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of the SWAT team, and he was a police
officer of the Gilbert Police Depart-
ment in Gilbert, Arizona, for 12 years.
He served there on the DUI Task Force
because Rob felt that one of the great-
est purposes of his life was to combat
and prevent drunk driving.

The license plate on the back of his
police motorcycle displayed the title
‘““Agent of Justice.” He defended our
citizens and our laws, and he sought
justice with a determination so real
that it led him face to face with the
very tragedy he had dedicated his life
to protect others from. In one of life’s
great paradoxical mysteries, while on
duty, Rob Targosz was Kkilled by a
drunk driver.

Mr. Speaker, drunk driving is the
embodiment of apathy, callousness,
and selfishness, which is the very oppo-
site of everything that personified Offi-
cer Rob Targosz. The enemy that took
Rob’s life was the very thing that
broke his heart and fueled his desire to
battle against it. But it did not defeat
him, because Rob Targosz was a man of
abiding faith in Jesus Christ, whom he
held as his eternal Savior. And Rob left
behind him in this life a legacy of her-
oism, love for America, and countless
Americans whose lives are preserved
because he protected them with his
own.

Therefore, his battle continues and
his search for justice pulsates in the
hearts of other Americans, who, like
him, continue to defend and protect us
all. Rob’s life also continues in the lion
heart of his beloved wife, who walked
by his slain body, picked up his armor
and weapons, and continues his fight
by educating the public about the un-
speakable destruction caused by drunk
driving.

Mr. Speaker, one of the many reasons
that human life is so precious is be-
cause it allows the world to see when a
single man can live and do and live his
life, however short it might be, so that
others may be the better for it. Ameri-
cans are alive and families are whole
because of the life and work of Officer
Rob Targosz. And the world is better
because he showed us an example of a
truly noble and excellent soul. May his
example fire the souls of us all to con-
tinue his enduring quest to protect the
innocent.

God bless Rob Targosz and his fam-
ily.

——

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

—————

EVERYONE DESERVES A SECOND
CHANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
the United States of America has more
of its people in prison per capita than
any other developed nation in the
world, more than 2 million. The vast
majority, 95 percent, of the men and
women in our prisons will eventually
return to the community. This means
that every year more than 650,000 of-
fenders are released from State and
Federal prisons and return back to ci-
vilian life.

These men and women deserve a sec-
ond chance. Their families, spouses,
and children deserve a second chance.
And their communities deserve a sec-
ond chance. A second chance means an
opportunity to turn a life around, a
chance to break the grip of a drug
habit; a chance to support a family, to
pay taxes, to be self-sufficient.

Today, few of those who return to
their communities are prepared for
their release or receive any supportive
service. When the prison door swings
open, an ex-offender may receive a bus
ticket and spending money for a day or
two. Many leave prison to return to the
same environment which saw them of-
fend in the first place. But as they re-
turn, they often face additional bar-
riers to reentry: serious physical and
mental health problems, no place to
stay, and lack of education or quali-
fications to hold a job. As a result, two
out of three will be rearrested for new
crimes within the first 3 years after
their release. Youthful offenders are
even more likely to reoffend.

One-third of all correction depart-
ments provide no services to released
offenders, and most departments do not
offer a transitional program, placing a
heavy burden on families and commu-
nities. Considering the cost of incarcer-
ation, as much as $40,000 per year, and
all the social and economic costs of
crime to the community, it is just
plain common sense to help ex-offend-
ers successfully reenter our commu-
nities and reduce recidivism.

That is why I have sponsored the bi-
partisan Second Chance Act of 2007,
H.R. 1593, along with Representatives
CANNON, CONYERS, COBLE, SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, SMITH of Texas, JONES of Ohio,

FORBES, SCHIFF, SENSENBRENNER,
CHABOT, JACKSON-LEE of Texas,
CUMMINGS, JOHNSON of Georgia,

CLARKE, and 75 other Members of Con-
gress.

A companion bill, S. 1060, has been
introduced in the Senate by Senators
BIDEN, DURBIN, SPECTER, BROWNBACK,
LEAHY, OBAMA, and 10 others.

The Second Chance Act will provide
transitional assistance to assist ex-of-
fenders in coping with the challenges of
reentry. It will reduce recidivism. It
will help reunite families and protect
communities. It will enhance public
safety and save taxpayer dollars. It is
the humane thing to do. It is the re-
sponsible thing to do. And, of course, it
is the right thing to do.

