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Ford was a reconciler. While there was a 

great balance in Ford, he was also tough as 
nails. He did what he believed the country 
needed and was never motivated by polls. 

In 1976 one U.S. soldier stationed at Fort 
Dix died of the swine flu. There was some 
concern that the potential for an epidemic 
existed. A panel of the best and brightest sci-
entists of the day was convened. That panel 
included Doctors Jonas Salk and Albert 
Sabin, who did much of his research at the 
University of Cincinnati. Both were pioneers 
in developing polio vaccines. Some of the 
panelists counseled the president to quickly 
begin creating vaccine and getting the word 
out to the nation. Others thought it prudent 
not to risk a panic, and wait. President Ford 
was decisive and unwilling to risk an epi-
demic, giving the order to produce the vac-
cine. To emphasize the point President Ford 
and I received the first and second doses of 
the vaccine. 

The working relationship and personal 
friendship between President Ford and I con-
tinued after the Ford administration. In the 
early 1980s, when I became president of the 
Kettering Foundation, I suggested to Ford 
that he invite former president Jimmy 
Carter to the first conference at the Gerald 
R. Ford Presidential Library. That con-
ference addressed the public’s reaction to 
proposals to strengthen the Nation’s Social 
Security program. The meeting was based on 
results from a citizens’ briefing book pre-
pared for the National Issues Forums. 

Characteristically, President Ford agreed, 
not just begrudgingly, or acquiescing, he was 
enthusiastic about inviting Carter . . . That 
was the first project Presidents Ford and 
Carter did together. It resulted in a life-long 
friendship. 

I am pleased to join my colleagues in sup-
porting H. Res. 15 and honoring the life of 
President Ford. 
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TRIBUTE TO ROBBIE & JIM 
HEINTZMAN 

HON. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ McKEON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, January 11, 2007 

Mr. MCKEON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to say farewell to two very special people, 
Robbie & Jim Heintzman. Robbie began work-
ing as a caseworker for me when I started my 
first term of office and her husband, Jim, was 
a helicopter pilot for many years with the Los 
Angeles Police Department. Now, they have 
decided to retire and will soon move to Pres-
cott, Arizona to begin a new chapter in their 
new lives. 

Robbie has been a true asset to me and I 
value her loyalty, dedication and expertise. 
Her compassionate and cheerful presence will 
be sorely missed in my office, and I know the 
loss of Jim’s expertise and dedicated service 
will create a void at the police department as 
well. 

Robbie’s very interesting life prepared her 
well for the job in my office. She was born in 
Japan and was the only child of an Air Force 
dad and a mom who was the Administrative 
Assistant to the Chief Justice of the Japanese 
War Crimes Trial. Living in many places 
throughout the world, Robbie has always 
loved traveling and hopes that retirement will 
afford her the opportunity to finally satisfy her 
wanderlust. 

Over the years, Robbie has held many dif-
ferent jobs including bartender, cocktail wait-

ress, newspaper/radio advertising consultant, 
secretary, saleslady and mother to sons, Sean 
and Colin Donohue. The three major careers 
in her life have been as a singer, sailor and 
as solver of problems for my constituents. She 
also found time to be a travel coordinator/con-
sultant and now is looking forward to having 
the time to lead tours to exotic locales. 

Robbie’s singing career started in Hawaii in 
1974. In 1975, she went to Tokyo to sing as 
the house vocalist for Club El Morocco, which 
at the time was rated the premier nightclub in 
Japan. After returning to the United States, 
she formed ‘‘Just Us,’’ her own Country-Pop 
group, in Kingman, Arizona and sang profes-
sionally until 1983. 

While cruising the waters around Hawaii on 
the S.S. Independence and S.S. Constitution 
from 1983–1985, and on the waters around 
Tahiti on the S.S. Liberte in 1986, Robbie held 
the positions of Bartender, Junior Assistant 
Purser, Cashier, Yeoman and Senior Purser. 
She served the last four positions as a com-
missioned Staff Officer in the U.S. Merchant 
Marine. In February 1986, she was promoted 
to Cruise Hostess and resumed singing with 
the orchestra as part of her duties. 

Eventually leaving Tahiti for the United 
States, she started her career as a Staff As-
sistant/Caseworker with California Senator Ed 
Davis in 1989 and after I was elected to Con-
gress, Robbie began working for me in Janu-
ary of 1993. Always kind, attentive and sym-
pathetic, she delighted in solving constituent 
problems and loved helping to make a dif-
ference in their lives. 

