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It is my honor to commend her years of
public service and pay tribute to Governor
Swift's enduring leadership. National Women’s
Business Week is an important occasion to
celebrate women leaders, and Governor Swift
has been a groundbreaker since the beginning
of her career. She is, indeed, a “Woman of
Achievement,” and | join the Northern Berk-
shire Business and Professional Women in
honoring her this month.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained on September 24, 2007
and as a result | was not present to vote on
rollcall No. 893. Had | been present, | would
have voted “aye.”

———

H.R. 1400, THE IRAN COUNTER-
PROLIFERATION ACT OF 2007

SPEECH OF

HON. TOM UDALL

OF NEW MEXICO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, September 25, 2007

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker,
the Iranian government continues to defy the
international community in its pursuit of nu-
clear weapons. In the past, it denounced
United Nations Security Council Resolutions
imposing sanctions as “illegal” and “invalid.”
And just this week, Iranian President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad spoke before the U.N.
General Assembly and announced that the nu-
clear issue in Iran was closed.

It is obvious to all of us that Iran’s nuclear
development programs are a concern for our
Nation. Our Nation’s security would be greatly
affected by Iranian control over any nuclear
weapons. However, we must not forget that, in
addition to its disregard for the international
community, the regime in place has abhorrent
civil liberties and human rights practices within
Iran. In the past 5 years, hundreds of news-
papers have been closed, hundreds of pro-re-
form websites have been blocked, and innu-
merable people have been unjustly impris-
oned. Just this year, Dr. Haleh Esfandiari, an
Iranian-American, was jailed for months for
unsubstantiated accusations that she was try-
ing to set up networks of Iranians to start a
revolution to bring down the government. In
fact, she has long been an advocate for build-
ing bridges between the United States and the
Middle East. While Dr. Esfandiari has been re-
leased, countless others have not, and it is
clear that we must work to stop these base-
less and ruthless actions.

While we address our ongoing concerns, we
must be vigilant in ensuring that the United
States works with the international community
and approaches the Middle East diplomati-
cally. As our Nation has learned, we must be
willing to do everything that is necessary to
protect our Nation and its people; however, we
must not preemptively strike other sovereign
nations because of incomplete and question-
able information. What we must all agree on
is that Iranian nuclear capability must continue
to be investigated, discussed, and debated—
throughout this Congress, the Nation, and the
world.
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Nonetheless, while we attempt to address
these situations diplomatically, these actions
must be backed by strong sanctions against
the regime in Tehran. It is with this knowledge
that | support H.R. 1400, the Iran Counter-Pro-
liferation Act of 2007. This legislation, first and
foremost, declares the support of diplomatic
and economic means to resolve the Iranian
nuclear situation, calls for enhanced U.N. Se-
curity Council efforts, and explicitly states that
nothing authorizes the use of force in Iran. Ad-
ditionally, the bill expands bilateral sanctions
against Iran, prohibits the Presidential waiver
of these sanctions, and increases oversight of
the Administration’s efforts.

While critics of this legislation may consider
these actions to be inflammatory, | instead see
it as a necessary and diplomatic step that
must be taken. Iran has long flouted its dis-
regard for the international community and it
must understand that it cannot pursue a nu-
clear weapons program and ignore inter-
national law without facing international polit-
ical and economic repercussions.

TRIBUTE TO LINDA CHAVEZ-
THOMPSON

HON. JOE BACA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, on behalf of
the members of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus, | rise today to honor Linda Chavez-
Thompson, executive vice president of the
AFL-CIO, on the occasion of her retirement.
Elected to this post in 1995, Chavez-Thomp-
son became the first woman and person of
color to be chosen for one of the federation’s

three highest offices.
As a second-generation American of Mexi-

can descent, Chavez-Thompson personifies
the American dream. Born in Lubbock, TX to
cotton  sharecroppers, Chavez-Thompson
toiled the fields to help supplement her fam-
ily’s income. After making 30 cents an hour
picking cotton, Chavez-Thompson rose
through the ranks of the labor movement, be-
ginning her career as a union secretary at the
local AFSCME chapter, the labor union to
which her father belonged.

In her capacity as executive vice president
of the labor federation, Chavez-Thompson has
worked tirelessly to strengthen State and local
labor movements and has served as a strong
voice on behalf of civil, human and immigrant
workers’ rights. She serves as vice-chair of
the Democratic National Committee, and
serves as the president of the Inter-American
Regional Organization of Workers, ORIT,
which is the Western Hemispheric arm of the
International Trade Union Confederation.

