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For the past 60 years, Air Force aircraft, 

missiles, and satellites have kept our Nation 
safe. While the many technologies and ad-
vancements have certainly contributed to our 
national defense, it is the most prized re-
source of the Air Force—its airmen—that truly 
make a difference for our Nation and the 
world. As a member of the Air Force Caucus, 
I am pleased to recognize the service of both 
current and former Air Force personnel on this 
60th anniversary. 

As we consider this resolution, our Nation’s 
airmen are serving in every corner of the 
world, including many in Alabama’s Second 
Congressional District. I am proud to represent 
Maxwell-Gunter Air Force Base, home of Air 
University, along with the 42nd Air Base Wing, 
the Operations and Sustainment Support 
Group, the 908th Airlift Wing, the 754th Elec-
tronic Systems Group, the Air Force Logistics 
Management Agency, and the newest squad-
ron in the Air Force, the 100th Fighter Squad-
ron. The 100th Fighter Squadron is special be-
cause it was the squadron of the famed 
Tuskegee Airmen during World War II, and I 
am pleased that this squadron will call Mont-
gomery home. 

Air University is a major component of Air 
Education and Training Command and is the 
Air Force’s center for professional military edu-
cation. Air University provides the full spec-
trum of Air Force education, from pre-commis-
sioning to the highest levels of professional 
military education, including degree granting 
and professional continuing education for offi-
cers, enlisted and civilian personnel through-
out their careers. 

Air University’s Professional Military Edu-
cation programs educate airmen on the capa-
bilities of air and space power and its role in 
national security. These programs focus on 
the knowledge and abilities needed to de-
velop, employ, command, and support air and 
space power at the highest levels. Addition-
ally, Air University conducts research in air 
and space power, education, leadership, and 
management and contributes to the develop-
ment and testing of Air Force doctrine, con-
cepts and strategy. 

This year the Air Force also celebrates the 
25th birthday of Air Force Space Command. 
As Ranking Member of the House Armed 
Services Strategic Forces Subcommittee, I am 
privileged to work with some of the finest in 
the Air Force on a set of programs that I be-
lieve will only become more important to our 
future security. Our world is becoming increas-
ingly dependent on assets and platforms in 
space, and America’s Air Force is meeting the 
challenges of the 21st Century security envi-
ronment. 

During the cold war, Air Force U–2 recon-
naissance aircraft kept us safe by keeping 
watch on the Soviets. I am proud to note that 
I served as an Intelligence Analyst supporting 
this platform from 1955–1959 in West Ger-
many. These aircraft performed a number of 
critically important missions and made a vital 
contribution to our National defense. 

Air and missile crews manning nuclear 
bombers and ICBMs provided our Nation with 
a powerful strategic deterrent. These capabili-
ties were a major component of our ‘‘Peace 
Through Strength’’ policy that enabled the 
United States to win the cold war, and I think 
it is appropriate for Congress to recognize the 
dedicated service of countless numbers of air-
men who protected our Nation during this 
time. 

As the Air Force ushers in its next 60 years, 
we can be assured it will be postured to meet 
new challenges in air, space, and cyberspace. 
As a member of the Air Force Caucus, I am 
proud to provide for the needs of current and 
future force. Although the service is the 
youngest of the branches of our Armed 
Forces, there is no question that the Air Force 
has made, is making, and will continue to 
make an extraordinary contribution to our na-
tion’s defense. 

As a nation, we are indebted to the Air 
Force for its commitment and sacrifice. I con-
gratulate Secretary Wynne, General Moseley, 
and the entire Air Force team for 60 years of 
dedicated service and defense of our freedom. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, 60 years ago 
President Harry Truman, through the National 
Security Act of 1947, created the United 
States Air Force and ended a 40-year asso-
ciation with the U.S. Army. This move signaled 
the dawning of a new age and placed air-
power in its proper place as a vital element of 
our Nation’s defense. 

Airpower had proven its worth to President 
Truman and many others over those 40 years. 
From Military Air Balloon success in World 
War I, to Billy Mitchell’s airpower demonstra-
tion off Virginia’s coast, to the Doolittle Raids 
and the devastating bombing raids in World 
War II, airpower allowed our military com-
manders to fight for and defend our Nation as 
never before. 

Creating a separate Air Force allowed our 
brave service men and women to fully con-
centrate on honing the skills and pushing the 
ever-expanding envelope of airpower. 

In Georgia today, we have Air National 
Guard and/or Air Force Reserve units at Dob-
bins Air Reserve Base, Robins Air Force 
Base, Savannah, Macon and Brunswick as 
well as active-duty units at Moody Air Force 
Base. 

