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sending you these bricks in support of
an increase in the border security of
the United States. These bricks should
give you a start in building a wall. The
American public demands some solu-
tions to our open borders. A com-
prehensive border plan must include a
security wall in some places, better
technology, more funding of personnel
for Border Patrol, and overall in-
creased security presence on the south-
ern border. When our borders are se-
cure, then we can discuss the aspects of
illegal immigration issues. We are
tired of open borders, uncontrolled im-
migration, terrorist infiltration, crimi-
nal alien gangs, and all of the other
horrors that arise due to our defense-
less borders and unenforced immigra-
tion laws.”

Mr. Speaker, the voice of America
continues to cry out for us to enforce
the rule of law, protect the dignity and
safety of the American people. Govern-
ment’s number one job is public safety,
and public safety starts at the border.

We have an obligation to stop the il-
legal invasion and stop the coloniza-
tion of our country and homeland by
foreign nations. Failure to do so will
result in America being lost to foreign
nations without even firing a shot.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

HONORING THOSE WHO MADE THE
ULTIMATE SACRIFICE

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, it is an important duty of all
of us who serve here to pay respect, to
express our gratitude, to join in the
sorrow of those and their families who
are serving this Nation in a time of
war. I have tried very hard to do that
whenever the occasion occurred. I have
attended funerals of young men who
were Killed, and in one case a man not
SO young.

I was pleased on Saturday to attend a
welcoming home ceremony for one
young man who returned. I attended a
ceremony to see off a group of Guards-
men.

The merits of the war are irrelevant
when it comes to honoring and express-
ing our gratitude to those who have
served.
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Having said that, I want to say that
I deeply regretted that yesterday,
Tuesday rather, I felt called upon to
vote against a bill that was presented
here under the suspension of the rules
which allowed for no serious debate
and zero chance of amendment, a bill
which in part protected veterans’ fu-
nerals from the disruption that they
have encountered. And it is true that a
particularly contemptible group of big-
ots are harassing people at some funer-
als. And we have every right and under
the Constitution the power to stop it.

Sadly, a badly overdrafted bill was
brought forth with no chance for us to
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amend it. And I do not think we honor
our veterans by failing to honor our
Constitution. So I had to vote against
the bill. Part of the bill, if it had been
in part, if we could have amended it
down, I would have proudly supported,
the part that would have said you can-
not have a demonstration in which any
individual is willfully making or as-
sisting in the making of any noise that
disturbs or tends to disturb the peace
or good order of the funeral, memorial
service or ceremony on a military cem-
etery. But the bill went before that.

The bill says that for 60 minutes be-
fore a funeral and 60 minutes after,
within 500 feet of the cemetery, you
can’t hold up a sign that might be of-
fensive to people. You can’t picket. It
doesn’t just say noise. It says diver-
sion, and it defines it, any picketing,
the display of any placard, banner, flag
or similar device.

When we had an outrageous effort to
intimidate a Danish newspaper because
they exercised the right of free press
and published cartoons of the Prophet

Mohammed, which many Muslims
found offensive, some people, apolo-
gists for this outrageous behavior

against the newspaper, said, well, you
know it is free speech. But free speech
has to be respectful. Free speech has to
be within limits.

No, it does not. Free speech is not re-
spectful speech. Indeed, the American
Constitution, the principle of free
speech precisely protects the right of
despicable people to be obnoxious. If
you don’t believe in that, you don’t be-
lieve in free speech.

In fact, the particular group of vi-
cious people who have been disrupting
the funerals have as their major goal
getting rid of people like me, gay men
and lesbians. They particularly hate
us. But I will not allow their bigotry
against me and the reaction against
that to be used to reduce the protec-
tions of our Constitution.

The parts of this bill that say that if
you try to disrupt a funeral you are
going to be prevented, they are fine.
But telling people that 60 minutes be-
fore or after a funeral, within 500 feet
of a national cemetery, they can’t
picket or hold up a banner, that is not
free speech. That is not what we fight
for.

I have defended previously the right
of the Nazis to march in Skokie, to the
great horror of victims of the Holo-
caust, or survivors of the Holocaust.

I told the Muslims who tried to co-
erce the Danish press that no matter
how offensive they found that cartoon,
freedom of expression meant that no
government should stop you from being
offensive.

