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particular bill as it was presented to us
earlier this week. We already knew we
would be prohibited from offering any
amendments, as the Rules Committee
granted a closed rule.

So let us call this the “FISA Month,”
since we now know there is consider-
ation for bringing the FISA bill back
next week and the importance of FISA,
foreign intelligence surveillance, can-
not be overestimated.

Yesterday, the Speaker of the House
took the floor in the debate on the rule
and, in a diplomatic or parliamentary
tour de force, managed to contradict
the United States Constitution, every
decision made by the United States Su-
preme Court on this issue, and the de-
cisions made by the appellate court of
FISA, the FISA Courts. And that was
when she suggested that the Constitu-
tion does not grant any inherent au-
thority to the President to involve
himself or direct, that is, foreign intel-
ligence. As a matter of fact, every Su-
preme Court decision since the begin-
ning of the Republic has recognized
that. With respect to exclusivity of the
law, every Supreme Court decision has
recognized that such a law cannot be
exclusive, as does the FISA Court, the
appellate court under the FISA struc-
ture itself.

Interestingly, however, when we do
look at FISA, the bill that was brought
forward to us as a result of a manager’s
amendment’s being incorporated into
the bill presented to us, it contains
this language: This deals with the situ-
ation in which we have, everyone
agrees, a constitutionally permitted
wiretap or otherwise means of col-
lecting communications between
Osama bin Laden, a terrorist target in
a foreign country, a foreigner in a for-
eign country. We have every right to
gather that information under the law.
There’s no disagreement. But here is
what happens under the bill presented
to us:

If the electronic surveillance referred
to in that paragraph dealing with what
we presume to be foreign-to-foreign
communications inadvertently collects
a communication in which at least one
party to the communication is located
inside the United States or is a United
States person, the contents of such
communication shall be handled in ac-
cordance with minimization procedures
adopted by the Attorney General, and,
now, this is the important language,
“‘that require that no contents of any
communication to which a TUnited
States person is a party shall be dis-
closed, disseminated, or used for any
purpose or retained for longer than 7
days unless a court order” is given,
“or,” further it says, ‘‘unless the At-
torney General,” and this requires him
specifically, ‘‘determines that the in-
formation indicates a threat of death
or serious bodily harm to any person.”

Now, why is this unfortunate? It is
unfortunate because it changes the
way Wwe handle minimization in the
criminal justice context. If we have a
legal wiretap on a mafioso member and
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he happens to call his sainted mother
or a priest or someone else, and that,
therefore, is someone who was not
under the wiretap, you don’t have to go
back to a court to get another court
order in order to use whatever he said,
that is, the mafioso member, against
his interest. And here we would say
that if in this conversation Osama bin
Laden said something that didn’t im-
plicate the American but did give us
information as to where Osama bin
Laden was located or where Osama bin
Laden was going to move, we would be
prohibited from using that informa-
tion, disclosing that information, dis-
seminating that information, or keep-
ing it for more than 7 days unless we
went to a court for a new court order.

That is nonsense. That gives Osama
bin Laden more protection than an
American citizen in the United States
who is being investigated for a crimi-
nal offense. That is nuts. Not only is it
nuts, it is dangerous to the American
people because it creates a situation in
which we would be blinded about infor-
mation which would give us an ability,
first of all, to find out what the dots
are and then to connect the dots as to
what the threat is against the United
States. There is no rationalization for
it, but it is part and parcel of what we
have heard from the other side that we
need to give now habeas corpus rights
to those people we found on the battle-
field around the world who are unlaw-
ful enemy combatants. It is part and
parcel of a program that puts us at
risk.

I would ask us to consider it seri-
ously next week.

————
[ 1400

CONGRATULATING CHESHIRE HIGH
SCHOOL GIRLS SWIM TEAM

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

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, you know, we live in a world
that’s hard to reconcile sometimes.
Now, our focus often is on the evil that
exists in this world, but all too often
we let that focus overwhelm the
counterbalancing good things that hap-
pen in our communities every day. And
I rise today to recognize that strange,
delicate symmetry in my hometown of
Cheshire, Connecticut.

This week, the Cheshire High School
girls swim team broke the record for
the longest dual-meet winning streak
in American history with their 235th
straight victory. As you can imagine,
this is a pretty remarkable record to
break. In fact, the girls on this record-
breaking swim team that broke the
record on Monday night weren’t even
alive when that streak began some 21
years ago.

