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H. Thomas Kornegay was first selected as
PHA’s executive director in April 1992 after
working with the Port Authority staff since April
1972. Kornegay will retire after 17 years from
his position as PHA’s executive director, but
his contributions will forever impact the suc-
cess of the Port of Houston.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF
FLETCHER L. GIBSON

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 4, 2009

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker,
| rise today to honor the life of Fletcher L. Gib-
son. Mr. Gibson was born on May 1, 1942 in
Marianna, Florida. In 1973, he married his per-
fect companion, Alonzetta. Over the next 35
years, their great love produced two sons,
Brandon and Jason. Together, they estab-
lished a reputation for honoring God and the
power of knowledge. They exemplified the
value of caring and giving back to the commu-
nity.

Fletcher graduated Florida A&M University
in 1963 with a Bachelor’'s degree in pharmacy.
As a pharmacist, he was committed to pro-
viding superior service, a kind word, and a
warm smile to each of his customers. They
were as much his friends as anybody else
who he was close with. Throughout his career
he served as a mentor for young pharmacy
students by providing them internships and
clinical training.

Fletcher Gibson was a man of great faith
and excellent character, a person known for
his many good works and his love for family
and friends. He always displayed a selfless
compassion and a desire to help those around
him. An extraordinary man of few words,
Fletcher taught lessons of love, giving, and
kindness by the example he set and the life
he lived. He was a very good friend to me and
countless other people. Fletcher Gibson was
loved by all who knew him and he will be
dearly missed.

NATIONAL BOMBING PREVENTION
ACT OF 2009

SPEECH OF

HON. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 3, 2009

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H.R. 549, the
National Bombing Prevention Act, introduced
by my distinguished colleague from New York,
Representative KING. This important legislation
establishes the Office of Bombing Prevention
within the Protective Security Coordination Di-
vision of the Office of Infrastructure Protection
of the Department.

This legislation is a bi-partisan bill, whose
lead sponsor is the Ranking Member of the
Committee on Homeland Security, Represent-
ative KING and is also cosponsored by Chair-
man THOMPSON. The function of the Office of
Bombing Prevention already exists in the De-
partment, and this bill establishes it in statute.
The Office is responsible for coordinating the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

Government efforts to deter, detect, prevent,
protect against, and respond to terrorist explo-
sive attacks in the United States. As we all
know, the most likely terrorist threat to our na-
tion’s critical infrastructure and transportation
modes is from explosives. Moreover, although
our nation’s security experts have been work-
ing assiduously on preventing large-scale ter-
ror attacks since the terror attacks that hurt
our nation, we must also be vigilant when it
comes to improvised and smaller attacks.

Mr. Speaker, we need to ensure that the Of-
fice of Bombing Prevention has the protection
of being established by the force of law, so
the Department can more readily meet the
threats to our nation. This legislation requires
the Secretary to develop and periodically up-
date a national strategy to prevent and pre-
pare for terrorist explosive attacks in the
United States which is due 90 days after the
date of enactment. The Secretary is further re-
quired to report to Congress regarding the na-
tional strategy. This strategy is also called for
by Homeland Security Presidential Directive—
19, Combating Terrorist Use of Explosives in
the United States, issued by President Bush in
February of 2007. This legislation also author-
izes the Office to support technology transfer
efforts as well as research into explosives de-
tection and mitigation.

| did, however, have one reservation with
regards to this legislation, regarding canine
procurement, which is why | introduced an
amendment, which was addressed by the bill
in Sections 4 and 5. Dogs are used to detect
illicit and illegal substances every day. They
are used to: detect illegal narcotics; find
money that is being smuggled out of the coun-
try; and locate explosives that may be con-
cealed in cargo, within vehicles, on aircraft, in
luggage and on passengers.

There is no doubt that every day, the ac-
tions of these dogs and their handlers signifi-
cantly contribute toward deterring threats and
protecting our nation from terrorists. While the
contributions of our canine forces are price-
less, they are not without cost. We must place
a price on what we are willing to pay for un-
trained dogs.

