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House of Representatives 
This being the day fixed by the 20th 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States and Public Law 108–433 
for the meeting of the Congress of the 
United States, the Members-elect of 
the 109th Congress met in their Hall, 
and at noon were called to order by the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Hon. Jeff Trandahl. 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and eternal God, before 
You all Nations rise and fall. 

We ask You to bless the United 
States of America with security, pros-
perity, generosity and peace. 

Those who have been rightly elected 
by the people of the congressional dis-
tricts across the Nation now stand be-
fore You, as the grateful inheritors 
with a great tradition of government 
by free people. 

May they serve faithfully the people 
who have chosen them as their rep-
resentatives in the 109th Congress. 

With personal integrity, enable them 
to exercise day-to-day decisions that 
will uphold this Nation’s Constitution 
and bring enlightened hope to a trou-
bled world desirous of knowing a free 
democracy in action. 

Let all Americans join in their own 
way of blessing these women and men, 
that they may establish justice, ensure 
lasting tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general 
welfare and secure the blessings of lib-
erty. 

In doing so, they will serve both You, 
our God, and our beloved Nation. 

Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The CLERK. The Members-elect and 

their guests will please remain stand-
ing and join in the Pledge of Allegiance 
to the flag. 

The Clerk led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-

lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

The CLERK. Representatives-elect, 
this is the day fixed by the 20th amend-
ment to the Constitution and Public 
Law 108–433 for the meeting of the 109th 
Congress and, as the law directs, the 
Clerk of the House has prepared the of-
ficial roll of the Representatives-elect. 

Certificates of election covering 435 
seats in the 109th Congress have been 
received by the Clerk of the House, and 
the names of those persons whose cre-
dentials show that they were regularly 
elected as representatives in accord-
ance with the laws of their respective 
States or of the United States will be 
called. 

Without objection, the Representa-
tives-elect will record their presence 
by electronic device and their names 
will be reported in alphabetical order 
by States, beginning with the State of 
Alabama, to determine whether a 
quorum is present. 

There was no objection. 
The call was taken by electronic de-

vice, and the following Representa-
tives-elect responded to their names: 

[Roll No. 1] 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—424 

ALABAMA 

Aderholt 
Bachus 
Bonner 

Cramer 
Davis 
Everett 

Rogers 

ALASKA 

Young 

ARIZONA 

Flake 
Franks 
Grijalva 

Hayworth 
Kolbe 
Pastor 

Renzi 

ARKANSAS 

Berry 
Boozman 

Ross 
Snyder 

CALIFORNIA 

Baca 
Becerra 
Berman 
Bono 
Calvert 

Capps 
Cardoza 
Costa 
Cunningham 
Davis 

Doolittle 
Dreier 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Filner 

Gallegly 
Harman 
Herger 
Hunter 
Issa 
Lantos 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lofgren, Zoe 
McKeon 
Millender- 

McDonald 

Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Napolitano 
Nunes 
Pelosi 
Pombo 
Radanovich 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Sherman 
Solis 
Tauscher 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Woolsey 

COLORADO 

Beauprez 
DeGette 
Hefley 

Musgrave 
Salazar 
Tancredo 

Udall 

CONNECTICUT 

DeLauro 
Johnson 

Larson 
Shays 

Simmons 

DELAWARE 

Castle 

FLORIDA 

Bilirakis 
Boyd 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Crenshaw 
Davis 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Feeney 

Foley 
Harris 
Hastings 
Keller 
Mack 
Meek 
Mica 
Miller 
Putnam 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Shaw 
Stearns 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weldon 
Wexler 
Young 

GEORGIA 

Barrow 
Bishop 
Deal 
Gingrey 

Kingston 
Lewis 
Linder 
Marshall 

McKinney 
Price 
Scott 
Westmoreland 

HAWAII 

Abercrombie Case 

IDAHO 

Otter Simpson 

ILLINOIS 

Bean 
Biggert 
Costello 
Davis 
Emanuel 
Evans 

Hastert 
Hyde 
Jackson 
Johnson 
Kirk 
LaHood 

Lipinski 
Manzullo 
Rush 
Schakowsky 
Shimkus 
Weller 

INDIANA 

Burton 
Buyer 
Carson 

Chocola 
Hostettler 
Pence 

Sodrel 
Souder 
Visclosky 
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IOWA 