In retirement Chavez-Thompson will con-
tinue to pioneer new territory as the first AFL—
CIO Executive Vice President Emeritus. In this
capacity, she will continue to provide her lead-
ership to state and local labor councils and
communities throughout the country, and will
continue her important international work. Her
determined work on behalf of all workers, es-
pecially women, people of color, people with

disabilities and immigrants will continue.
In making this difficult decision to retire after

more than 40 years of service to the labor
movement, Chavez-Thompson expressed,
“You . . . have given me the opportunity of a
lifetime, which was to go where | never
dreamed | could go, and do more than | ever
dreamed | could do.”
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For lending her talents, passion and vision
to the effort of bringing justice to workers, we
are all thankful to Chavez-Thompson. She has
marched and spoken on behalf of those who
often labor without a voice and has inspired us
all to continue this important work for workers
across the world.

———

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY AND THE
DEMOCRATIC RECORD

HON. JOHN M. SPRATT, JR.

OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, on Friday,
Majority Leader STENY HOYER spoke to the
National Press Club regarding fiscal responsi-
bility and the Democratic record. | recommend
his speech to all of my colleagues.

The speech sets out the clear differences
between the current Administration’s harmful
fiscal policies and the strong track record of
fiscal responsibility that the current 110th Con-
gress has established. Indeed, the new House
majority has already passed and adhered to
the Pay-As-You-Go rule and passed a budget
resolution that returns to balance by 2012.

The speech also establishes some helpful
context for the Administration’s pending veto
threats on the appropriations bills. Most of the
funding difference consists of Congressional
efforts simply to restore harmful cuts proposed
by the President, and the rest of the difference
represents a responsible level of increase that
will enable us to fund key priorities. Our ap-
propriations level was accommodated within
our fiscally responsible budget resolution,
which returned the budget to balance by 2012.

MAJORITY LEADER HOYER’S ADDRESS AT THE
NATIONAL PRESS CLUB: FIGHTING FOR AMER-
ICA’S FUTURE

SEPT. 28.—I first want to thank Alan
Greenspan for putting the issue of fiscal re-
sponsibility back on the political map. This
is a very healthy development, even though
it embarrasses the Administration.

In his new book, the former Federal Re-
serve Board Chairman writes: ‘““Most trou-
bling to me was the readiness of both [the
Republican-controlled] Congress and the Ad-
ministration to abandon fiscal discipline.”
And this: ‘“‘Deficits don’t matter,” to my
chagrin became part of the Republicans’
rhetoric. . . . Deficits must matter.”

I was tempted to come here and deliver the
shortest speech of my professional life. Eight
words in all. ‘“Chairman Greenspan is cor-
rect. Are there any questions?”’

But the bar is higher today. So, I intend to
convince you of four main points: First, this
Administration has pursued the most fis-
cally irresponsible policies in American his-
tory.

Second, the Democratic Party is the party
of fiscal responsibility today—which is a
very under-reported story.

Third, the President needs to put down his
veto pen and pick up the telephone. Our dif-
ferences on funding levels for domestic ap-
propriations for Fiscal Year 2008—which be-
gins on Monday—are relatively minor. We
need to work out those differences, rather
than engage in political posturing.

And finally, we must not allow our dis-
agreement on appropriations to distract us
from the ominous, long-term fiscal chal-
lenges that confront our nation. The United
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States of America is on an unsustainable fis-
cal path—and the longer we wait to address
our challenges, the more difficult it will be
to avert a fiscal crisis.

THE REPUBLICANS’ FISCAL TRAIN WRECK

There’s no other way to say it, the Repub-
licans’ fiscal record is like a decades-long
train wreck. For 18 of the 26 years that I
have served in Congress, a Republican has
occupied the White House.

And, in every single year of those Repub-
lican Administrations, the federal govern-
ment ran a budget deficit. The cumulative
deficits under Presidents Reagan, George
Herbert Walker Bush, and George W. Bush
total more than $4.1 trillion.

In contrast, the Clinton Administration
had a cumulative surplus of nearly $63 bil-
lion over eight years. Under President Clin-
ton’s stewardship, the federal government
reduced the deficits he inherited and re-
corded four consecutive surpluses—the first
time that had happened in 70 years.