Disrupting a funeral, of course you
should not do that. We should not
allow ourselves, through restrictive
legislative procedures, to act against
an admitted evil, the disruption of
those ceremonies, in ways that could
undermine the Constitution.

So I hope this will come back from
the Senate in a form I can vote for. I
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would have voted for part of this bill;
but I cannot, no matter how despicable
the bigots who are defaming this Na-
tion and disrupting cemeteries, I will
not allow their behavior to be used as
an excuse for undermining the right of
other people in other places to hold
signs. People holding signs within 200
feet of a cemetery, a half hour after a
funeral that some people find offensive,
that is free speech. And the way to
counter that is to counter that. So I re-
gret very much, in fact, Mr. Speaker,
and I don’t mean to look for sympathy
here. I had an operation here last week.
I had a stent, and I was supposed to re-
turn early Tuesday to have the stent
removed. I delayed my return because 1
wanted to attend this funeral of the
young man who was killed. Obviously,
the discomfort of my stent was nothing
to what people face who are in Iraq.
But I simply want to testify that I will
do everything I can to continue to
honor these people, but that does not
require us to demean the first amend-
ment to the Constitution.
——

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

(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF NATIONAL NURSES
WEEK

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to speak out of
turn for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Georgia
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of America’s nurses, and I want
to bring my colleagues’ attention to
the fact that this is National Nurses
Week.

As a physician for nearly 30 years, I
certainly know the importance of
nurses to our Nation’s health care sys-
tem, and I can say without hesitation
that nurses are the glue that holds our
hospitals and our health care system
together. They are literally on the
front lines of health care, and they are
the faces our patients see day in and
day out.

Our Nation is facing a critical short-
age in the nursing profession, Mr.
Speaker. As Americans grow older and
live longer, our health care system will
be stretched even further to accommo-
date new demands. And in order for us
to continue to deliver high-quality
health care in this country, we will
need increasing numbers of health care
providers and especially registered
nurses.

According to the latest projections
from the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics published in February of 2004, more
than one million new and replacement
nurses will be needed by the year 2012.



H2556

The importance of quality and trust-
ed nurses is best illustrated by my tell-
ing you about two of them who are par-
ticularly special in my life. When I was
a practicing OB-GYN physician in
Marietta, Georgia, Lynn Olmstead was
a wonderfully gifted nurse who worked
with me for 20 loyal and dedicated
years.

Lynn is a graduate of Michigan State
University, a Spartan, as is her hus-
band, Ken. She had worked in labor and
delivery at Wellstar Kennestone Hos-
pital in Marietta, Georgia, in my dis-
trict for 10 years; and I had an oppor-
tunity to see her and her compassion
and working with patients in the wee
hours of the morning and was very,
very fortunate that she agreed to come
and work in my office and where she
spent the next 20 years, as I said, work-
ing so compassionately with patients
and helping me, in fact, make right de-
cisions a lot of the times. And I remain
dedicated and grateful to Lynn for that
service that she gave to me and our pa-
tients at Marietta OB-GYN Affiliates.

The other nurse, Mr. Speaker, is my
daughter-in-law, Emily House Gingrey.
Emily is a graduate of the University
of Georgia. She recently, after making
a decision a couple or 3 years ago to go
back to school and get her registered
nursing degree from Georgia Baptist
School of Nursing, now works at the
Northside Hospital in Atlanta in the
neonatal intensive care unit, taking
care of the most fragile, not just pre-
mature babies, but what we know as
immature babies, those less than 2,500
grams.

And I see Emily as she is beginning
her career in that most important area
of neonatal intensive care, providing
life, really, to these very fragile babies
that might possibly not make it in this
world without the dedication of young
nurses like Emily House Gingrey, the
wife of my son, Billy.

So it is with a great deal of pleasure,
Mr. Speaker, to take just these few
minutes this evening to pay tribute to
all nurses, and I rise today to applaud
the profession of nursing and encour-
age young Americans to consider this
noble work as a future career.

———

IRAQ AND THE FY07 DEFENSE
BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, this
Congress had a great opportunity
today to pass a defense authorization
bill that is good for the American peo-
ple, a bill that reflects the very best of
American values. Foremost among
those values is our desire for peace, our
capacity for global leadership, and our
compassion for the people of the world.
We could have reflected those values
by utilizing the defense bill as a means
of voicing our opposition to prolong
the war in Iraq. The Rules Committee,
however, prevented me from offering
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just such an amendment to the defense
authorization bill.

