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Americans are without health insur-
ance. In New York 2.5 million are unin-
sured. In his State of the Union ad-
dress, President Bush vaguely outlined
a proposal to deal with this very issue.
I applaud the President for bringing
this issue to the forefront of the de-
bate.

However, I do not agree with the
President’s plan. I am afraid his pro-
posal will raise health care costs for
New York’s working class, while doing
very little to help the 2.5 million unin-
sured. The money President Bush re-
quested for his plan can be better used
to lower premiums and truly make
health care affordable for all Ameri-
cans.

Since the start of the 110th Congress
the House has done the people’s work.
We have raised the minimum wage, cut
student loan interest rates, and helped
Medicare beneficiaries. We  have
changed the focus of our Nation to help
all Americans.

The President’s budget request
misses the mark and will harm already
underfunded programs. We in Congress
must devote more attention and fund-
ing to our Nation’s education and
health care. These issues have been
long underfunded for too long.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to refocus our priorities and
fully fund our educational and health
care programs. I know in the next 3
days we are going to be debating Iraq,
which I think is probably one of the
most important issues facing this Na-
tion.

But even with that, we as Democrats
will continue doing the work of the
American people and finally getting
some work done that is going to help
all Americans. That is what we as
Democrats will do. That is what we
pledged and we will follow through
with that.

—————
SUPPORT THE DRIVE ACT

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
tonight to speak about House Resolu-
tion or House bill 670, which is a bill
called the DRIVE Act; that is, the De-
pendency Reduction through Innova-
tive Vehicle and Energy Policy.

It is a bill that ELIOT ENGEL and I
have cosponsored. It has almost an
equal number of Democrats and Repub-
lican cosponsors, up to about 60. And
its goal is to reduce your oil consump-
tion by 20 percent in 20 years. What we
did is sat down and said, how could we
achieve that goal and do something for
national security, something for the
environment, and something for mom
and dad back home and their pocket-
book?

So we set out to try to stay true to
those goals. We put fourth four things
in it. To change consumer habits, we
have doubled the tax credit for pur-
chase of hybrids, flex fuel vehicles, and
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biodiesel, anything that would drive on
something besides gasoline.

Secondly, we have sent a message to
Detroit that we would like to see 80
percent of the cars made in 10 years be
at least flex fuel so that Wall Street
will also follow suit and invest in flex
fuel vehicles and hybrids and ethanol,
things like that. If Wall Street knows
that the government is behind it and
the market is going to be there, then
the investment dollars will follow.

Too often what happens when the
price of gasoline goes up, everyone
rushes out and looks at alternatives;
then when the price of gasoline goes
down, everybody forgets all about it.
We want to have a permanent invest-
ment stream from Wall Street. That is
why it is a good method when you fol-
low what we did with air bags, the air
bag model.

Thirdly, we require the government
to start scoring based on energy con-
sumption. When the government goes
out and buys fleets of vehicles, we want
to know, are you buying innovative ve-
hicles, flex fuels, hybrids and so forth.
We believe it is important for the Fed-
eral Government to have a goal.

One thing I point out, which is not in
the bill; but we deliver on Saturday,
mail which is 30 percent of the volume
that you have Monday through Friday,
but we use 100 percent of the fuel. So it
would make sense if you are in the
business place to quit delivering mail
on Saturday.

I understand that has some political
ramifications, and thinking with our
political minds instead of our business
minds. I just say that is an example.
Finally, we believe that a lot more re-
search has to be done. But I want to
point out, Mr. Speaker, that Toyota is
already on their fourth-generation hy-
brid.

Unfortunately, many of the Detroit
American motor companies are not
that far along. But there is a lot com-
ing down the pike. The University of
Georgia, for example is making ethanol
out of sweet potatoes, left-over Coca
Cola and watermelon. There are all
kinds of ways to make ethanol in addi-
tion to using corn.