Boswell 
King 

Latham 
Leach 

Nussle 

KANSAS 

Moore 
Moran 

Ryun 
Tiahrt 

KENTUCKY 

Chandler 
Davis 

Lewis 
Rogers 

Whitfield 

LOUISIANA 

Alexander 
Baker 
Boustany 

Jefferson 
Jindal 
McCrery 

Melancon 

MAINE 

Allen Michaud 

MARYLAND 

Bartlett 
Cardin 
Cummings 

Gilchrest 
Hoyer 
Ruppersberger 

Van Hollen 
Wynn 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Capuano 
Delahunt 
Frank 
Lynch 

Markey 
McGovern 
Meehan 
Neal 

Olver 
Tierney 

MICHIGAN 

Camp 
Conyers 
Dingell 
Ehlers 
Hoekstra 

Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Knollenberg 
Levin 
McCotter 

Miller 
Rogers 
Schwarz 
Stupak 
Upton 

MINNESOTA 

Gutknecht 
Kennedy 
Kline 

McCollum 
Oberstar 
Peterson 

Ramstad 
Sabo 

MISSISSIPPI 

Taylor Thompson Wicker 

MISSOURI 

Akin 
Blunt 
Carnahan 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Emerson 

Graves 
Hulshof 
Skelton 

MONTANA 

Rehberg 

NEBRASKA 

Fortenberry Osborne Terry 

NEVADA 

Berkley Gibbons Porter 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Bass Bradley 

NEW JERSEY 

Andrews 
Ferguson 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Holt 

LoBiondo 
Menendez 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 

Rothman 
Saxton 
Smith 

NEW MEXICO 

Pearce Udall Wilson 

NEW YORK 

Ackerman 
Bishop 
Boehlert 
Crowley 
Engel 
Fossella 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Israel 
Kelly 

King 
Kuhl 
Lowey 
Maloney 
McCarthy 
McHugh 
McNulty 
Meeks 
Nadler 
Owens 

Rangel 
Reynolds 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Sweeney 
Towns 
Velázquez 
Walsh 
Weiner 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Butterfield 
Coble 
Etheridge 
Foxx 
Hayes 

Jones 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
Miller 
Myrick 

Price 
Taylor 
Watt 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Pomeroy 

OHIO 

Boehner 
Brown 
Chabot 
Gillmor 
Hobson 
Jones 

Kaptur 
Kucinich 
LaTourette 
Ney 
Oxley 
Portman 

Pryce 
Regula 
Ryan 
Strickland 
Tiberi 
Turner 

OKLAHOMA 

Boren 
Cole 

Istook 
Lucas 

Sullivan 

OREGON 

Blumenauer 
DeFazio 

Hooley 
Walden 

Wu 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Brady 
Dent 
Doyle 
English 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Gerlach 

Hart 
Holden 
Kanjorski 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Peterson 
Pitts 

Platts 
Schwartz 
Sherwood 
Shuster 
Weldon 

RHODE ISLAND 

Kennedy Langevin 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Barrett 
Brown 

Clyburn 
Inglis 

Spratt 
Wilson 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Herseth 

TENNESSEE 

Blackburn 
Cooper 
Davis 

Duncan 
Ford 
Gordon 

Jenkins 
Tanner 
Wamp 

TEXAS 

Barton 
Bonilla 
Brady 
Burgess 
Carter 
Conaway 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
DeLay 
Doggett 
Edwards 

Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Granger 
Green Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall 
Hensarling 
Hinojosa 
Jackson-Lee 
Johnson, E.B. 
Johnson, Sam 

Marchant 
McCaul 
Neugebauer 
Ortiz 
Paul 
Poe 
Reyes 
Sessions 
Smith 
Thornberry 

UTAH 

Bishop Matheson 

VERMONT 

Sanders 

VIRGINIA 

Boucher 
Cantor 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 

Drake 
Forbes 
Goode 
Goodlatte 

Moran 
Scott 
Wolf 

WASHINGTON 

Baird 
Dicks 
Hastings 

Inslee 
Larsen 
McDermott 

McMorris 
Reichert 
Smith 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Capito Mollohan Rahall 