So, forgive me for dismissing the Repub-
lican Party’s claim that it is fiscally respon-
sible.

Forgive me for rejecting the Republicans’
repeated assertion that supply-side tax cuts
pay for themselves—an assertion that has
been challenged by the Treasury Depart-
ment, the Congressional Budget Office, and
the current Chairman of the Federal Re-
serve, who told the Senate in 2005: “‘I think
it’s unusual for a tax cut to completely off-
set the revenue loss.”

In fact, revenues have grown by just 3.6
percent since the President’s 2001 tax cut
was enacted—less than half the 8.4 percent
annual growth during the Clinton Adminis-
tration.

And forgive me for being somewhat amused
by the Administration’s defensive push-back
on Alan Greenspan’s recent comments.

The President claimed last week that his
fiscal record is ‘‘admirable and good.”” Does
he really believe this? He came to office in-
heriting a projected 10-year budget surplus of
$5.6 trillion, and proclaimed, ‘“We can pro-
ceed with tax relief without fear of budget
deficits, even if the economy softens.”

But then, the Republican-controlled Con-
gress passed and the President signed the
largest tax cuts in a generation—tax cuts
disproportionately skewed toward the
wealthiest citizens—while increasing spend-
ing at a rate (7.1 percent) nearly twice that
of the Clinton Administration.

As predicted, these irresponsible policies
turned surpluses into massive deficits: $158
billion in Fiscal 2002, $378 billion in Fiscal
2003, $413 billion in Fiscal 2004, $319 billion in
Fiscal 2005, and $248 billion in Fiscal 2006.

On Sunday, when we close the books on
Fiscal 2007, we’ll record another $158 billion
deficit. The President will crow that he is re-
ducing the deficit, ignoring the fact that, but
for his policies, we would not even have defi-
cits. And consider: The Administration pro-
jected a budget surplus of $573 billion this
year when it took office. So, Fiscal 2007 real-
ly represents a swing of three-quarters of a
trillion dollars, virtually all of it the result
of policies enacted by a Republican Congress
and signed by President Bush.

The exploding national debt is equally dis-
turbing. Today, the debt stands at more than
$9 trillion, a 56-percent increase (or $3.3 tril-
lion) under President Bush. That’s $29,728 for
every man, woman and child in our nation.

All these figures can be mind-numbing. So,
let’s put them in perspective:

In 2007, the interest payments on the na-
tional debt—the fastest growing major cat-
egory of spending in the budget—are a pro-
jected $235 billion. That’s more than Con-
gress appropriates in discretionary spending
for any government department or agency
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other than Defense. It’s four times more
than we spend on education, and seven times
more than we spend on the Department of
Homeland Security.

In other words, these interest payments—
which increasingly are paid to foreign gov-
ernments that hold our debt—cannot be used
to build roads and bridges; to invest in re-
search and development; to improve edu-
cation, to protect our nation, or, yes, to pro-
vide tax relief.

The Republicans’ record of fiscal irrespon-
sibility speaks for itself. As Republican Con-
gressman Jeff Flake of Arizona said last
year: ‘“Whether we want to admit it or not,
the Republican Congress’s failure to dis-
cipline itself is sending us all down a flower-
strewn path to fiscal insolvency.”

DEMOCRATIC MAJORITIES WORK TO RESTORE

FISCAL DISCIPLINE

The truth is, Democrats are the party of
fiscal discipline in Washington today.

In one of our first acts after regaining the
Majority, we reinstated the pay-as-you-go
budget rules (or PAYGO) that are widely
credited with producing record budget sur-
pluses during the Clinton Administration. In
a nutshell, PAYGO means the federal gov-
ernment must offset tax cuts or spending in-
creases elsewhere in the budget. It’s a com-
mon-sense rule that millions of American
families apply to their own personal budgets.

Adopted on a bipartisan basis in the 1990s,
PAYGO was even rhetorically supported by
President Bush in his first three budgets—al-
though he exempted his 2001 tax cuts from
the rule and Republicans allowed it to expire
in 2002.

The President’s new Director of OMB,
former Budget Committee Chairman Jim
Nussle—who supported PAYGO in the ‘90s—
later had a change of heart, explaining: ‘“We
don’t believe you should have to pay for tax
cuts.”

