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recent base closure round. Over the years, 
Tom worked closely with me and my office 
and grew to be a personal friend. 

But I never saw ‘working’ with Tom as work. 
Each meeting, each conversation was more of 
an interaction with an old friend than official 
business. His personal generosity integrated 
itself into the way he approached his job and 
how he lives his life. 

Today, I honor his career and his service to 
the community. And I wish Tom improving 
health and Jeri and Tom many, many more 
years of happiness together. 
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DEPARTMENT OF PEACE 

HON. JOHN LEWIS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to support the establishment of a 
Department of Peace and Nonviolence as a 
cabinet-level office of the executive branch of 
our government. I agree with Representative 
KUCINICH that war and the threat of war have 
dominated international relationships for much 
too long. As a participant in the Civil Rights 
Movement, as a human being who has faced 
the barrel of a loaded gun armed only with the 
philosophy of peace, it has been my belief for 
many years that war is obsolete as a tool of 
our foreign policy. But I realize that position 
may be too progressive for many of my col-
leagues to accept. 

But maybe, just maybe at this moment in 
our nation’s history, when we find ourselves 
struggling with the hopeless legacy of vio-
lence, maybe, just maybe we might be willing 
to consider the methods of peace as an intel-
ligent, strategic alternative to war. At this very 
moment our sons and daughters are battling 
in the middle of an unnecessary war, a war 
we started, hoping that we could force democ-
racy to grow. 

But Mahatma Gandhi once said that vio-
lence begets violence. And a recipient of the 
Nobel Prize for Peace, Martin Luther King, Jr., 
once said if we as a people want peaceful 
ends, we must use peaceful means. When will 
the warring factions in Syria, Lebanon, Israel, 
Iran, Iraq, Afghanistan and the United States 
be willing to say they have spilled enough in-
nocent blood? When will they say it is time for 
us to lay down the tools and instruments of 
war? Today, can we hear the words of Gan-
dhi, perhaps stronger now than ever before, 
‘‘We must choose non-violence or non-exist-
ence’’? 

Are we finally willing to hear the words of 
Martin Luther King, Jr., ‘‘We must learn to live 
as brothers and sisters or perish as fools’’? 
Can we, the most powerful nation in the world, 
use our influence, to raise these questions 
and give peace a chance? 

Madam Speaker, as a nation and as a peo-
ple we have researched, written about, stud-
ied, constructed, deployed and spent trillions 
of dollars on the best ways to destroy human-
ity. We have used the power of fear to domi-
nate world affairs. What would happen if the 
most powerful nation on earth took the lead 
and through this Department of Peace decided 
to put even half of those resources toward de-
veloping ways to sustain humanity, ways to 
keep the peace in spite of competing inter-

national interests, and ways to gain influence 
using the power of diplomacy and negotiation? 

Without constructive, alternative policies, 
without viable tools that leaders of nations and 
leaders of human kind can reach for, peace 
will always be a vanishing ideal that holds no 
substance. If we truly believe that peace is our 
ultimate goal, then we must use the resources 
of this great nation to that end. We must use 
the brilliance of American intelligence to de-
velop the methods and mechanisms of peace, 
even more actively than we develop the mech-
anisms of war. That’s why we need a Peace 
Academy that will create a diplomatic corps 
armed with the tools of peaceful influence. 

We are all one people, Madam Speaker. 
We are one family, the human family, and we 
must find a way to understand each other, to 
make peace, and learn to live together. 
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THE GLOBAL CHANGE RESEARCH 
AND DATA MANAGEMENT ACT 
OF 2007 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, 
today I am pleased to introduce the Global 
Change Research and Data Management Act 
of 2007 with my colleague from South Caro-
lina, Mr. INGLIS. This bill updates the existing 
law that formally established the U.S. Global 
Change Research Program (USGCRP) in 
1990. This bill is also similar to the Global 
Change Research and Data Management Act 
that I introduced in the 107th and 108th Con-
gresses. 

Over the past decade, the USGCRP has 
significantly advanced our scientific knowledge 
of Earth’s atmosphere and climate and has 
provided us with a wealth of new data and in-
formation about the functioning of our planet. 