WISCONSIN 

Baldwin 
Green 
Kind 

Moore 
Obey 
Petri 

Ryan 
Sensenbrenner 

WYOMING 

Cubin 

b 1234 

The CLERK. The quorum call dis-
closes that 424 Representatives-elect 
have responded to their name. A 
quorum is present. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CLERK 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state 
that credentials, regular in form, have 
been received showing the election of 
the Honorable LUIS FORTUNO as Resi-
dent Commissioner from the Common-

wealth of Puerto Rico for a term of 4 
years beginning January 3, 2005; the 
election of the Honorable ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON as Delegate from the 
District of Columbia; the election of 
the Honorable DONNA M. CHRISTENSEN 
as Delegate from the Virgin Islands; 
the election of the Honorable ENI F.H. 
FALEOMAVAEGA as Delegate from Amer-
ican Samoa; and the election of the 
Honorable MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO as 
Delegate from Guam. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CLERK 
The CLERK. The Clerk will state 

that since the last regular election of 
Representatives to the 109th Congress, 
a vacancy now exists in the Fifth Dis-
trict of the State of California, occa-
sioned by the death of the late Honor-
able ROBERT T. MATSUI. 

f 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER 
The CLERK. Pursuant to law and to 

precedent, the next order of business is 
the election of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives for the 109th 
Congress. 

Nominations are now in order. 
The Clerk recognizes the gentle-

woman from Ohio (Ms. PRYCE). 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, for 

the past 6 years, this House has been 
led by a man with great strength, pas-
sion and a sense of fairness. With a 
steady hand and quiet conviction, he 
has helped to guide this body and this 
Nation through periods of both trial 
and triumph. 

Therefore, Mr. Clerk, as chairman of 
the House Republican Conference, I am 
directed by the unanimous vote of that 
conference, and am very honored to 
present for election to the office of the 
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives for the 109th Congress of the 
United States of America the name of 
the Honorable J. DENNIS HASTERT, a 
Representative-elect from the State of 
Illinois. 

The CLERK. The Clerk recognizes 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
MENENDEZ). 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Clerk, as chair-
man of the Democratic Caucus, I am 
directed by a unanimous vote of that 
caucus to present for election to the of-
fice of the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the 109th Congress a 
lady of great distinction, a lady of in-
tegrity, a fighter for America’s chil-
dren and families and a leader not only 
of House Democrats but a leader for 
our Nation and this Congress, the Hon-
orable NANCY PELOSI, a Representative- 
elect from the State of California. 

The CLERK. The Honorable J. DEN-
NIS HASTERT, a Representative-elect 
from the State of Illinois, and the Hon-
orable NANCY PELOSI, a Representative- 
elect from the State of California, have 
been placed in nomination. 

Are there further nominations? 
There being no further nominations, 

the Clerk will appoint tellers. 
The Clerk appoints the gentleman 

from Ohio (Mr. NEY), the gentleman 
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from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON), the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs. 
JOHNSON), and the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR). 

The tellers will come forward and 
take their seats at the desk in front of 
the Speaker’s rostrum. 

The roll will now be called, and those 
responding to their names will indicate 
by surname the nominee of their 
choice. 

The reading clerk will now call the 
roll. 

The tellers having taken their places, 
the House proceeded to vote for the 
Speaker. 

The following is the result of the 
vote: 

[Roll No. 2] 

HASTERT—226 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, 

Lincoln 
Diaz-Balart, 

Mario 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 

Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 

Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

PELOSI—199 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 

Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

MURTHA—1 

Taylor (MS) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Hastert 

NOT VOTING—7 

Cannon 
Cox 
Gutierrez 

Honda 
Northup 
Norwood 

Shadegg 

Stated for Mr. HASTERT: 
Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. Clerk, on rollcall No. 2 

I missed the vote due to airline problems. Had 
I been present, I would have voted for the 
Honorable J. DENNIS HASTERT for Speaker of 
the House. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Clerk on rollcall No. 2 I was 
in consultation with the leadership staff outside 
the chamber and was therefore not present 
when my name was called. Had I been 

present I would have voted for J. DENNIS 
HASTERT of Illinois as Speaker of the House. 

b 1337 

The CLERK. The tellers agree in 
their tallies that the total of number of 
votes cast is 427, of which the Honor-
able J. DENNIS HASTERT of the State of 
Illinois has received 226, the Honorable 
NANCY PELOSI of the State of California 
has received 199, and the Honorable 
JOHN MURTHA of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania has received 1 vote, with 
1 recorded as ‘‘present.’’ 