I wasn’t there Monday night, unfor-
tunately, but hundreds of parents and
friends and siblings and supporters
were in attendance, and I heard that
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the record-breaking night was pretty
magical. But strangely, something else
happened that night, something that
the girls probably didn’t even notice or
seek out. Monday night, the girls swim
team at Cheshire High School tran-
scended statistics and records and wins
and losses. And the most important
marker that they set down that night
was not as the best swim team in the
country, but as a bright, beaming em-
blem of a resurgent community with so
much to celebrate.

You see, my town has been grieving
over the past several months. And it’s
hard to figure out what else to do when
you wake up one morning and find out
that three of your neighbors, a mother
and her two young, vibrant daughters,
lost their lives in an unspeakable act of
barbarism. It becomes difficult, impos-
sible even, to square the wonderful, se-
rene existence of life in a quiet small
town with the random and brutal acts
of violence that left Dr. William Petit
mourning the unexplainable loss of his
family.

How do you reconcile the two? How
do you wake up, even for those of us
who didn’t know the family personally
or live in that neighborhood, and pre-
tend that the veil of safety and good-
ness that always seemed to envelop
Cheshire, Connecticut, was still there
after that? I thought about little else
in the days and weeks following that
incident, and I know that I wasn’t
alone.

But then the unexpected happens.
And I know it sounds silly to even talk
about a murder and a swim team in the
same sentence and, frankly, of course,
the two are incomparable, but therein
lies the problem. There is no and there
will be no one clear moment when we
collectively decide that the moral
order has been restored in our commu-
nity. And so we’re left to seek out
those moments that simply remind us
of why we love Cheshire in the first
place and why we have confidence that
our community will heal, that we will
persevere, and that we will recover.
This week is one of those moments.

I didn’t grow up in Cheshire, so I cer-
tainly can’t claim to know the town
like those who call it their birthplace,
but I did know a good thing when I
found it. And Tuesday morning, when I
heard that the record had broken, I
couldn’t help but wonder whether it
wasn’t just a coincidence that a na-
tional record 21 years in the making
matured at the very moment that a
burst of good news was most needed in
our community. And I couldn’t help
but think about how this streak, which
started two decades ago and has been
the careful construction of hundreds of
girls and thousands more family mem-
bers, friends, supporters and coaches
stands as a testament to the strength,
persistence and spirit of our little
town, not just on one night, but over
the span of decades.

And so, yes, one unspeakable act can
and probably should shake the con-
fidence and faith of a community. And
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nothing will ever repair that damage,
certainly not for the Petit family, and
probably not entirely for the commu-
nity that they call home.

And so we’re left to look for those
moments of triumph, those instances
of community reaffirmation that re-
mind us why Cheshire is such a special
place to live. Well, we found one this
week.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate the Cheshire High School
girls swim team and to thank them for
everything that they have done. Chesh-
ire is a pretty special place to live, and
Monday night reminded us of why that
is.

————

CALLING FOR A SECURITY
SUMMIT AT O'HARE AIRPORT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, today’s USA
Today reports on a major security fail-
ure at two of our Nation’s largest air-
ports, Chicago’s O’Hare and LAX. In a
simulation conducted by the Transpor-
tation Security Agency, screeners at
LAX missed 75 percent of hidden explo-
sives and bomb parts carried through
the security by undercover TSA
agents.

Screeners at Chicago’s O’Hare missed
these items 60 percent of the time. Ac-
cording to the report, bomb materials
were packed away in toiletry Kkits,
briefcases and CD players. Now, more
than 6 years after September 11, we
have to fix the security failures at
major hubs like O’Hare and LAX.

Security officials should call a secu-
rity summit, bringing together local
leaders and the Departments of Home-
land Security and Transportation to
schedule intensive retraining for TSA
screeners, new testing standards, and
accountability for lapses in security.

Much of our safety and a great deal
of our economy depends on the security
of O’Hare Airport. We can do this. And
a security summit to fix this glaring
security problem would help.

———

POST OFFICE BOX 1142
RESOLUTION

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

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, from 1942 through the end of the
Second World War, a top secret mili-
tary intelligence service operated clan-
destinely on the shores of our own Po-
tomac River. At Fort Hunt Park, along
the GW Parkway, a secret installation
operated silently in the shadows of our
Nation’s Capital.