About the time that Robbie began her sing-
ing career, Jim started his law enforcement 
career in his hometown of Bloomington-Nor-
mal, Illinois. However, sunny California soon 
beckoned and he moved west to pursue a ca-
reer with the Los Angeles Police Department. 

Jim entered the LAPD Academy on January 
22, 1973 and after six grueling months of 
training, he graduated second in his class. 
Jim’s first assignment was the Hollywood Pa-
trol where he walked the Hollywood Boulevard 
Foot Beat for 21⁄2 years. He went on to serve 
in Hollywood Vice, Metro Division and SWAT. 
He was promoted to Sergeant in 1982 and 
continued his career at Pacific Division. In Au-
gust 1983, Jim joined the elite Air Support Di-
vision and received his Command Pilot wings 
in January, 1984. He was promoted to Sgt. II 
in 1992. Air Support Division has been his 
home for the past 23 years and he has over 
5,000 flight hours under his belt. Some of 
Jim’s more interesting adventures included 
Pope Paul’s visit to Los Angeles, the Los An-
geles Summer Olympics, the 1992 Riots, the 
1994 Northridge earthquake and the 2000 
Democratic National Convention. Jim is most 
proud though, of his day-to-day patrol over the 
streets of LA and his ability to be the ground 
officers’ ‘‘eye in the sky’’ which greatly en-
hanced their safety. 

Robbie and Jim are active volunteers in the 
Santa Clarita Valley and participate in many 
organizations. Although California’s loss will 
be Arizona’s gain, they plan to quickly resume 
volunteer activities in their new community. In 
addition, Jim hopes to continue his flying ca-
reer in some capacity. Very soon, there will be 
more time for golf, visiting and other leisure 
activities. But more importantly, there will be 
enough time to pursue Robbie’s passion for 
travel because there is more of the world to 
see and many new people to meet. 

As Robbie and Jim begin those pleasant, 
well-deserved years of retirement, I would like 
to thank them for their many years of dedi-
cated service. I ask my colleagues to join me 
and extend our best wishes to the Heintzmans 
for a healthy and happy future filled with suc-
cess. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JARRETT LOWE FOR 
ACHIEVING THE RANK OF EAGLE 
SCOUT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, January 11, 2007 

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I proudly 
pause to recognize Jarrett Lowe, 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 495, and in earning the most pres-
tigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jarrett has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many Scout activities. Over the 
many years Jarrett has been involved with 
Scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. 

Madam Speaker, I proudly ask you to join 
me in commending Jarrett Lowe 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. I am hon-
ored to represent Jarrett in the United States 
House of Representatives. 

f 

HIGHEST SIKH RELIGIOUS AU-
THORITY SEEMS TO BE UNDER 
HINDUTVA CONTROL 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, January 11, 2007 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, the Council 
of Khalistan recently sent a letter to Joginder 
Singh Vedanti, the Jathedar of the Akal Takht, 
who has been promoting a piece of flim-flam 
known as the Dasam Granth, in which several 
writers took a snippet of the writing of the last 
Sikh guru, Guru Gobind Singh, and added 
other items, some pornographic, trying to pass 
it off as the genuine work of Guru Gobind 
Singh in order to damage the Sikh religion. 
Jathedar Vedanti’s endorsement of the Dasam 
Granth makes him a participant in this effort to 
undermine the Sikh culture and religion. 

The Council of Khalistan urged the Jathedar 
to stop diverting the attention of the Sikhs to 
this severely altered book and instead to focus 
on the issue of freedom for Khalistan. He 
noted that on the two occasions last year 
when Sikh leaders were arrested for making 
speeches in support of Khalistan and raising a 
Khalistani flag, there was no protest from 
Jathedar Vedanti. 

It is time for as to support the legitimate as-
pirations of the Sikhs and all the minorities of 
India who are seeking their freedom by stop-
ping our aid to India, suspending our trade 
with that country and by supporting the right to 
self-determination for all the minority nations 
of the subcontinent. Self-determination is the 
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essence of democracy. Why can’t ‘‘the world’s 
largest democracy’’ hold a simple vote on this 
fundamental question? 

Madam Speaker, I would like to insert the 
Council of Khalistan’s letter to Jathedar 
Vedanti into the RECORD at this time for the in-
formation of the American people. 

COUNCIL OF KHALISTAN, 
Washington, DC, January 9, 2007. 

