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We saw on September 11 that 18 of 19
hijackers had valid U.S. IDs during
their crime of the century. I think it’s
time to make sure that at least the So-
cial Security card has the 21st century
protections that we can offer to make
sure that we protect seniors, to make
sure that we protect all Americans,
and to protect the Social Security sys-
tem. That’s why we think that this leg-
islation to create these secure Social
Security cards is an idea whose time
has come.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR ADOPTION OF H.
RES. 979, RECOMMENDING THAT
HARRIET MIERS AND JOSHUA
BOLTEN BE FOUND IN CON-
TEMPT OF CONGRESS, AND
ADOPTION OF H. RES. 980, AU-
THORIZING COMMITTEE ON THE
JUDICIARY TO INITIATE OR IN-
TERVENE IN JUDICIAL PRO-
CEEDINGS TO ENFORCE CERTAIN
SUBPOENAS

Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-526) on the resolution (H.
Res. 982) providing for adoption of the
resolution (H. Res. 979) recommending
that the House of Representatives find
Harriet Miers and Joshua Bolten, Chief
of Staff, White House, in contempt of
Congress for refusal to comply with
subpoenas duly issued by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and for the
adoption of the resolution (H. Res. 980)
authorizing the Committee on the Ju-
diciary to initiate or intervene in judi-
cial proceedings to enforce certain sub-
poenas, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a)
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
RESOLUTIONS

Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-527) on the resolution (H.
Res. 983) waiving a requirement of
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules
and providing for consideration of mo-
tions to suspend the rules, which was
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

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

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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THANKING THE HONORABLE LYNN
WOOLSEY, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS, FOR ALL SHE HAS DONE
IN TRYING TO CONVINCE CON-
GRESS TO BRING OUR SOLDIERS
HOME FROM IRAQ

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

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, this
evening I come to the floor to be with
my friend and colleague Congress-
woman LYNN WOOLSEY as she gives her
250th speech and Special Order on this
floor. I come to be with her to com-
mend her for the tremendous leader-
ship that she has provided not only in
speaking out against the war in Iraq,
but because she has given numerous
press conferences, she has been on nu-
merous speaking engagements, she has
spoken with editorial boards, she has
written articles, she has done every-
thing that could be done in order to
provide leadership and to encourage
and urge the Congress of the United
States to bring our soldiers home.

Unfortunately, her messages have
not always been heard. But there are
those of us, those of us who work with
her in the Progressive Caucus, those of
us who work with her in the Out of Iraq
Caucus, who have tried to not only give
support but to do the same kinds of
things that she has been doing in order
to end this war.

The American people are tired of this
war, and I find it disingenuous for some
of the pundits to say that somehow
this is off the radar screen, that this is
not an issue that the American public
cares about anymore, that somehow it
is the economy. Of course it is the
economy, but you cannot separate
what is going on within our economy
from the war. We must look at this war
for what it is.

First of all, it is a war that we cer-
tainly should not be in. We were mis-
led. There were never any weapons of
mass destruction. Saddam Hussein is
dead. Four thousand of our American
soldiers have been killed in this war.
Countless Iraqis, Iraqi civilians, and
others who have made up the coalition
forces from other countries are also
dead. And so here we are, and the pun-
dits are talking about it is not about
the war, it’s not on the radar screen of
the American public, that the economy
is, when, in fact, our economy is in re-
cession because of this mismanaged
war.

We have a President of the United
States who came in as a fiscal conserv-
ative supposedly belonging to the party
of the fiscal conservatives who have
been spending, spending, spending on
this war in Iraq, over $500 billion on
this war in Iraq, at the same time giv-
ing tax cuts to the richest 1 percent of
the corporations of America and deny-
ing the dollars that we need to invest
in our own domestic problems that
need to be addressed.

We had a bridge fall down in Min-
neapolis, and people wondered why did
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that happen. And when we took a close
look at the reviews, the assessments
that had been done about the state of
affairs of our bridges and our infra-
structure, we learned that many of our
bridges in America are in the same po-
sition that that bridge was in, and we
know that they have been assessed to
be dangerous, that they need repair.