And whether it is C–130s from the 165th 
Airlift Wing or men and women from the 117th 
Air Control Squadron which just won the 2007 
Outstanding Air Control Squadron award from 
the National Guard Association of the United 
States, each of Georgia’s units and the out-
standing men and women who serve in them 
contribute around the world fighting the Global 
War on Terrorism. They also provide a formi-
dable force in the face of disaster here at 
home, as was seen in the aftermath of Hurri-
cane Katrina when rescue helicopters from 
Moody teamed up with other Air Force rescue 
units to save more than 4,300 people from the 
disastrous and deadly storm. 

Dobbins, Robins and Moody can all trace 
their beginnings to the Army and the 1940– 
1941 timeframe when the War Department 
was making preparations in case the United 
States went to war—which came to fruition on 
December 7, 1941 when the Japanese de-
clared War on the United States and attacked 
Pearl Harbor. 

Dobbins began as Rickenbacker Field, but 
was re-named in 1950 in honor of Captain 
Charles M. Dobbins of Marietta, whose air-
plane was shot down during the war near Sic-
ily. 

Robins is named after Brigadier General Au-
gustine Warner Robins, one of the Army Air 
Corps’ first General Staff Officers. The Warner 
Robins Air Logistic Center which preceded the 
base is also named after the General. 

Moody is named after MAJ George Putnam 
Moody, an early Air Force pioneer killed in 

May 1941 while serving with the Beech Air-
craft Company in Wichita, Kan. At the time of 
his death, the major was working on the in-
spection board for AT–10 transitional trainers 
which were later sent to Moody. 

While each base has a rich history, Moody 
began a new chapter in its history just recently 
when the 23rd Fighter Group relocated to 
Moody and began flying A–10 missions in the 
skies over Valdosta. 

The 23rd Fighter Group also known as the 
‘‘Flying Tigers’’ was formed under the com-
mand of General Claire Chennault and was 
part of his China Air Task Force, taking over 
the mission of the disbanded American volun-
teer group ‘‘Flying Tigers.’’ Several of the 
original Flying Tigers flew with the 23rd Fight-
er Group in the China-Burma-India Theater, 
passing on their knowledge and experience. 

Like Mitchell before him, Chennault was an-
other early pioneer and controversial figure 
who made today’s Air Force possible. He ar-
gued vehemently for the fighter plane in the 
1930s—a time when the rise of the bomber 
aircraft had consumed the Air Corps experts 
and were the focus for their tactics. 

In fact, it was his continued belief and pas-
sionate advocacy for the fighter that led to his 
isolation at the famed Air Tactical School and 
eventually drove him to become an advisor in 
China and the rest as we say is history. 

Today we mark the Air Force’s 60th birthday 
in order to reflect on its heroes of the past, 
and more importantly, to recognize the cour-
age and sacrifice our airmen and their families 
make each and every day for our freedom. 
Quite simply, I salute you. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SARBANES). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
207. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
legislation, H. Con. Res. 207. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 
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DREAM ACT—BAD DREAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, there are 
some in Congress who have gone to 
sleep and blissfully are dreaming of 
ways to get more illegals benefits that 
American taxpayers are going to have 
to pay for. 

It’s called the DREAM Act, or spe-
cifically the Development, Relief, and 
Education for Alien Minors Act. You 
notice that word ‘‘alien.’’ It only ap-
plies to aliens illegally in the United 
States, not to American citizens and 
not to foreign nationals who are here 
legally. It’s a bill to give preference to 
illegals in our public universities. 

Here’s how it works under normal 
circumstances: Most States require 
that if you are not a resident of their 
State, you pay out-of-State tuition to 
go to their public universities. For ex-
ample, if you are from New Jersey or 
from India and you go to school at 
Texas University, you pay out-of-State 
tuition because you are not from 
Texas. Most public universities have 
this rule. 

The DREAM Act, however, will do 
something differently. It applies only 
to folks who are illegally in the coun-
try and who can attest that they came 
before they were the age of 16. If so, 
this person will be able to get a green 
card, later to get a permanent resi-
dence card, and then after that get a 
green card for the parents of this ille-
gal who brought this child into the 
United States illegally in the first 
place. 

It gives priorities to illegals over 
American citizens and foreign nation-
als who are legally in the country. It 
discriminates against Americans. It 
discriminates against foreign students 
because it only applies to illegals who 
are here so that they can go to our pub-
lic universities and pay in-State tui-
tion because if you are from some 
other State or some foreign nation and 
legally in the country, you pay out-of- 
State tuition, which, of course, is 
more. 

It seems to me this violates the equal 
protection clause of the 14th amend-
ment. It treats illegals who are vio-
lating the law by being here in the 
United States already better than 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, as college costs con-
tinue to soar, most Americans who 
have kids that go to college have to 
foot that bill. I just had my four chil-
dren finish college not too long ago and 
just paid off the last college loan. I 
have one daughter who is still paying 
on her college loan after she received 
her doctorate degree. 

There are many Americans who will 
not be able to go to college because it 
now costs too much for them to go. But 
the dreamers want it to cost even more 
because they want us to subsidize 
illegals so they can go to school with 
in-State tuition. 