The Judiciary Committee held hear-
ings on the bill last month and quickly
voted to send the bill to the full House.
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I fully expect it to pass soon. The bill
has the support of more than 200 crimi-
nal justice, service provider, faith-
based, housing, governmental, dis-
ability, and civil rights organizations.
President Bush has signaled his sup-
port of the legislation as well.

No single piece of legislation is going
to solve the reentry crisis we are fac-
ing, but the Second Chance Act is a
good start. I hope that with passage of
this bill, we will begin a new era in
criminal justice.

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that
any serious effort to facilitate the re-
entry of men and women with criminal
records to civil society must be pre-
pared to do two things. First, we must
be prepared to help with drug treat-
ment on demand for everyone who re-
quests it. Second, we need to find work
for ex-offenders. Programs don’t supply
jobs. After ex-offenders have undergone
rehabilitation and received appropriate
training, employers will have to open
their hearts and put these men and
women back into the workforce. They
do not belong in prison.

Many of them don’t need prison, but
they do need a second chance. Congress
can give them that. And we should.

———

THE A-PLUS ACT

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, as a
member of the Constitution Caucus, I
am convinced that today, at a time
when our Nation lags behind other
countries in math and science testing
and the Federal Government has a
larger role in education than ever be-
fore, this Congress must find a way to
give our schools greater flexibility, re-
duce the bureaucracy involved in edu-
cation, and ensure these opportunities
really are being given to our children.

In years past Congress has attempted
to solve problems in education by sim-
ply throwing piles of Federal money
into the education system. The origi-
nal purpose of No Child Left Behind
was to return some education policy-
making authority to the States. Unfor-
tunately, during the ©process of
crafting, passing, and enacting this leg-
islation, No Child Left Behind took the
form of a massive spending bill that in-
creased the Federal Government’s pres-
ence in classrooms.

As a December 22, 2006 editorial in
the Detroit News stated, ‘“What our
Federal legislators come up with in the
Nation’s Capital doesn’t always trans-
late well into the classroom.”

The editorial continues: ‘‘Michigan
should have the flexibility to decide
how and when to measure student
progress.’”’

My daughter-in-law is a hardworking
and talented teacher who has experi-
enced firsthand the problems No Child
Left Behind creates for teachers, par-
ents, and students. As a classroom
teacher forced to teach to the tests re-
quired by local, State, and No Child
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Left Behind, she actually considered
quitting because of the paperwork and
restrictions imposed upon her. She
struggled to have time to give indi-
vidual attention to each of her ‘‘special
needs”’ students.

Ironically, she obtained her teaching
position due to her performance the
year prior as a permanent substitute
teacher in a classroom. Because she
was not required to fill out all the
forms and paperwork required by No
Child Left Behind, she excelled and the
school offered her a permanent posi-
tion.

In its origin, No Child Left Behind
attempted to provide greater school
choice and reduce Washington’s in-
volvement in education. But instead
this expensive and largely unsuccessful
legislation has broadened the scope of
the Federal Government’s role in edu-
cation. Enshrined in our Constitution
is the 10th amendment, which reads,
“The powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution, nor
prohibited by it to the States, are re-
served for the States respectively, or to
the people.” Federal control of edu-
cation is listed nowhere in the Con-
stitution. And in accordance with the
10th amendment, education should be
the responsibility of State and local
governments.

Because I believe each child’s edu-
cational path should be determined by
a child’s parents and not by the Fed-
eral Government, I am an original co-
sponsor of the A-Plus Act. The A-Plus
Act would give States, teachers and
parents the freedom and authority to
determine what educational path a stu-
dent should take.

As part of this legislation, States can
opt out of Federal programs, and State
leaders can decide how to use Federal
education funds to improve student
achievement.

We all are seeking the best possible
educational opportunities for our chil-
dren, and the way to achieve this is to
let States and local communities be ac-
countable for academic achievement
and educational reforms.

With that, I yield back, Mr. Speaker.

———
O 2000

IN HONOR OF THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF ST. JOSEPH’'S CHURCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HALL of New York). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to share with my colleagues a
small story from a small corner of
America called Rowena, Texas.

The 20th century began with a tre-
mendous movement of people to west
Texas in search of good land, oppor-
tunity and prosperity. Among these in-
trepid travelers were many Czech and
German Americans whose forefathers
had come to Texas to farm, ply trades
and create better lives. Their descend-
ants found these lives in Rowena.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

In 1906, four Rowena Catholics, Wil-
liam Glass, Mike Feist, Frank
Schwertner and John Jansa, sought to
erect a church to serve their commu-
nity and better practice their faith.
After a year of toil, the church opened
and celebrated its first mass, a wed-
ding, on November 20, 1907. The church
was aptly dedicated to St. Joseph, the
patron of immigrants, families and
working people.