S. JOGINDER SINGH VEDANTI, 
Jathedar of the Akal Takht, Golden Temple, 

Arnritsar, Punjab, India 
DEAR JATHEDAR VEDANTI: I am writing to 

you about the Dasam Granth, which you 
have been promoting as the genuine writing 
of Guru Gobind Singh. The issue of its au-
thorship was settled long ago. As you know, 
the authors of the Dasam Granth identify 
themselves within the text and only a small 
part is written by Guru Gobind Singh. The 
rest was appended by Hindu writers looking 
to harm the Sikh religion. Much of it is por-
nographic. For a jathedar of the Akal Takht 
to promote it as genuine Sikh scripture, es-
pecially since Guru Gobind Singh left the 
Guruship in the Guru Granth Sahib, is harm-
ful to the Sikh religion and the Sikh Nation. 
Sikhs should bow only to the Guru Granth 
Sahih, nothing else. 

The Dasam Granth is not the real issue. Do 
not get sidetracked, and do not sidetrack the 
Sikh Nation from the real issue, freedom and 
sovereignty for Khalistan. Do not let this 
controversy divert and waste the resources 
of the Sikh Nation from the preservation of 
our religion and culture. 

It is vitally important that the Akal 
Takht Jathedar, the spiritual leader of the 
Sikh religion, be committed to the well- 
being of the Sikh Nation. Preserving its his-
tory, religion, culture, and scripture is es-
sential to that well-being, especially when it 
is under assault from Hindus who are trying 
to subsume the Sikh religion and culture 
into those of the Hindus as part of Hindutva. 
Remember that a former Cabinet minister 
said that everyone who lives in India must 
either be a Hindu or be subservient to Hin-
dus. But also remember the words of your 
predecessor, Professor Darshan Singh, who 
said, ‘‘If a Sikh is not a Khalistani, he is not 
a Sikh.’’ 

Jathedar Vedanti, the duty of the Jathedar 
of the Akal Takht is to protect, promote, 
and disseminate the Sikh religion. How can 
we do that within the framework of India 
when India is working to destroy the Sikh 
religion? The experience of tbe Jewish people 
shows that when a nation has sovereignty, it 
flourishes, but when it does not it perishes. 

The only way to preserve, promote, and 
disseminate the Sikh religion and culture is 
in a free and sovereign Khalistan. Yet when 
Sikh leaders in Punjab were arrested last 
year simply for making speeches and raising 
the Khalistani flag, we did not hear a word of 
protest from the Akal Takht. Nor did we 
hear a protest of the actions of the Badal 
government in Punjab, the most corrupt in 
Punjab’s history. The Badal government 
even sold jobs—they called it ‘‘fee for serv-
ice’’ and Mrs. Badal was able to tell how 
much money was in a bag just by picking it 
up. 

Please do not let your energy be diverted 
to issues like the Dasam Granth, which has 
long become known to be altered. We need 
every Sikh to help bring freedom, dignity, 
prosperity, and security is in a free, sov-
ereign, independent Khalistan. Discussion of 
issues like the Dasam Granth merely diverts 
the Khalsa Panth from freedom and sets 
back the cause of protecting the Khalsa 
Panth. 

Panth Da Sewadar, 
DR. GURMIT SINGH AULAKH, 
President, Council of Khalistan. 

IN RESPONSE TO PRESIDENT 
BUSH’S IRAQ ‘‘SURGE’’ SPEECH 

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, January 11, 2007 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, last night, 
the president announced that he will escalate 
the war in Iraq. Still in his cloud of denial, Mr. 
Bush seems to believe that he can achieve 
some ill-defined ‘‘victory’’ by perpetuating 
America’s involvement in a bloody civil war 
halfway around the world. It is unclear what 
such a victory would look like, let alone how 
it might be achieved. Mr. Bush’s ‘‘troop surge’’ 
is not a strategy; it is a desperate, last-ditch 
effort to allow the president to avoid admitting 
that his war of choice has been a failure. 

Generals and foreign policy experts alike 
agree that adding 21,500 more troops to the 
quagmire in Iraq will have little effect on either 
our chances for ‘‘victory’’ or the safety and 
stability of the Iraqi nation. Indeed, President 
Bush chose this course of action against the 
unanimous opposition of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and most of the commanders on the 
ground in Iraq. Everyone except the president 
seems to realize that the essential problem in 
Iraq requires a political solution, not a military 
one. The American people understand it, as 
they demonstrated overwhelmingly last No-
vember. Yet the president wants to put even 
more American troops in harm’s way for no 
strategic advantage. He persists in his fool-
hardy escalation, apparently more concerned 
with preserving his legacy as ‘‘the president 
who didn’t lose Iraq’’ than with the well-being 
of either our brave troops or the Iraqi people. 