These are the things that our bill
does. You know, in Washington it is ac-
tually easy to agree to disagree. My
friend, Mr. MILLER and I, we have no
problem disagreeing agreeably. But
what we need to do is agree to agree,
which is much harder. Because when
Republicans and Democrats agree to
agree, we make progress, and some-
times the interest groups that sur-
round us from both parties really do
not want that, because they are not as
empowered as they are when we are
fighting.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:
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H.R. 742. An act to amend the Antitrust
Modernization Commission Act of 2002, to ex-
tend the term of the Antitrust Moderniza-
tion Commission and to make a technical
correction.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 94-304, as
amended by Public Law 99-7, the Chair,
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the Senator from Maryland (Mr.
CARDIN) as Co-Chairman of the Com-
mission on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (Helsinki) during the 110th Con-
gress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 94-304, as
amended by Public Law 99-7, the Chair,
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the Senators as members of the
Commission on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe (Helsinki) during the
110th Congress:

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr.

DoDD);

The Senator from Wisconsin (Mr.
FEINGOLD);

The Senator from New York (Mrs.
CLINTON);

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr.
KERRY); and

The Senator from Maryland (Mr.
CARDIN).

———

IRAQ RESOLUTION

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

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, as already has been noted
this evening, tomorrow the House will
begin a 3-day debate on the question of
whether or not we support the esca-
lation of the war in Iraq by supporting
the President’s policy to send over
21,000 additional troops to Baghdad,
what is called the surge, but is in fact
an escalation of the war and of the ex-
posure of our American troops in Iraq.

It is an important debate, and it will
be an important vote. It will be a very
simple proposition: Either you support
the escalation or you do not. This is
the vote that the American people have
been asking for now for many, many
months. They certainly expressed it in
the election. They have expressed it
since the election where we see time
and again they are telling the country,
they are telling those of us who are in
the Congress of the United States that
they do not support this policy; they
want an exit plan; they want our young
men and women brought home from
Iraq; and they want the Iraqis to take
responsibility for the political deci-
sions that must be made if Iraq is in
fact going to be a unified country, if
Iraq in fact can proceed along a road to
building democratic institutions and
hopefully finally building a democracy.

0 1945

But none of that, none of that will be
done by the troops from America. None
of that can be done by the troops from
America. The fact of the matter is that
that must be done by the Iraqi people.
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But there will be those in this debate
who will be defending the President’s
failed strategy in Iraq by attacking the
President’s critics. They ask, what
message would America send to its
troops in combat if Congress votes to
repudiate the President’s plan? What
message, indeed?

Mr. Speaker, the question really is,
what message did Congress send to our
troops from the very beginning of this
miserable war?

What message did Congress send to
the troops in the beginning of this mis-
erable war when they voted to go to
war based upon the lack of proper evi-
dence, false evidence, manipulated evi-
dence and, in fact, outright lies to the
American people and to the world
about the situation in Iraq, and cer-
tainly a war that was not vital to the
interest of the United States?

What message did Congress send
when it allowed the President to go to
war without enough troops to secure
the peace?

What message did the Congress send
when it allowed our troops to go into
combat without proper armored vehi-
cles?

What message did Congress send
when it allowed our troops to go into
combat without proper protective body
armor?

And what message did the Congress
send when it allowed the President to
continue a failed course in Iraq with no
adjustments in strategy?

What message did Congress send
when it allowed the President to effec-
tively draft American volunteers by
continuing their tours of duty over and
over again?

And what message did the Congress
send to our troops, indeed?

But there is a new Congress now and
there is a new message for our troops.
By raising objections to the President’s
failed strategy, and by demanding a
new course in Iraq and the immediate
and responsible redeployment of our
forces, we will send a new and clear
message to our troops. Our message to
the American forces in combat is that
we will not let you fight and die for-
ever in Iraq with no plan to get you
out, with no exit plan. Our message is
that we will insist that the Iraqis take
responsibility for their country and the
building of a democracy, and that soon
American forces will be brought home
or redeployed to fight the real war on
terror.

Our message is that the American
forces will not be used to fight Iraq’s
civil war. Our message to the Presi-
dent’s few remaining supporters in the
House and Senate is, do not exploit our
brave troops in combat in a desperate
and vain effort to bolster a weak Presi-
dent. Do not use our brave men and
women serving in Iraq to cling to a
misguided policy that is dangerous for
America’s interests and for its troops
as well.