The Department of Homeland Security’s In-
spector General has found that from April
2006 through June 2007, Customs and Border
Protection spent $1.46 million on purchasing
322 untrained dogs—that is about $4500 per
dog. Most of these dogs are purchased in Eu-
rope and brought to America. These are not
fully trained animals. They are puppies that
will be trained to provide valuable service. |
think most people would find $4500 for an un-
trained dog an exorbitant amount.

However, | cannot deem this amount out of
bounds because the Department of Defense
pays $3500 for each untrained dog. The Se-
cret Service pays an average of $4500 for
each untrained dog. Therefore, the price paid
by CBP is within the acceptable range of cur-
rent practice. However, | think that if we are to
be good stewards of the American tax dollar,
we must change the current practice. When
one considers that domestic breeders offer the
same kinds of dogs for $500-$2000, we can-
not justify what | can only call a puppy tariff.

| am proud to support this legislation, which
bring our great nation closer to its goal of se-
curing the homeland, and | encourage my col-
leagues to support this important legislation.
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HONORING BENJAMIN WARREN
BRESLOW

HON. SAM GRAVES

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 4, 2009

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, | proudly
pause to recognize Benjamin Warren Breslow
of Platte City, Missouri. Benjamin is a very
special young man who has exemplified the
finest qualities of citizenship and leadership by
taking an active part in the Boy Scouts of
America, Troop 351, and earning the most
prestigious award of Eagle Scout.

Benjamin has been very active with his
troop, participating in many scout activities.
Over the many years Benjamin has been in-
volved with scouting, he has not only earned
numerous merit badges, but also the respect
of his family, peers, and community.

Madam Speaker, | proudly ask you to join
me in commending Benjamin Warren Breslow
for his accomplishments with the Boy Scouts
of America and for his efforts put forth in
achieving the highest distinction of Eagle
Scout.

———

INTRODUCTION OF THE PERFORM-
ANCE RIGHTS ACT OF 2009

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 4, 2009

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, today |
join my colleagues in both the House and the
Senate in introducing the Performance Rights
Act of 2009, legislation that takes a first step
at ensuring that all radio platforms are treated
in a similar manner and that those who per-
form music are paid for their work. | am joined
by Representatives ISSA, BERMAN, BLACKBURN,
PETERSON (MN), HODES, WEINER, WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, COHEN, NADLER, SHERMAN, WEXLER,
JOHNSON (GA), SCHIFF, SHADEGG, JACKSON-
LEE, LINDA SANCHEZ, HARMAN and WAXMAN.

This narrowly tailored bill amends a glaring
inequity in America’s copyright law—the provi-
sion in Section 114 that exempts over-the-air
broadcasters from paying those who perform
the music that we listen to on AM and FM
radio. The purpose of the bill is to take a nec-
essary step towards platform parity so that
any service that plays music pays those who
create and own the recordings—just as sat-
ellite, cable and internet radio stations cur-
rently do.

Fairness mandates that all those in the cre-
ative chain—from the artist, musicians and
others who bring the recording to life—get
compensated for the way they enrich our lives.
The U.S. is the only developed country in the
world that does not require privately owned
over-the-air radio stations to compensate the
performers who create the music that broad-
casters use to attract the audiences that gen-
erate their ad revenues. Because of music,
radio is able to profit, and so refusing to com-
pensate those who create the music is unfair
and ultimately harmful to everyone—including
the broadcasters. Furthermore, the law re-
quires all other platforms in the U.S. (including
satellite and Internet radio) to compensate the
copyright owner, so broadcast radio should
not receive a free pass.
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This legislation’s narrow scope addresses
some of the concerns that have been raised
about the bill. First, it repeals the current
broadcaster exemption—but it does NOT
apply to bars, restaurants and other venues,
and it does not expand copyright protection in
any other way. Second, it provides an accom-
modation of protection for small and non-com-
mercial broadcasters by setting a low flat an-
nual fee with no negotiation, litigation or arbi-
tration expenses. As a result, nearly 77 per-
cent of existing broadcasting stations in this
country—including college stations and public
broadcasters—will pay only a nominal flat fee,
rather than having to pay a percentage of their
revenues as royalties. Third, the bill does NOT
harm or adversely affect the revenues right-
fully paid to songwriters and other existing
copyright owners. It simply extends copyright
protection to artists, musicians and the sound
recording labels.