However, the program has not produced 
sufficient information, both in terms of content 
and format, to be the basis for sound deci-
sions. The program has focused nearly all of 
its resources and efforts on scientific inquiry. 
Only one broad assessment of the impact of 
global change on society has ever been at-
tempted by the program, and that assessment 
was completed nearly 7 years after its Con-
gressionally mandated deadline. The local, 
state, regional, and national policymakers re-
sponsible for managing resources, fostering 
economic development, and responding to 
natural disasters need information to guide 
their decisions. In my view, it is critical that 
Congress reorient the USGCRP toward a 
user-driven research endeavor. 

The recent release of the policy summary 
from the Fourth Assessment Report by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC), Working Group I, has helped solidify 
the growing scientific consensus that our cli-
mate is changing. This international effort had 
government support from around the world, in-
cluding strong involvement from the U.S., and 
is a summary of the latest science about our 
climate. It reports that the Earth is warming— 
sea temperatures are rising, glaciers are melt-
ing, and air temperatures worldwide are in-
creasing. 

Most of the public and policy makers also 
agree that the climate is changing, but dis-

agreement remains about how much is the re-
sult of human activities. I think this bill de-
serves the support of people on both sides of 
that argument. 

We need to move beyond debates about 
whether global change is occurring and allo-
cating responsibility for the changes. I con-
tinue to believe fervently that we must do all 
we can to soften our impact on the environ-
ment and to slow the pace of global change. 
But we are going to have to deal with climate 
change with some mix of mitigation and adap-
tation. We must acknowledge the interdepend-
ence of our social, economic and environ-
mental systems and learn to anticipate and 
adjust to changes that will inevitably occur. 

In its 2003 review of the Administration’s 
draft strategic plan for the USGCRP, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences (NAS) acknowl-
edged the need for research to evaluate strat-
egies to mitigate and adapt to the impacts of 
global change, and the Academy rec-
ommended that the plan be revised to en-
hance efforts to support decision-making. The 
Global Change Research and Data Manage-
ment Act of 2007 reorients the program to ac-
complish these goals. 

The NAS praised the Administration for in-
cluding the development of decision support 
tools in the strategic plan, but criticized the 
plan for its failure to ‘‘recognize the full diver-
sity of decision makers’’ and for failing to ‘‘de-
scribe mechanisms for two-way communica-
tion with stakeholders.’’ 

The Global Change Research and Data 
Management Act would address these criti-
cisms by requiring the Administration to iden-
tify and consult with members of the user 
community in developing the USGCRP re-
search plan. The bill would also mandate the 
involvement of the National Governors Asso-
ciation in evaluating the program plan from the 
perspective of the user community. These 
steps would help to ensure that the informa-
tion needs of the policy community will be met 
as generously as the funding needs of the 
academic community. 

The 1990 law outlined a highly specific or-
ganizational structure for the USGCRP. Our 
bill would eliminate this detailed organizational 
structure and provide the President with the 
flexibility to assemble an Interagency Com-
mittee and organizational structure that will 
best deliver the products Congress is request-
ing. Our bill would, however, retain many of 
the key features of current law—the require-
ments for a ten-year strategic plan, for peri-
odic assessments of the effects of global 
change on the natural, social, and economic 
systems upon which we depend, and for in-
creased international cooperation in global 
change science. 

Our bill would establish a new interagency 
working group to coordinate federal policies on 
data management and archiving. Advances in 
computer, monitoring, and satellite tech-
nologies have vastly expanded our ability to 
collect and analyze data. We must do a much 
better job of managing and archiving these im-
portant data resources to support the work of 
current and future scientists and policymakers. 

I would like to thank Mr. INGLIS from South 
Carolina for cosponsoring of this bill. Crafting 
a new approach for the USGCRP is a non- 
partisan issue—increasing access to better 
and more relevant science is something that 
we all can agree will help us make better deci-
sions. 
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As is clear from the current debate in re-

sponse to the release of the IPCC report, we 
have yet to agree on how much more informa-
tion, if any, is needed before we take actions 
to slow the effects of human activities on glob-
al change. These are tough policy questions 
that we will continue to wrestle with. This bill 
does not offer specific policy direction, but it 
does affirm the need for the continued strong 
federal support for global change research, 
and it does map out a new emphasis on the 
production of information needed to inform 
these important policy debates. As the world’s 
leader in science and technology, it is incum-
bent on us to develop solutions that will pro-
tect our planet’s resources and permit contin-
ued economic and social progress for our Na-
tion and for the world. 
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UNITED STATES CARIBBEAN ECO-
NOMIC RELATIONSHIP—AC-
KNOWLEDGMENT OF IMPOR-
TANCE 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. RANGEL. Madam Speaker, I stand be-
fore you today to acknowledge the importance 
of the economic relationship between the 
United States and the Caribbean and to enter 
into the RECORD an article from the Carib 
News by Tony Best entitled ‘‘A Picture of U.S.- 
Barbados Trade.’’ 