Join us in opposing the escalation of
the war in Iraq, and when we see that
history is now repeating itself, where
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once again the administration is pre-
pared to send our soldiers into Iraq
without proper equipment and without
proper training, demand, instead, a
new strategy to get America out of
Iraq’s civil war, to get Iraq to take re-
sponsibility for its own future, and to
use our troops for the proper mission,
to defend America.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

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

———

H. RES. 109, PINEDALE ASSEMBLY
CENTER RESOLUTION

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

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of House Resolution 109, rec-
ognizing the historical significance of
the Pinedale Assembly Center located
in Fresno, California.

The history of this internment center
is a reflection of the 656th anniversary
of Executive Order 9066, which reminds
us of a dark chapter in U.S. history.

On February 19, 1942, President
Franklin Roosevelt signed the order
authorizing the forced internment of
over 120,000 Japanese Americans, plac-
ing tremendous hardship on the inno-
cent that, in many cases, resulted in a
loss of jobs, businesses, property and
ultimately, in some cases, their dig-
nity.

Further, the internment was a viola-
tion of their constitutional rights. In-
ternees were denied their liberty, their
civil rights, the right to due process,
and equal protection under the law.
Yet, no Japanese American, before or
after their internment, was ever ac-
cused or convicted of espionage or sab-
otage.

In fact, over 14,000 Japanese Ameri-
cans served valiantly and on a vol-
untary basis in our Armed Forces dur-
ing World War II with great distinc-
tion. One could only imagine what
went through their minds, the mem-
bers of our military, as they defended
our Nation’s freedoms, while their own
families were languishing back in
American internment camps.

Pinedale, then, following the order,
was a relocation center, and the Japa-
nese Americans throughout the West
were asked to report to these reloca-
tion centers. This relocation center
handled over 4,823 individuals.

Numbers are just numbers, ladies and
gentlemen. But let me tell you some of
the stories that passed through this
camp.

A dear friend of mine, and a beloved
Member of this body, the late Con-
gressman Bob Matsui, arrived at the
Pinedale Assembly Center at age two.
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Congressman Matsui fought against all
odds, as did all of those, and despite
the prejudice and the hardships, rose to
be a great leader of our Nation.

Another story, James Hirabayashi,
interned there at age 17. And he wrote,
and you can imagine hearing the
words: ‘““My parents and three siblings
and myself occupied a single barrack at
the Pinedale detention camp. However,
we were soon to be split further apart
and never regained the unified family
life during the war.”

Later, James received his Ph.D. at
Harvard, became a professor of anthro-
pology at San Francisco State and now
chairs the Asian Studies program.

Another story: Jack Hata was evacu-
ated to Pinedale on his 21st birthday.
He recalled: ‘“The assembly center was
made up of rows of tarpapered black
barracks enclosed by barbed wire fenc-
ing with armed guard towers. The most
vivid recollection of the Pinedale expe-
rience had to be that of a strong, hot
wind picking up every mid-afternoon
blowing dust over the entire camp and
making seeing and breathing very dif-
ficult.”

Today, ladies and gentlemen, much
has changed. Pinedale is a part of our
history, a place of loss, of hatred and
fear. But now it will be transformed
into a place of remembrance for heal-
ing and hope.

The Pinedale Assembly Center Me-
morial Project Committee cosponsored
by the Central California District of
Japanese American Citizens and the
California Nikkei Foundation is estab-
lishing a memorial. The memorial
would not have been possible without
the dedication and diligence of all
those who have supported this effort,
including Judge Dale Ikeda, chairman
of the memorial project.

I am one of those that serves on the
Project Advisory Committee. But Dale
says it Dbest: By preserving the
Pinedale Assembly Center story, we
hope to teach a lesson in history, that
it takes people to ensure ‘justice for
all.” And rather, it is the duty of each
generation to strive to form a more
perfect union for ourselves and for the
sake of our children.”

The memorial groundbreaking will
take place next week, February 19, on
the 65th anniversary of the executive
order.

Today, over 5,000 Japanese Ameri-
cans, many former World War II in-
ternees and their families, live in Fres-
no County, and the Pinedale Memorial
will honor these and those who suffered
during that period.

The memorial sends a message that
we are committed to healing historical
wounds and replacing the prejudice and
fear with the American values of equal-
ity and justice.

It has been said that those who can-
not learn from history are doomed to
repeat it. Let’s make sure this memo-
rial helps us learn.

Allow me to close by reading the
parts of the memorial plaque inscrip-
tion that will be dedicated next week:



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-16T04:18:04-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