My amendment expressed the sense
of the Congress regarding the war in
Iraq in two parts. First, it instructs the
President, the Commander in Chief of
the United States Armed Forces, to de-
velop a plan to bring the members of
the U.S. Armed Forces home from Iraq
and to bring the plan to the congres-
sional defense committees.

It is clear that we need to begin the
process of bringing our troops home be-
cause, among many other reasons, the
presence of nearly 150,000 American
troops in Iraq is an obvious rallying
point for dissatisfied people in the Arab
world, making the situation in Iraq
worse and not making the U.S. any
more secure.

The second part of my amendment
describes how the United States should
support Iraq once our troops have come
home. The amendment directs the
United States to engage the inter-
national community, including the
U.N. and NATO, to establish a multi-
national interim security force for
Iraq. The U.N.’s Department of Peace-
keeping Operations actually is particu-
larly well suited to this task.

Next we would have shifted our role
from that of Iraq’s military occupier to
its reconstruction partner. By working
with the Iraqi people to rebuild their
economic and physical infrastructure,
we can give Iraq back to the Iraqis and
help to create Iraqi jobs and Iraqi secu-
rity.

Finally, my amendment urged the
President to involve the United Na-
tions in establishing an international
peace commission comprised of mem-
bers of the global community who have
experience in international conflict
resolution so that they would oversee
Iraq’s post-war reconciliation process,
beginning Iraq’s long road to recovery
after years of sanctions and war.

The House should have been able to
debate the importance of ending the
war while we helped to stabilize this
war-torn nation. Unfortunately, this
Congress had other priorities, prior-
ities like authorizing another $50 bil-
lion to continue a devastating war in
Iraq that has already taken the lives of
more than 2,400 American soldiers,
countless tens of thousands of innocent
Iraqi civilians, and forever shattered
the lives of another 16,000 injured and
wounded American troops.

Priorities like authorizing another
$10 billion, that is billion with a “B,”
on a still unproven missile defense sys-
tem that can’t stop the greatest threat
we face, nuclear weapons in the hands
of terrorists, and has never even been
able to stop the missiles it is designed
to destroy.

It is beyond dispute that this admin-
istration, in tandem with the Repub-
lican Congress, has been, to put it
mildly, less than fiscally responsible.

Earlier this month I introduced new
legislation called the Commonsense
Budget Act of 2006 that finally put
some sanity back into the Nation’s fis-
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cal policy. This bill already has the
support of almost 40 cosponsors.

The Commonsense Budget Act would
trim $60 billion in waste from the Pen-
tagon budget and put it to work on be-
half of the people and programs that
truly strengthen America.

These programs include $10 billion
for the modernization of every public
school, $12 billion for health insurance
for every child in America, $10 billion
to invest in renewable energy and en-
ergy efficiency programs, $13 billion to
feed the hungry, $56 billion to improve
homeland security, and $5 billion to
start the reduction of our deficit.

We need to change the way we think
about national security, Mr. Speaker.
The return on the investments I have
proposed as part of the Commonsense
Budget Act will benefit the entire soci-
ety, and they won’t cost us a dime
more than we currently spend on our
bloated national defense.

Any change in budget priorities,
though, has to go hand in hand with
change in policy on the ground. The
very first of those needs to be an end to
the war in Iraq. For the sake of our sol-
diers, their families and our national
security, it is time to bring our troops
home.

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

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

BUSH ADMINISTRATION TAX CUTS

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, well,
with little notice or fanfare, a modest
tax benefit for families who are strug-
gling to help their kids get a higher
education expired this year. It was
what is called an above-the-line deduc-
tion, up to $4,000 towards tuition could
become an above-the-line deduction.

Now for a family with $40,000, $50,000
income, that would be worth about
1,000 bucks off their taxes, not insig-
nificant when they are straining on
that income to try and help their child
get an education, get ahead, realize the
American dream.

But the Republican majority, being
the fiscal conservatives they are, said
it was too expensive. We could not af-
ford to renew this modest tax benefit
for middle income families to give
them a little help with tuition for their
kids. Now, well and good.

When you see their budget that they
have pulled from the floor for the third
time in 3 weeks, they are going to pass
a budget, probably next week, that will
have America borrowing $1.4 billion a
day, a lot of it from foreign sources.

It will have a lot of us borrowing
from this year’s Social Security sur-
plus, $193 billion, and spending it on
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