewrote
history in July of 1969 when he was the first
man to set foot on the moon. Mr. Armstrong
served as commander of Apollo 11, the first
manned lunar landing mission. He was ac-
companied on this historical journey to the
moon by Command Module Pilot Michael Col-
lins and Lunar Module Pilot Edwin (Buzz)
Aldrin.

Born in 1930, Mr. Armstrong always had a
fascination for airplanes and space travel. He
started taking flying lessons at the age of fif-
teen and received his pilot’s license at the age
of sixteen.

After graduating from high school in 1947,
Mr. Armstrong entered Purdue University with
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a U.S. Navy Scholarship. He started working
toward an aeronautical engineering degree,
but in 1949, he was called to active duty with
the U.S. Navy. He was awarded his jet wings
at Pensacola Naval Air Station in Florida at
the age of 20, making him the youngest pilot
in his squadron. During his service in Korea,
he flew 78 combat missions in Navy panther
jets earning three Air Medals. After his serv-
ice, he returned to Purdue to complete his
bachelor’s degree in aeronautical engineering
in 1955. He went on to earn his master’s in
aerospace engineering from the University of
Southern California in 1970.

Mr. Armstrong joined NACA (National Advi-
sory Committee for Aeronautics), NASA’s
predecessor, where as a research test pilot he
piloted the X-15, an experimental rocket plane.
In 1962, he attained astronaut status and in
1966 served as command pilot for the Gemini
8 mission. Following his 1969 mission to the
moon, Mr. Armstrong held the position of Dep-
uty Associate Administrator for Aeronautics at
NASA for several years.

Aside from his sizeable contributions to aer-
onautics, Mr. Armstrong has also made an im-
pact in the college classroom. From 1971—
1979, he was a professor of Aerospace Engi-
neering at the University of Cincinnati.

He previously served as chairman of Com-
puting Technologies for Aviation in Charlottes-
ville, Virginia, and chairman of the board of
AIL Systems, an electronics systems company
located in New York. He currently serves as
chairman of CTA Inc. in Lebanon, Ohio.

In addition to worldwide recognition for his
role on the Apollo 11, Mr. Armstrong has
earned countless awards and distinctions for
his many accomplishments, including the
Presidential Medal of Freedom, the highest
award bestowed upon a U.S. citizen; the
NASA Distinguished Service Medal; the NASA
Exceptional Service Medal; and the Congres-
sional Space Medal of Honor. He is a former
Chairman of the Cincinnati Museum of Natural
History.

Mr. Armstrong and his wife Carol currently
reside in Indian Hill and own a farm in Warren
County. He has two grown sons.

All of us in the Cincinnati area congratulate
Neil Armstrong on receiving the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Ambassador
of Exploration Award.

——————

HUMAN RIGHTS IN CHINA: IM-
PROVING OR DETERIORATING
CONDITIONS?

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 26, 2006

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, on
April 19, the day before Chinese President Hu
Jintao’s official visit to President George Bush,
| held a hearing of the Subcommittee on Afri-
ca, Global Human Rights and International
Operations to examine China’s human rights
record. The hearing focused on such areas as
China’s censorship of the internet, implemen-
tation of the right of Chinese citizens to wor-
ship freely, protection of minority rights, com-
pliance with international labor standards, Chi-
na’s barbaric practice of organ harvesting, and
the destructive effects on Chinese society—
especially on women—of its government’s co-
ercive one-child policy.
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Over the years, | have held more than 25
hearings on human rights abuses in China.
While China’s economy has improved some-
what, the human rights situation remains abys-
mal. So-called economic reform has utterly
failed to result in the protection of freedom of
speech, expression, or assembly.

President Hu Jintao’ visit to the United
States provided the U.S. Congress and people
an opportunity to bring to the attention of U.S.
policy makers and the world community the
terrible human rights situation as it exists in
China today. It also helped provide the vital
context for any relationship we should have
with China. And it conveyed our unshakeable
regard and commitment to press Beijing for
serious, measurable and durable reform. The
people of China deserve no less. It is our
moral duty to stand with the oppressed, not
with the oppressor.