Why don’t we have the money to in-
vest in our infrastructure? Why is it we
cannot create the jobs by investing in
our infrastructure? Why can’t we re-
pair the bridges and the roads and the
highways and build credible transpor-
tation systems? It is because this ad-
ministration has decided that we are
going to spend a disproportionate
amount of the taxpayers’ dollars on
this war in Iraq, and we don’t know
when we are going to get out of this
war in Iraq. And this administration
would have us believe, because they
have sent more soldiers and spent more
money in the so-called surge, that
somehow we are winning the war. What
are we winning? What does winning
look like? I don’t recognize it.

I know this: I know that these 4,000
soldiers that have been killed in Iraq
are not with their families, that their
families, many, are in disarray; many
of them very patriotic, who went to
war because the President said that
they were needed; and many of them
who are no longer with us, their fami-
lies are suffering. And we have others
who have been injured who have come
home, and they have not gotten the
best medical treatment that they
should have received, even though they
were promised that, if they serve, they
would be taken care of.

So here we are. We have destabilized
the Middle East and we have occupied
Iraq. We have Iran that is threatening
us, Syria, Lebanon destabilized, and
Pakistan is a joke.

I will simply conclude by thanking
LYNN WOoOLSEY for all that she has
done to try to convince this Congress
we should bring our soldiers home.

————

DEATH IS LESS COMPLICATED
THAN FILLING OUT YOUR 1040

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

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, it’s
been said over and over again that
nothing in this world is certain except
death and taxes. I was a practicing
physician for over 25 years back in
Texas, and I will tell you that some-
times death even seems a little less
complicated than our tax system.

The complexity of the Tax Code is a
consequence of countless deductions
and exemptions aimed at steering a so-
cial agenda, a social agenda, when it’s
supposed to be a Tax Code. The result
is a Federal law fraught with opportu-
nities for avoiding taxes and loopholes
to be exploited all at the expense of fel-
low Americans.

Everyone is familiar with the prob-
lems inherent in our convoluted Tax
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Code. Criticizing the Tax Code is as
American as apple pie and baseball,
and for good reason. Each year Ameri-
cans spend billions of hours and bil-
lions of dollars trying to do their best
to comply with our complicated Tax
Code. That’s not counting the billions
of hours they spend complaining about
it.

Madam Speaker, time is precious,
and too often we don’t have enough of
it for the personal things we like, such
as earning a living, raising our fami-
lies, spending time with friends. And
then there is the dollars and cents side
of this equation where time is money,
and valuable resources are squandered
navigating tax law instead of spent
growing the economy and creating
jobs. Taken together, this is a strong
prescription for real change in our Tax
Code.

We know what works when it comes
to changing the code because we
caught a glimpse of it when Ronald
Reagan cut the code in half in 1986. As
a result of that reform, the economy
grew, revenues increased, and jobs were
created. I can’t think of a better pre-
scription for our slowing economy than
replicating the reform of the Tax Code
on an even greater scale.

So what should we do? The prescrip-
tion is also pretty simple: flatten the
tax, broaden the base, and shift the
burden away from families and small
businesses.

The encouraging news is that we
have a practical and effective blueprint
for making this real change across the
board. This blueprint is called the flat
tax. In 1981, Robert Hall and Alvin
Rabushka proposed a new and radically
simple structure that would transform
the Internal Revenue Service and our
economy by creating a single rate of
taxation for all Americans. Today, sev-
eral States have implemented a single-
rate tax structure for their State in-
come taxes, and from Utah to Massa-
chusetts citizens are seeing the benefit.

In Colorado, a single tax rate gen-
erated so much income, so much rev-
enue, that lawmakers actually reduced
the rate less than 10 years after its im-
plementation. In Indiana, the economy
boomed after a single rate went into ef-
fect in 2003, and since that time, the
corporate income tax receipts have
risen by 250 percent.

Here in Congress we have several peo-
ple working on the problem. People
such as myself; Congressman DAVID
DREIER from California, the ranking
member of the Rules Committee; and
PAUL RYAN of Wisconsin, the ranking
member on the Budget Committee, are
all working to establish a simple tax
rate structure for our United States.
Other Members are working on it in
the other body as well.

I brought a poster to show you how a
faster, flatter, fairer tax structure
would work, and it’s pretty simple.
Here you go: Your name, a little bit of
identification data, write in your in-
come, a line for personal exemptions,
calculate your deductions for personal
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exemptions, taxable income, calculate
the tax by multiplying by a flat rate,
subtract taxes already withheld, and
you’re done. What did it take, 30 sec-
onds? Not very long.