And so Republicans didn’t. They just kept
on billing the costs of tax cuts and spending
increases to future generations through
higher deficits.

Today, Democrats are fighting to restore
the fiscal discipline that has been sorely
lacking since 2001. Why? Because we believe
deficits and spiraling debt threaten our fu-
ture prosperity and national security. And
because we believe that it is simply immoral
to force our children and grandchildren to
pay this generation’s bills.

That’s why we passed a budget for Fiscal
2008 that would bring the budget back to bal-
ance by 2012. Last year, the Republican Con-
gress failed to even pass a budget.

And, that’s why we have honored our com-
mitment to PAYGO. We have not violated
the PAYGO rule once in the approximately
30 bills with direct spending or revenue pro-
visions of more than $1 million, as will be de-
tailed in a report next week by John Spratt,
Chairman of the House Budget Committee.

If you examine the four major House bills
with mandatory spending increases—chil-
dren’s health insurance, the farm bill, higher
education and energy—you’ll see that ap-
proximately 80 percent of the spending in-
creases have been financed by spending cuts.

For all their talk about being tough on
spending, our Republican friends in the
House actually have opposed the spending
cuts that we have put forward. House Demo-
crats, for instance, paid for our SCHIP bill
by, among other things, cutting subsidies for
insurers—cuts Republicans opposed. We have
made the tough decisions with respect to
spending priorities that Republicans never
made when they were in power.

And, as we enter the final stages of this
session of Congress, I want to make one
thing clear: The House will not waive
PAYGO for any tax cuts or entitlement
spending increases that are not offset.
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Today, we are examining different pro-
posals to permanently reform the alternative
minimum tax, as well as a temporary AMT
fix that would be offset by closing tax loop-
holes and cracking down on special interest
tax breaks. In either case, simply waiving
PAYGO is not an option—even if some mem-
bers of the other body prefer that we do so.

THE CURRENT APPROPRIATIONS FIGHT IN
CONTEXT

Now let me focus on the current disagree-
ment between Democrats in Congress and
the Administration over domestic appropria-
tions. Don’t be fooled. This is not a fight
about spending. This is a fight about our pri-
orities as a nation—and about the Adminis-
tration’s desire to posture for its base.

Let me say, I am not pleased that we have
not completed our appropriations work on
time. The Administration’s unjustified veto
threats have only impeded our progress.
Nonetheless, we have passed a continuing
resolution to ensure that our government is
funded and functioning, and to give us time
to work out our differences.

But the bottom line is, the Administration
is itching to instigate an appropriations
fight with Congress in a vain effort to estab-
lish its bona fides with its conservative base.

After failing to veto even one appropria-
tions bill or other legislation that substan-
tially added to the deficit during his first six
years in office, the President is now threat-
ening to veto eight of the 12 annual spending
bills for Fiscal 2008 over a total of $23 billion.

There is no question that $23 billion is a
lot of money. However, let’s put it in per-
spective: $23 billion is about eight-tenths of
1 percent of a total federal budget of nearly
$3 trillion.

Twenty-three billion dollars is not quite
half of the $42 billion in additional funding
for Iraq that the Administration requested
on Wednesday, and about 12 percent of the
Administration’s total request of $190 billion
for the war for 2008—a war the White House
estimated would have a total cost of $60 bil-
lion.

The truth is, $16 billion of the $23 billion
that Democrats are fighting for would sim-
ply restore cuts proposed by the President to
key programs—a 50-percent cut in vocational
education; the elimination of student aid
other than work study and Pell Grants; and
deep cuts in medical research, law enforce-
ment grants and rural health programs, to
name a few.

This is a fight about whether we ade-
quately fund No Child Left Behind, special
education, medical research, Head Start,
clean water programs, public safety, and ap-
propriate health care for our veterans and
men and women in uniform.

Please, Mr. President, do not lecture us
about fiscal responsibility. And please, do
not tell us that we cannot find funding to in-
vest in our children, our infrastructure, and
our future when you are proposing to spend
another $190 billion on the war in Iraq.

Democrats believe the President’s prior-
ities are deeply misguided, and not supported
by the American people. We believe, in this
appropriations fight, the President is playing
politics, pure and simple.

If you doubt that, just consider that fund-
ing for non-defense appropriations in 2008
(when adjusted for inflation and population
growth) is actually below the funding levels
passed by the Republican Congress and
signed by the President for Fiscal 2002, 2003,
2004 and 2005.