For many years, the United States has cul-
tivated a trade relationship with the Caribbean 
that goes far beyond rum. As a result, both 
the U.S. and the Caribbean have benefited. In 
recent years, trade in the areas of natural gas, 
garments, seafood, sodium hydroxide, per-
oxide, and textiles are noteworthy. 

A focus on Trinidad and Tobago is particu-
larly important because Trinidad and Tobago 
is an abundant energy producing nation with 
60 percent of the oil reserves in the Carib-
bean. The U.S. receives the majority of its nat-
ural gas imports from this resource rich nation 
and imported over $1.7 billion of various en-
ergy commodities in 2005. That is remarkable. 

In turn, the U.S. has exported approximately 
$491 million in industrial commodities such as 
computers, cell phone transmission equip-
ment, and lab furnaces, just to name a few, to 
Trinidad and Tobago. 

Another key trade area is with textiles. The 
nation of Haiti exported $169 million in gar-
ments, while the U.S. reciprocated with im-
ports of $124 million. 

The Caribbean U.S. trade relationship con-
tinues to grow and provide mutually beneficial 
benefits for both the U.S. and the Caribbean 
nations. 

A PICTURE OF U.S.-BARBADOS TRADE 
(By Tony Best) 

How solid is your knowledge of U.S.-Carib-
bean trade? To find out take the trade test. 

First question: Name the Caricom state 
which has a whopping $6 billion trade surplus 
with the U.S.? 

Second query: Identify the country which 
exports tens of millions of dollars in live 
crustaceans—mostly aquatic species with a 
hard shell and many legs, such as lobsters, 
crabs and shrimp—every year but ends up 
with a $1 billion deficit with the U.S. 

How about the nation whose beer exports 
went through the roof but its garment ex-

ports have fallen sharply in recent years. At 
the same time, this country bought large 
amounts of sodium hydroxide and peroxide 
from the U.S. 

Then there is the coastal state, which 
often sells more sweaters, pullovers, vests 
and other garments to the U.S. than it buys 
American made T-shirts and tank tops? 

Finally, list the island whose Cricket 
World Cup construction could boost its trade 
with the U.S. 

If you identified Trinidad and Tobago as 
the Caribbean nation, one of the 16 Western 
Hemisphere nations with a healthy trade 
balance with the economic giant next door, 
you would be right on the money. But if your 
answer about the exporter of $45 million in 
lobsters and crabs to Florida and other parts 
of the U.S. as the Dominican Republic you 
would be away off base. Actually, the coun-
try was the Bahamas. 

On the other hand Jamaica’s textile indus-
try was not a strong exporter in 2005, the lat-
est year for which there was trade data. Ex-
ports of Jamaica-made garments plunged to 
$55.5 million down from $82 million the year 
before. However, it did export $23.5 million in 
beer, up by 82 percent over 2004 but bought 
$113 million in sodium hydroxide and per-
oxide, a 119 percent jump. It exported 60 per-
cent more aluminum ores and concentrate to 
the U.S. in 2005 than it did in 2004. Those ex-
ports amounted to almost $69 million. 

Like Jamaica, Haiti exports large amounts 
of textiles but unlike its Caricom partner, 
the French-speaking republic exported al-
most $100 million more in garments to the 
U.S. than it bought, $169 million in exports 
as compared with $124 million in imports of 
T-shirts, tank tops and knit or crocheted 
items. But the U.S. turned around and sold 
an extra $52.4 million in miscellaneous knit-
ted or crocheted fabrics to Haiti. 

Barbados, which will play host to the 
Cricket World Cup final in April, is experi-
encing a construction boom and analysts be-
lieve the major sporting event could trigger 
more trade with the U.S. 