This bill is a starting point, not a final prod-
uct, and | plan to continue to work with inter-
ested parties to ensure that the bill is fair to
everyone. | promise to continue working on
issues affecting the songwriters, public radio,
webcasters, and others who will be critical to
the process of moving this bill forward. And as
always, | hope the broadcasters will decide to
engage on this issue so that we can end up
with a mutually agreeable final product.

| hope that with introduction of a companion
bill in the Senate, Congress will act quickly to
level the playing field between technologies
and ensure rightful compensation to per-
formers.

——————

DENOUNCING ANTI-SEMITISM IN
TURKEY

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 4, 2009

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, for many
years, Turkey and Israel have shared a strong
relationship diplomatically, militarily, and cul-
turally. This affiliation has been showcased as
an example that a secular, western leaning
Muslim country can be an ally to Israel.

While many in the West have placed Turkey
on a do-no wrong pedestal despite years of
discriminating against the country’s ethnic
Christians, this past January revealed growing
anti-Semitism in Turkey from top officials to
protesters in the streets.

Israel's Gaza offensive was launched in re-
sponse to the hundreds of rockets that the ter-
rorist organization Hamas fired at Israel’s cit-
ies over the past year. Instead of defending
Israel's actions of self defense, Turkey chose
not to stand by their ally.

What came next was a wave of anti-Semi-
tism that swept across Turkey. Propaganda
posters were plastered and graffiti sprayed on
Istanbul’'s walls calling for death to lIsrael.
Even Jewish owned shops in Turkey have
been targeted. These actions against the Jew-
ish people cannot be minimized, and the West
cannot stand for it.

On January 4th, thousands of protesters
gathered in Istanbul’s streets chanting, “Death
to Israel, we are all Palestinians.” One day
later, Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip
Erdogan said in regards to Israel’s actions in
Gaza, “Allah will sooner or later punish those
who transgress the rights of innocents.”

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

The events that transpired during last
week’s Davos World Economic Forum further
distanced Turkey from Israel. While Israeli
President Shimon Peres spoke frankly about
his nation’s “aim for peace, not war,” Prime
Minister Erdogan refuted President Peres’
comments and chided the audience for ap-
plauding his remarks. After being cut short by
the moderator, the Prime Minister walked off
the stage.

As protesters hurl eggs outside the Israeli
Consulate in Istanbul, Prime Minister Erdogan
is on record questioning if it is appropriate for
Israel to have a U.N. seat. Erdogan has also
steered his diplomatic team to meet with Iran,
Syria, and Sudan to discuss ending the con-
flict in Gaza, while Jordan, Egypt, and Saudi
Arabia were gathering in Kuwait. Instead of
discussing the issue with other moderate Mus-
lim nations, Turkish leaders chose to meet
with hardliner Iran and the Genocide wielding
Sudanese government.

| am deeply concerned by this shift away
from the West and the out right anti-Semitism
that is rippling through Turkey’s streets. For a
nation that prides itself on its friendship with
the Jews, these actions are a step backwards
and have the potential to harm ties between
the two nations, and harm Turkey’s relation-
ship with the West.

All of these moves from Ankara may just be
pandering to the nationalistic, anti-Israel, anti-
minority voters of Turkey, but regardless of
Prime Minister Erdogan intentions, the results
are dangerous and engender hate. What's
more is that they move Turkey away from it's
secular, moderate stance as a bridge between
the West and other Muslim nations.

For years | have asked that Turkey end its
constant discrimination against Christian mi-
norities, specifically Armenians and Greeks.
Now with anti-Semitism spreading through the
country, | call on Turkey’s leadership to take
concrete steps towards ending this destructive
intolerance against minorities. Only these ef-
forts will help to reestablish normal ties with
Israel.