I know that Chairman David Obey remains
hopeful that in the next few weeks the Con-
gressional leadership and White House will
sit down and negotiate a reasonable agree-
ment on funding levels.

But as the rhetoric heats up, ask yourself:
If the President is really fiscally conserv-
ative, why didn’t he veto one appropriations
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bill in six years? Why didn’t he veto the cor-
porate tax bill in 2004—a bloated bill that
doled out $139 billion in corporate welfare
when all that was needed was a $5 billion tax
fix to put us in compliance with our trade
agreements?

We Democrats are going to fight for the
priorities of the American people. The Presi-
dent should not try to rehabilitate his fiscal
record by vetoing responsible appropriations
bills—or, for that matter, the bipartisan
children’s health insurance bill.

OUR LONG-TERM FISCAL CHALLENGES

Finally, let me say that as important as
this disagreement over appropriations is, we
must not be distracted from the long-term
fiscal challenges that face our nation. Fiscal
responsibility is not some virtue that exists
in a vacuum. It’s vital to our future.

As Bob Bixby of the Concord Coalition
points out: ‘“The basic facts [of our fiscal
challenges] are a matter of arithmetic, not
ideology. Two factors stand out: demo-
graphics and health care costs.”

With the imminent retirement of 78 mil-
lion Baby Boomers, and the attendant de-
mands on Social Security and Medicare, we
are on the cusp of a fiscal tsunami that
threatens to drown our nation in a sea of red
ink.

Over the next quarter century, the number
of Americans 65 and older will nearly dou-
ble—from 12 percent of the population today
to 20 percent.

Medicare and Medicaid will grow by nearly
five times as a share of the economy by 2050,
if we assume the growth of health care costs
does not slow. And these programs will ab-
sorb as much of our nation’s economy by the
late 2040s as the entire federal budget does
today.

According to the 2006 Financial Report of
the United States—signed by Treasury Sec-
retary Paulson—our fiscal exposures (ex-
plicit liabilities and implicit obligations)
had a present value of $44 trillion, or about
as much as the net worth of all household as-
sets.

We are not going to grow our way out of
this problem, through some magic supply-
side solution. The GAO estimates that it
would require inflation-adjusted average an-
nual economic growth in the double-digit
range every year for the next 756 years to
close the gap through growth alone.

It is imperative that we get serious about
our long-term fiscal challenges. There is
plenty of room for debate over the mix of op-
tions that should be considered. But we do
not have time to waste.

Senators Conrad and Gregg and Congress-
men Cooper and Wolf have put forward pro-
posals for a bipartisan task force. While I
would like to believe that Congress could ad-
dress these issues through the regular legis-
lative process, the experience of recent years
suggests that this is extremely difficult in
the current political environment.

Thus, I support the Conrad-Gregg and Coo-
per-Wolf proposals in concept, although I
have concerns about several specific provi-
sions.

My preference certainly would be to have
Members of Congress and this Administra-
tion make recommendations that are consid-
ered in this Congress. But there are two
problems with that: First, this is now an out-
going Administration, with little over a year
left. And second, despite the good-faith ef-
forts of Secretary Paulson, this Administra-
tion is loath to put all options on the table.

As a result, I believe that we must move
forward with such a task force after our new
President is inaugurated in January 2009,
with a process allowing the President and
Congress to consider alternatives.

Turning a blind eye to our long-term chal-
lenges would not only be irresponsible, it
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would be unforgivable. As Comptroller Gen-
eral Walker has warned: ‘‘Continuing on the
unsustainable fiscal path will gradually
erode, if not suddenly damage, our economy,
our standard of living, and ultimately our
national security.”

Our fiscal future need not be filled with
peril—if we have the courage and will to rec-
ognize and address these challenges.

—————

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
ZACHARY TOMCZAK

HON. STEPHANIE HERSETH SANDLIN

OF SOUTH DAKOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Mr. Speaker, |
want to take this opportunity to honor the life
of Staff Sgt. Zachary Tomczak, who died Sep-
tember 25, 2007, in Iraq from wounds suffered
when his unit came under small arms fire.