An escalation in Iraq will do nothing to im-
prove America’s security; on the contrary, it 
will undermine it. Our military is already 
stretched to the breaking point, and Mr. 
Bush’s ‘‘surge’’ will cause additional damage 
that will take billions of dollars and many years 
to fix. Exactly none of the military’s active duty 
or reserve brigades is considered ‘‘combat 
ready.’’ Only thirty percent of equipment con-
sidered ‘‘essential’’ to homeland security is on- 
hand here at home. Should disaster strike 
here at home or elsewhere in the world, we 
will be left virtually defenseless while our 
troops and equipment are bogged down in an 
unwinnable war that threatens to drag on for 
years, if not decades. 

While Mr. Bush claims to have been ‘‘listen-
ing’’ to the advice of military and foreign policy 
experts over the last months, he seems to 
have emerged as stubbornly committed to his 
failed policy as ever. It is up to the Congress 
to put an end to this madness. I particularly 
want to call on my friends on the other side of 
the aisle to listen to the voices of their con-
stituents, the everyday Americans who under-
stand what we have at stake in this war in a 
way that the president has proven himself in-
capable of doing. We cannot throw away more 
American lives. We cannot mortgage our chil-
dren’s futures to further enrich war profiteers. 
We cannot continue to contribute to the dev-
astation of Iraq. 

The president seems unable to comprehend 
that American military might is not the answer 
to all the world’s problems. But the American 
people do understand. They know that there is 
only one way forward in Iraq. We must begin 
the phased withdrawal of American troops in 

the next four to six months. We must change 
our mission from combat to training and 
logistical assistance for Iraq forces. We must 
provide the economic assistance the Iraqis 
need to repair their devastated society and 
give whatever help they require in moving 
their political process forward. This is the only 
way to achieve any sort of victory in Iraq. 

f 

THE INDEPENDENT STUDY OF 
DISTANCE EDUCATION ACT OF 2007 

HON. VERNON J. EHLERS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, January 11, 2007 

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the Independent Study of Distance 
Education Act of 2007. This bill requires that 
the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) con-
duct a scientifically correct, statistically valid 
study of the quality of distance education pro-
grams as compared to campus-based pro-
grams. 

Allow me to provide some background on 
congressional actions related to distance edu-
cation. During the 1992 reauthorization of the 
Higher Education Act, Congress passed a rule 
to counter fraud and abuse perpetuated by di-
ploma mills and some correspondence pro-
grams in the 1980s. This rule, known as the 
‘‘50-percent rule’’, prevents any college or uni-
versity that enrolls more than 50 percent of its 
students in distance education or provides 
more than half of its courses via distance edu-
cation from participating in federal financial aid 
programs. 

During the 1998 reauthorization, Congress 
recognized that, with changes in technology, 
schools are increasingly offering courses via 
distance education. The Distance Education 
Demonstration Program was established to 
examine the quality and viability of expanding 
distance education programs. This demo pro-
gram allowed 24 colleges and universities to 
waive several program requirements for par-
ticipating in the federal financial aid programs, 
including the 50-percent rule, in exchange for 
participating in studies by the Secretary of 
Education. 

The Secretary provided Congress with three 
studies of the Distance Education Demonstra-
tion Program. The Secretary found that the 
‘‘mode of distance education delivery does not 
appear to be a salient factor in student out-
comes.’’ However, in 2004, the Office of the 
Inspector General found that the Secretary’s 
conclusions about the impact of distance edu-
cation methods on student learning was un-
supported, fostering uncertainty about the 
quality of distance education programs as 
compared to the quality of campus-based pro-
grams. 

As a scientist, I strive to base my policy de-
cisions and voting on reliable studies and 
data. Unfortunately, when it comes to the 
Higher Education Act and distance education, 
there is no scientifically correct, statistically 
valid study of the quality of distance education 
programs as compared to campus-based pro-
grams. 

You may think that this has halted congres-
sional action related to distance education pro-
grams. Certainly, it would be prudent to know 
whether distance education is effective before 
allowing for the rapid proliferation of federal fi-
nancial aid funds going to students in such 
programs. 
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