The picture of Caribbean-U.S. trade was 
sketched from U.S. Census Bureau data and 
published in a guide on U.S. trade in the 
Western Hemisphere distributed by World 
City, a journal that emphasizes global trade. 

What the figures and analyses show, ac-
cording to trade specialists, is that as Carib-
bean nations continue their efforts to diver-
sify their economies, export trade with the 
U.S. hasn’t come close to reducing the domi-
nant role played by the U.S. 

Energy-rich Trinidad and Tobago is by far 
the most successful Caribbean exporter and 
that’s attributed to the fact that the twin-is-
land nation is the largest natural gas sup-
plier to the U.S., which bought $3.3 billion in 
liquefied natural gas from the ethnically di-
verse country. Trinidad controls 60 percent 
of Caribbean’s oil reserves. In 2005, for in-
stance, it sold $3.3 billion in petroleum gases 
to the U.S.; $1.2 billion in ammonia; $1.2 bil-
lion in crude oil; $972 million in non-crude 
oil; $714 million in acyclic alcohols; and $101 
million in nitrogenous fertilizers. 

On the other side of the trade ledger, the 
U.S. exported almost $250 million in machin-
ery to Trinidad, over $46 million in electrical 
equipment for line telephony; $36 million in 
computers; and $29 million in ‘‘transmission 
apparatus for cellular phones. Add another 
$28 million in industrial or lab furnaces and 
ovens; $84 million in low value shipments; 
and $18 million in iron or steel tubes and 
pipefittings and it would become clear that 
Trinidad and Tobago’s industrial base is ex-
panding. 

In much the same way that Jamaica’s oil 
imports from the U.S. skyrocketed to unbe-
lievable levels in 2005, Barbados saw its re-
fined oil imports rise by 127 percent, going to 
almost $18 million. 

In the end, Barbados sold a mere $32 mil-
lion in goods to the U.S. while it imported 
close to $400 million. Its deficit with the eco-
nomic colossus in the north was $360 million. 
Between them their trade rose by 10 percent, 
reaching $424.7 million. 

Guyana was another Caribbean state whose 
trade with the U.S. rose in 2005. Exports 
went up marginally, by less than two percent 
but the amount of U.S.-made goods jumped 
by 26 percent, reaching $175 million, less 
than half of what Barbados bought and close 
to 10 percent of Jamaica’s imports of Amer-
ican commodities, which were valued at $1.6 
billion. 

Guyana’s key exports were aluminum ores 
and concentrate valued at just under $50 mil-
lion; $32 million in live crustaceans; and $11 
million in diamonds. Interestingly, the top 
U.S. commodity exported to Guyana was 
listed as ‘‘charitable items,’’ with a value of 
about $42 million. 

As for Guyana’s neighbors, the Census Bu-
reau’s data stated that in 2005: 

St. Lucia-U.S. trade rose by almost 40 per-
cent in 2005, reaching $167 million. The U.S. 
had a surplus of $107 million. 

U.S. trade with Antigua jumped by almost 
50 percent, reaching $149 million. U.S. export 
went up by 51 percent and Antigua’s by less 
than two percent. 

St. Kitts-Nevis exported $49 million to the 
U.S. 

That was more than the combined totals of 
Dominica $3.3 million, Grenada $5.8 million; 
St. Antigua’s $4.4 million and Vincent’s $15.6 
million. 

It exported more than Barbados did to the 
U.S. Electrical supplies, transformers and 
other power supplies, electric motors, gen-
erators and sets accounted for more than $36 
million of the total. 

The Bahamas, whose negative trade pic-
ture of $1 billion made it Caricom’s largest, 
was third on the list of Western Hemisphere 
countries with large trade deficits. 

Barbados was fourth on the trade deficit 
ridden partners of the U.S. followed by Haiti, 
Antigua, Belize, St. Lucia, Suriname, Gre-
nada, Guyana, St. Kitts-Nevis, and St. Vin-
cent. 
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RECOGNIZING WILL GORMAN FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, February 7, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Will Gorman, a very spe-
cial 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 214, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Will has been very active with his troop, par-
ticipating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Will has been involved with scout-
ing, he has not only earned numerous merit 
badges, but also the respect of his family, 
peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Will Gorman for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 
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