St. Joseph’s grew rapidly during its
early years, reflecting its growing sig-
nificance in the community. In 1916,
the church opened St. Joseph’s School,
with the Sisters of the Divine Provi-
dence serving as teachers. And in 1924,
a new church in the gothic style was
dedicated, and the annual fall festival
was begun to support the church. To
this day, the gothic church still stands,
and the fall festival is still celebrated
each year.

Soon the church began to host com-
munity-service organizations and so-
cial clubs as well. The Knights of Co-
lumbus, St. Ann’s Altar Society,
Catholic Daughters of America, the
KJT, KJZT and the Immaculate Con-
ception Society would all call the
church home through the coming dec-
ades.

The Great Depression and World War
II would see an especially important
role for St. Joseph’s and its parish or-
ganizations to play as they led their
rural community through troubling
times.

As the church aged in the 1950s and in
the 1960s, it prospered. It marked its
50th anniversary in 1957, and a new
community space was constructed in
1961. And all the while, the high school
continued to educate and graduate the
youth of Rowena.

Unfortunately, as with all institu-
tions, the church inevitably faced a pe-
riod of decline. As the small town of
Rowena began to lose population, dif-
ficult times ensued for the church. The
parish school finally closed in the late
1970s, and church membership shrunk.

Shaken by these developments, the
parish renewed its commitment to the
sacraments, its members and its com-
munity. They reestablished religious
instruction, revitalized their parish or-
ganizations, and moved into the mod-
ern age. Today, St. Joseph’s is fittingly
led by another immigrant, Father
Bhaskar Morugudi from India.

2007 marks St. Joseph’s centennial
celebration. The belief of four men led
to the creation of the parish, but it
took the faith of a community to sus-
tain it. Throughout the last 100 years,
St. Joseph’s has been the rock for the
people of Rowena. It has educated their
children, guided them through trouble
and saved their souls.

As the parishioners of St. Joseph’s
look to the future, I urge them to re-
member the rich history that lies in
their past. The legacy of their founders
created in Rowena through service,
education and salvation is inspiring.
The church is woven into the threads
of Rowena itself and highlights the his-
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tory of America herself, and I feel priv-
ileged to share this story with you all.

No matter who we are or where we’re
from, we can all find common ground
in the story of St. Joseph’s parish. It is
a story of individuals seeking and cre-
ating a better life for themselves and
their descendants, and of a people of
deep devotion seeking to practice their
beliefs and enrich their community. We
should all strive to be so noble in our
ambitions and generous in our spirits.

Today I celebrate and honor the pa-
rishioners of St. Joseph’s in Rowena,
Texas as they reflect on the past and
embark on another 100 years of min-
istry and service.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

———

THE WAR IN IRAQ

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, the war
in Iraq, since its beginning, has gone
against every traditional conservative
position I've ever known, especially fis-
cal conservatism. There is nothing con-
servative about the war in Iraq. So it
should have been no surprise when Wil-
liam F'. Buckley, often called the ‘“‘God-
father of Conservatism,” wrote in 2004
that if he had known in 2002 what he
knew then by 2004, he would have been
against the war. But listen to what he
wrote in June of 2005, 2 years ago.

William F. Buckley. ‘“A respect for
the power of the United States is en-
gendered by our success in engage-
ments in which we take part. A point is
reached when tenacity conveys not
steadfastness of purpose, but
misapplication of pride. It can’t rea-
sonably be disputed that if in the year
ahead the situation in Iraq continues
about as it has done in the past year,
we will have suffered more than an-
other 500 soldiers killed. Where there
had been skepticism about our venture,
there will be contempt.”

That was William F. Buckley in 2005.
And his main point was, quote, ‘“‘A
point is reached when tenacity conveys
not steadfastness of purpose, but
misapplication of pride.”” Unfortu-
nately, we are losing our young sol-
diers at a much faster rate than the 500
a year that Mr. Buckley said would
move the American people from skep-
ticism to contempt; 103 U.S. soldiers
killed in April alone, at least 71 more
killed through May 21, including 15 this
past weekend, and someone told me 8
more today.

Saddam Hussein was an evil man, but
he had a total military budget only a



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-15T23:23:51-0400
	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