Known only by its mailing address,
P.O. Box 1142, the men and women at
this post provided the military intel-
ligence that helped bring an end to
World War II and gave the United
States an early advantage in the Cold
War.
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P.O. Box 1142 was an interrogation
center. Throughout the war and its
aftermath, the post processed and in-
terrogated nearly 4,000 of the most im-
portant German prisoners of war.

The men who performed the interro-
gations were drawn from across the
country. The shared attribute is that
they all spoke fluent German to be able
to interact with their captives. Many
were Jewish, to ensure their loyalty to
America’s mission. And most had
friends and family battling on the front
lines against Nazi Germany. To them,
the war was personal and would impact
their lives forever.

Despite these circumstances, their
interrogations never resorted to tor-
ture, used violence, or implemented
cruel tactics to obtain the vital infor-
mation required to support our Nation
at war. Instead, their most effective in-
terrogation technique was to start a
dialogue to develop trust with their
captives. They all talked with their
captives, played card games, took
walks, discussed their lives, and ulti-
mately obtained the necessary infor-
mation from their captives. Despite the
apparent simplicity of these methods,
these interrogations resulted in the
discovery of most of Germany’s secret
weapons programs.

P.O. Box 1142 learned about research
to develop the atomic bomb, the jet en-
gine and the V-2 rocket, all tech-
nologies that became essential infor-
mational components in waging the
Cold War. The detainment and interro-
gation of high-ranking German offi-
cials, such as Reinhard Gehlen, who
ran the German intelligence oper-
ations, advanced our military intel-
ligence operations well beyond the So-
viet Union’s capabilities.

In advancing the Nation’s interests
and uncovering vital secrets, the inter-
rogators at P.O. Box 1142 never re-
sorted to tactics such as sleep depriva-
tion, electrical shock, or
waterboarding. Their captives were
never sexually abused, humiliated, or
tortured. They never resorted to the
methods that have recently branded
our Nation so negatively. As a result of
the war on terror, I'm afraid that
America is now haunted by lasting im-
ages of Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo
Bay. The current intelligence commu-
nity can learn from the men of P.O.
Box 1142. For all our sake, I hope it’s
not too late.

Despite the vital work that the inter-
rogators at P.O. Box 1142 performed,
their activities remained closely held
secrets by those who worked at the
post. Many of these men never told
family or loved ones. It wasn’t until
park rangers from the GW Memorial
Parkway uncovered declassified docu-
ments and met former officers of P.O.
Box 1142 that the operations that oc-
curred at Fort Hunt Park during World
War II became known.

Under the encouragement of the Na-
tional Park Service, these park rangers
identified veterans of P.O. Box 1142.
They conducted professional oral his-
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tory interviews. The deeper the park
rangers dug, the more obvious it be-
came they had discovered a remarkable
story that had remained unrecognized
by the officers because of their oath of
secrecy.

After 2 years of work, the National
Park Service decided it was time for
the men of P.O. Box 1142 to finally be
acknowledged. On October 5 and 6, the
National Park Service held the first-
ever reunion of the veterans of P.O.
Box 1142 at Fort Hunt Park. The vet-
erans raised the American flag in the
post’s original flag pole setting and
memorialized the grounds.

Today, I'm proud to play a small part
in giving justified credit for the tre-
mendous work performed at P.O. Box
1142. Along with my northern Virginia
colleagues, Congressmen ToM DAVIS
and FRANK WOLF, I'm introducing a
long, overdue resolution to honor the
men of P.O. Box 1142.

Mr. Speaker, I extend my apprecia-
tion to these veterans. The Nation
owes a great debt to them for their sac-
rifice to our Nation during a time of
war for their pursuit of critical intel-
ligence, while maintaining the highest
level of integrity and America’s moral
values, and for their intrepid actions
that have, until very recently, gone
unacknowledged.

———

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

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

REMOVAL OF NAMES OF MEM-
BERS AS COSPONSORS OF H.R.
1396

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, as a
sponsor of H.R. 1396, and because we in-
advertently transposed some numbers,
I ask unanimous consent that Rep-
resentatives NITA LOWEY, RICHARD
NEAL, and ARTUR DAVIS be removed as
cosponsors of H.R. 1396.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.
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