———

TRIBUTE ON THE OCCASION OF
MAJOR GERALD THOMAS’ RE-
TIREMENT FROM THE UNITED
STATES MARINE CORPS

HON. KENDRICK B. MEEK

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 4, 2009

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Madam Speaker,
today | recognize and pay tribute to MAJ Ger-
ald A. Thomas, U.S. Marine Corps, on the oc-
casion of his retirement from active duty.
Major Thomas has served our great Nation for
more than 21 years, earning many decora-
tions, among them the Bronze Star with Com-
bat “V”. I, and many other members of this
chamber, have had the pleasure of working
with him over the past 3 years that he has
served as part of Headquarters U.S. Marine
Corps Office of Legislative Affairs and as the
Deputy Director of the U.S.M.C. Liaison Office
in the U.S. House of Representatives.

Major Thomas distinguished himself through
exceptional meritorious service while serving
as the Deputy Director. Every day he served
in direct support of not only the Marine Corps
Office of Legislative Affairs but in direct sup-
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port of every member of Congress, every Ma-
rine and every American. His keen abilities in
organization, interpersonal relationships, and
communication were extremely critical to the
successful accomplishment of the Marine
Corps Office of Legislative Affairs’ mission. His
achievements and ability to get the job done
have been understated but always effective
and noteworthy. While serving in the Liaison
office, Major Thomas was able to develop and
execute legislative strategy for the United
States Marine Corps that was instrumental in
creating a fiscal and policy landscape condu-
cive to training and equipping the Nation’s
most elite fighting force, ensuring their suc-
cess on the battlefield. He routinely turned
broad guidance into action which energized
the Office of Legislative Affairs and members
of Congress alike. His actions allowed the Ma-
rine Corps to engage members of Congress
and their staffs, directly facilitating the in-
creased emphasis on improving Congressional
relationships—a cornerstone of CMC’s stra-
tegic vision.

The Marine Corps House of Representa-
tives Liaison Office that Major Thomas leaves
behind is functional and responsive, highly in-
tegrated, and favors a proactive legislative
strategy. While leading the House Liaison Of-
fice through the extraordinary challenges as-
sociated with Operation Enduring Freedom,
Operation Iragi Freedom and the ongoing
Global War on Terror, he concurrently ensured
that a myriad of daily Congressional commu-
nications, taskings and events were executed
flawlessly. The leadership and direction that
Major Thomas provided was instrumental to
the Marine Corps’ tremendous success during
a period of extraordinarily high operational
tempo and unprecedented Congressional in-
terest in Marine Corps activities. During Major
Thomas’ two years as the Deputy Director, he
accomplished the full spectrum of the Marine
Corps’ legislative mission.

Members and staffers alike respected and
trusted Major Thomas’ straightforward and de-
pendable assistance. He exemplified the can-
dor and knowledge that we have come to ex-
pect from the Marine Corps and he played a
key role in maintaining superb relationships
between the Marine Corps and the House of
Representatives.

Throughout his tour, Major Thomas effec-
tively responded to several thousand congres-
sional inquiries, many of which gained national
level attention. He demonstrated a unique abil-
ity to translate the language of the House of
Representatives to the language of the Marine
Corps and vice versa, enabling him to provide
us with a clear sense of what the Marine
Corps could accomplish. Because of the
Major, Members of Congress were able to es-
tablish lasting professional relationships with
senior members of the Marine Corps that
didn’t exist prior to his arrival. During his time
on Capitol Hill, Major Thomas successfully
planned, coordinated and escorted over 50
international and domestic Congressional and
Staff Delegations. His detailed coordination
with foreign government officials, U.S. State
Department, and senior military officials en-
sured that each delegation was conducted
professionally. His attention to detail and an-
ticipation of requirements allowed Representa-
tives to focus on fact-finding and gleaning new
insights that informed critical decisions to sup-
port the people of the United States. With
more than 15 delegations to Central Com-
mand Major Thomas assisted in educating
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