No more expensive tax attorney bills.
Gone are the hours of stressful re-
search trying to figure out whether
your military service or your marital
status will adversely affect your re-
turn. No more headaches trying to de-
termine where the estimated tax pay-
ments go.
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A single tax rate structure would
eliminate taxes on capital gains, taxes
on dividends and taxes on savings. Per-
sonal savings would increase. Busi-
nesses would expand and create jobs.
Without the heavy corporate income
tax, which is currently the second
highest in the industrialized world,
companies would have less incentive to
offshore their headquarters, and more
importantly, less incentive to offshore
their earnings.

And here is where the all-American
principle of freedom comes into the
prescription: The decision to move to a
single rate system would be entirely up
to the individual or business, not the
government. This would be an optional
program. If somebody has constructed
their domestic finances or their busi-
ness finances to maximize earnings
under the current Federal income tax
code, they will be allowed to stay in
the code. But if you are tired of the
shoe box, if you want to fill out a sin-
gle page form and spend the rest of
that time with your family or on a per-
sonal vacation, you are free to do so.

A flat tax would be much less costly,
saving taxpayers more than $100 billion
per year, and reduce tax compliance
costs by over 90 percent. The resulting
increase in personal savings, there is a
stimulus package that would have an
immediate effect on our American
economy.

Recent polling by American Solu-
tions shows that over 80 percent of
Americans favor an optional one-page
tax return with one rate. After all, who
could complain about making some-
thing easier, especially a process that
comes at such high cost?

Madam Speaker, this is a very polit-
ical year. We hear a lot of talk about
change. You can’t turn on the tele-
vision without hearing talk about
change. Let’s consider how that change
could improve the most complicated of
institutions, the Internal Revenue
Service, and more importantly, deliver
prosperity and return time, return
time, to the American taxpayer. That
is a stimulus package worthy of every-
one’s vote.

———

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
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HONORING THE MEMORY OF
DEREK BRIAN JOHNSON

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

Mr. DENT. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the memory of Derek
Brian Johnson and the efforts of his fa-
ther, Robert Johnson, a resident of
Easton, Pennsylvania, to seek justice
for his son.

Derek Brian Johnson was only 32
when he died. He worked as an Internet
security manager. He enjoyed singing,
skydiving and motorcycle racing. He
was passionate in his support of the
Make-A-Wish Foundation. He also
loved music and bands. And it was this
last love that ultimately cost him his
life.

On February 20, 2003, nearly 5 years
ago, Derek went to a club called The
Station in West Warwick, Rhode Is-
land, to hear a band called Great
White. The club was jammed that night
with patrons. As the show ensued, tour
manager Daniel Biechele set off a pyro-
technic display that was part of the
band’s floor show. The display ignited
the building’s soundproofing foam.

The Station went up like kindling.
People rushed for the exits, and panic
ensued. Many were crushed as the
crowd stampeded to get out of the
burning building. In the end, 100 people
died that night at The Station, includ-
ing Derek Johnson.

Ultimately Biechele and club owners
Jeffrey Derderian and Michael
Derderian were charged with man-
slaughter as a result of the fire and en-
suing deaths. And there began my con-
stituent, Robert Johnson’s, quest to
find justice for his son, a search that
from his point of view has not been at
all fruitful.

First, there was the matter of the
club itself. There were more people in
the club than there should have been.
The Station had no sprinkler system,
which would have prevented, or at
least minimized, the conflagration.
And the soundproofing foam was not
treated with flame retardant mate-
rials.

Second, there were the court pro-
ceedings. Biechele pled guilty to 100
counts of manslaughter. He could have
gotten 10 years to serve under a plea
agreement that Bob claims he did not
know about. The judge gave Biechele 15
years but suspended all but 4. Michael
Derderian was allowed to plead no con-
test to 100 counts of manslaughter pur-
suant to a plea agreement. He too only
received 4 years to serve.

Finally, there were the parole hear-
ings. Even though both of these men
were responsible for the deaths of 100
people, the State parole board in Rhode
Island has decided to release them.

I have to say that I agree with Bob
Johnson when he tells me that serving
less than 4 years after being found le-
gally responsible for so much carnage
hardly seems just. I commend Robert
Johnson for the hard work he has put
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