This silly law goes further. It repeals 
a law that this body signed into law in 
1996. In 1996, the legislation was en-
acted by Congress, started in this 
House, stating that States cannot give 
preference to illegals and let them pay 
in-State tuition unless those same 
States treat foreign nationals who are 
legally in the country and out-of-State 
students, students from other States, 
the same way. The law applied saying 
you have to treat everybody equally 
and you have to treat Americans the 
same as illegals if you let them go to 
your university with in-State tuition. 

In spite of this 1996 law, there are 10 
States who defy this law and have ig-
nored the law and have allowed in- 
State tuition for illegals. Those 10 
States: California; unfortunately, my 
home State of Texas; Illinois; Okla-
homa; Utah; Washington; New Mexico; 
Kansas; Nebraska; and New York. You 
see, these 10 States violate Federal law 
because they already allow in-State 
tuition for illegals that are in their 
State. 

This is called ‘‘nullification.’’ That’s 
a legal term, Mr. Speaker, which 
means that a State ignores or passes 
legislation contrary to Federal law. 
Nullification is not a new concept. It 
started over 150 years ago when several 
southern States decided they could 
nullify Federal laws that they didn’t 
like. 

b 1645 

And so one reason for the Great War 
between the States was because of the 
nullification concept where States 
voted laws that were contrary to Fed-
eral law. 

So this DREAM Act will legalize the 
conduct of these 10 States. It will then 
give amnesty and in-state tuition to 
illegals in this country at the det-
riment of American students and legal 
foreign students. Mr. Speaker, this 
ought not to be. Americans should not 
have to pay the cost for the education 
of illegals in this country. And illegals 
that come to this country and get in 
our universities should not get to pay 
less than Americans who live in other 
States. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

‘‘GREENSPAN’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SARBANES). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. EMANUEL) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, the 
former Fed Chairman, Alan Greenspan, 
has recently released his memoir for 
the years of his time in public service. 
And it comes as a surprise to many 
that President Bush and the Repub-
licans in Congress do not fair particu-
larly well. 

Reuters said the Fed chairman, Mr. 
Greenspan, in his book, ‘‘sharply criti-
cizes the President, President Bush’s 
administration and Republican con-
gressional leaders for putting political 

imperatives ahead of sound economic 
policies.’’ The New York Times said of 
Mr. Greenspan’s book: ‘‘The Bush ad-
ministration was so captive to its own 
political operation that it paid little 
attention to fiscal discipline.’’ 

And the irony here is that when 
President Bush took office and the Re-
publicans had control of the House and 
the Senate, they were left with $5 tril-
lion in surplus. And in a short period of 
time, they’ve added $3 trillion to the 
Nation’s debt; $3 trillion, the fastest 
accumulation of debt and greatest 
amount of debt in the shortest period 
of time in American history. 

Now, this is what he goes on to say 
about this administration, which I find 
almost intriguing, and also about the 
Republicans. He looked forward, he 
says, to working with this administra-
tion because at least he worked, as he 
said, with some of the best and bright-
est of this administration. And he 
shared memorable experiences with 
DICK CHENEY, Don Rumsfeld, among 
others. And on a personal basis, that is 
how it worked. But on policy matters, 
I was soon to see my old friends veer 
off in unexpected directions. 

He was disappointed, he says, from 
the start. Mr. Greenspan notes that 
‘‘little value was placed on rigorous 
economic policy debate or weighing the 
long-term consequences.’’ He says that 
in George W. Bush’s White House, the 
political operation was far more domi-
nant. 

Now, I will mention, since it’s only 
fair, that he is quite complimentary of 
what President Clinton and the Demo-
crats did in the 1990s of basically a pay- 
as-you-go process, weighing long-term 
economic consequences to their deci-
sions, and always putting America’s 
long-term economic consequences be-
fore political considerations. And he 
praises what was then the fiscal dis-
cipline that was adopted in the 1990s 
that led to unprecedented economic 
growth. 

Now, Mr. Greenspan does not put all 
the burden of the $3 trillion of debt on 
President Bush. He puts that burden 
also on the Republicans in Congress for 
what they did in conjunction with this 
President. And, again, let me read from 
his book. Greenspan says that ‘‘for 
many of the Republican Party leaders, 
altering the electoral process to create 
permanent Republican-led government 
became a major goal. House Speaker 
HASTERT and House Majority Leader 
Tom Delay seemed readily inclined to 
loosen the Federal purse strings any 
time it might help add a few more 
seats to the Republican majority.’’ 

Alan Greenspan notes that the Re-
publicans led an earmark explosion and 
says Congress was too busy feeding at 
the trough. In the end, Mr. Greenspan 
says again, ‘‘The Republican Congress 
lost their way. They swapped principle 
for power. They ended up with nei-
ther.’’ Mr. Greenspan praises the pay- 
as-you-go spending rules and the fiscal 
disciplines of the 1990s that resulted in 
the surplus I just mentioned. 
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