Zachary, who served in the Army’s 325th
Airborne Infantry Regiment of the 82nd Air-
borne Division based in Fort Bragg, NC, grad-
uated from Huron High School in 2002 and
joined the Army soon after graduation. He was
serving on his fourth tour of duty when he was
wounded. He is described as a phenomenal
person who stood as an example for all Amer-
ican citizens. His high school principal said,
“Zac was someone who demanded very little
of us and gave an awful lot. He was a won-
derful, wonderful young man.”

The lives of countless people were enor-
mously enhanced by Zachary’s compassion
and service. He represented the best of the
United States, South Dakota, and the Army.
His life continues to inspire all those who
knew him and many who did not. Our Nation
and the State of South Dakota are far better
places because of his service, and the best
way to honor him is to emulate his devotion to
our country.

Today, we remember and honor Zachary’s
noble service to the United States and the ulti-
mate sacrifice he has paid with his life to de-
fend our freedoms and foster liberty for others.

| join with all South Dakotans in expressing
my sympathies to the family and friends of
Staff Sgt. Tomczak. His commitment to and
sacrifice for our Nation will never be forgotten.

—

TRIBUTE TO JOHN GIDEON
PRATHER SR.

HON. HAROLD ROGERS

OF KENTUCKY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, |
regret that | must inform the House of the
passing of another member of that vanishing
breed of “the Greatest Generation” of Ameri-
cans who served our Nation during World War
Il and made our Nation and its communities
strong when they came home.

John Gideon Prather Sr. was somebody all
of us turned to for advice. Part of that was be-
cause he was a wise attorney, helping many
clients who couldn’t really afford one, but it
was also because that’s just the way he was,
regardless of his chosen profession. The
country lawyer in him gave advice to judges,
other attorneys and clients across Kentucky.
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As a prosecuting attorney, he set the tone for
how lawyers ought to interact with one another
professionally, fight as they may in the court-
room. Our community and our criminal justice
system are stronger because of him.

John left us September 21, 2007 at the age
of 87. His law partners were his son John Jr.
and Winter Huff. He began working in his fa-
ther's insurance company in the 1940s. After
Pearl Harbor was bombed, he joined the U.S.
Navy, where he served in North Africa and
ltaly. After the war, he graduated from the Uni-
versity of Kentucky law school and began his
legal career, spanning six decades and includ-
ing terms as Somerset City and State pros-
ecuting attorney.

As a civic leader, he was not just a member
of our community organizations, including the
Jaycees, Kiwanis Club, VFW and American
Legion, he was a leader in them. He was also
a profound Sunday school teacher. But John
Prather’s greatest civic effort was his near-life-
long commitment to Troop 79 of the Boy
Scouts, headquartered at his church in Som-
erset. Generations of young boys became
much better men through John’s dedication to
Boy Scouts. They were his greatest pride and
maybe his greatest legacy.

He leaves behind his wife, Jean, a son, a
daughter-in-law, and four grandchildren.

John was a father figure and friend to us
lawyers, his church, civic colleagues, and, in-
deed, the whole community. A mighty oak has
fallen and the void left on the mountain top is
both painful and profound. We will miss the
gentlemanly courtesies, wise counsel, and
warm friendship he dispensed so liberally.

We will miss John G. Prather.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF THE REMARK-
ABLE EFFORTS OF SEW MUCH
COMFORT

HON. JEFF MILLER

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 2007

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam Speaker, on
behalf of the United States Congress, it is an
honor for me to rise today to recognize the
nonprofit organization, Sew Much Comfort,
which coordinates the efforts of volunteer
seamstresses to adapt clothing for wounded
servicemembers.

This all-volunteer initiative formed in Decem-
ber 2004 as a 501(c)3 public charity and is the
only organization that provides specially de-
signed adaptive clothing to military hospitals.
Ginger Dosedel founded the organization
nearly 4 years ago when her husband was
stationed at Eglin Air Force Base. Their son
underwent treatment at Walter Reed Army
Medical Center for muscular cancer and sug-
gested to his mother that she may be able to
help the many wounded soldiers they met
while in Washington, DC.

Their mission “to design, create, and deliver
customized clothing for these brave troops”
not only provides our heroes with a tangible
symbol of our immeasurable support for them,
but also helps to facilitate the healing process
upon their return from military service.

The Emerald Coast Chapter of the Amer-
ican Sewing Guild recently sponsored an
event where numerous volunteers gathered in
Baker, a city in my district of Northwest Flor-
ida, to sew for this wonderful cause.
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