State Department human rights reports and
the consistent reporting from very reputable
NGOs indicate that Chinese government re-
pression of its citizens continues. In fact, the
current Chinese regime is one of the very
worst violators of human rights in the world,
and continues to commit every single day
egregious crimes against its own citizens.
China was first named a Country of Particular
Concern (CPC) by the State Department in
1999 for ongoing, egregious and systemic vio-
lations of religious freedom, and has been a
CPC every year since. Few if any nations can
even begin to match China’s unseemly record,
from the systematic denial of political freedom
and use of torture to interference in the most
private matters of family and conscience. At a
rough count, the most recent State Depart-
ment Human Rights Report for China ran to
about 45,000 words. Before it even gets down
to details, the report lists 22 major human
rights problems:

Denial of the right to change the govern-
ment;

Physical abuse resulting in deaths in cus-
tody;

Torture and coerced confessions of pris-
oners;

Harassment, detention, and imprisonment
of those perceived as threatening to party
and government authority;

Arbitrary arrest and detention, including
nonjudicial administrative detention, reedu-
cation-through-labor, psychiatric detention,
and extended or incommunicado pretrial de-
tention;

A politically controlled judiciary and a
lack of due process in certain cases, espe-
cially those involving dissidents;

Detention of political prisoners, including
those convicted of disclosing state secrets
and subversion, those convicted under the
now-abolished crime of counterrevolution,
and those jailed in connection with the 1989
Tiananmen demonstrations;

House arrest and other non-judicially ap-
proved surveillance and detention of dis-
sidents;

Monitoring of citizens’ mail, telephone and
electronic communications;

Use of a coercive birth limitation policy,
in some cases resulting in forced abortion
and sterilization;

Increased restrictions on freedom of speech
and the press; closure of newspapers and
journals; banning of politically sensitive
books, periodicals, and films; and jamming
of some broadcast signals;

Restrictions on the freedom of assembly,
including detention and abuse of demonstra-
tors and petitioners;

Restrictions on religious freedom, control
of religious groups, and harassment and de-
tention of unregistered religious groups;
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Restrictions on the freedom of travel, espe-
cially for politically sensitive and under-
ground religious figures;

Forcible repatriation of North Koreans and
inadequate protection of many refugees;

Severe government corruption;

Increased scrutiny, harassment and re-
strictions on independent domestic and for-
eign nongovernmental organization (NGO)
operations;

Trafficking in women and children;

Societal discrimination against women,
minorities, and persons with disabilities;

Cultural and religious repression of mi-
norities in Tibetan areas and Muslim areas
of Xinjiang;

Restriction of labor rights, including free-
dom of association, the right to organize and
bargain collectively, and worker health and
safety; and

Forced labor, including prison labor).

Beijing has increasingly viewed the informa-
tion available on the internet as a potential
threat to the Party’s ability to control the popu-
lation and monopolize political power. It has
turned China into one of the most internet re-
strictive countries in the world. It is important
to note that the freedoms that we enjoy in
America allow individuals to publish informa-
tion and news on the Web unfiltered. Those
freedoms do not exist in China. Individuals
who attempt to speak freely are imprisoned
and even tortured. At the very least, U.S. cor-
porations should not be aiding and abetting
that process. Yet at a February hearing |
chaired on the Internet in China, we learned in
greater—and disturbing—detail, how some of
the biggest corporations in America have
partnered with the much-hated Chinese secret
police to find, apprehend, convict and jail reli-
gious believers and pro-democracy advocates.

Yahoo told us at the hearing how profoundly
they regret sending Shi Tao to prison for 10
years but they couldn’t tell us—and didn’t
seem to know—how many others were con-
demned to jail and torture because of Yahoo's
complicity with the secret police. When |
asked under what terms and conditions—court
order, police demand, a fishing trip—Yahoo
surrenders emails and address files, Yahoo
told us that they couldn’t reveal this informa-
tion to us because it would break Chinese law.

Google, for its part, created an exclusively
Chinese search engine that only a Joseph
Goebbels could love. Type in any number of
vile words like human rights, or Tian An Men
Square massacre, or Falun Gong, and you will
get rerouted to government propaganda—
much of it heavily anti-American and anti-
President George Bush, and filled with hate,
especially for the Falun Gong. How did
Google respond to our deep concern about
their enabling a dictatorship to expand its hate
message? According to the New York Times
report of late March, they hired big-time Wash-
ington lobbying firms like Podesta-Mattoon
and the DCI group to put a good face on it
all—and presumably kill my pending legisla-
tion, the Global Online Freedom Act of 2006,

Amazingly, Cisco showed no seller’s re-
morse whatsoever that its technology—espe-
cially “Policenet”—a tool for good in the hands
of honest cops and legitimate law enforce-
ment, but a tool of repression in the hands of
Chinese police has now effectively linked and
exponentially expanded the capabilities of the
Chinese police.

Microsoft also censors and shuts down
blogs that “Big Brother objects to. You can be
sure that no serious discussion on human
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