Therefore, the Honorable J. DENNIS 
HASTERT of the State of Illinois is duly 
elected Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the 109th Congress, 
having received a majority of the votes 
cast. 

The Clerk appoints the following 
committee to escort the Speaker-elect 
to the chair: the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI); the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY); the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT); the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER); 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. 
PRYCE); the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ); the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE); the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS); the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
COSTELLO); the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. GUTIERREZ); the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO); the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH); the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD); the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER); 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. JACK-
SON); the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS); the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SHIMKUS); the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT); the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY); the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. JOHNSON); the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK); the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL); the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. BEAN); and 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPIN-
SKI). 

The committee will retire from the 
Chamber to escort the Speaker-elect to 
the chair. 

The Sergeant at Arms announced the 
Speaker-elect of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the 109th Congress, who 
was escorted to the chair by the Com-
mittee of Escort. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues, first may I thank my Demo-
cratic colleagues. What an honor it is 
to have my name placed in nomination 
as your leader to be Speaker of the 
House as the first woman and as the 
first Italian-American. I was honored 
by the kind remarks of the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ). 

It is a privilege, as the gentleman 
from New Jersey knows and as the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER) 
knows for us to represent this magnifi-
cently diverse caucus. Thank you for 
the honor of being your leader. It is a 
privilege to represent one of the great-
est forces, in my view, for idealism, in-
tegrity and innovation in our country. 
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My thanks to the members of the 
Democratic Caucus. 

I want to thank and acknowledge my 
husband, Paul. Thank you, Paul. In ac-
knowledging Paul, I want to acknowl-
edge all of the spouses who are here 
today for the contributions they make. 
I know Members all share my view 
when I say our husbands and wives, our 
spouses, and in my case my five chil-
dren and five grandchildren, rep-
resented by Ryan and Madelaine here 
today, are the source of our strength 
and inspiration. Our children and 
grandchildren are the future. Many 
children are here today. We want them 
to know that we know and think it is 
our responsibility to make the future 
better for them. 

To my constituents, I am grateful for 
the privilege of representing them. 

I know Members all want to join me 
and the Speaker in acknowledging our 
courageous men and women in uni-
form. 

b 1345 

As we end this holiday season, we 
know it is their service that makes it 
possible for us to strive for peace on 
earth and good will to mankind every 
day of the year. 

A special congratulations and wel-
come to the Capitol to our newest 
Members of Congress, to our freshmen 
Members. You as freshmen are the 
fresh recruits. You are here to reinvig-
orate the Congress with your fresh 
ideas, straight from campaigns. We are 
all straight from campaigns. Our 
Founding Fathers planned it so that 
every 2 years Congress would be rein-
vigorated with new membership to 
bring new ideas and new energy to the 
debate. As you take your oath of office 
today, you not only enter the Congress, 
you enter the annals of history. You 
are colleagues not only with each 
other, you are colleagues with all those 
who have served before you. 

Sadly, this weekend, we lost two of 
our most pioneering and courageous 
colleagues. Shirley Chisholm was the 
first African-American woman elected 
to Congress. Imagine the courage. She 
said of her service that it demonstrated 
the sheer will and refusal to accept the 
status quo. We must make that legacy 
part of ours. When Shirley Chisholm 
came to Congress as the first African- 
American woman, it was not only a 
breakthrough for African Americans, it 
was not only a breakthrough for 
women, it was a breakthrough for 
America. 

And we mourn the passing of some-
one who was a dear friend to so many 
of us here. BOB MATSUI would have 
been sworn in today. BOB was the liv-
ing combination of intellect and pas-
sion, someone who understood the com-
plexities, for example, of the Social Se-
curity system but never forgot what it 
meant simply to the lives of America’s 
seniors. President Bush rightly called 
BOB a dedicated public servant and a 
good and decent man who served with 
distinction and integrity. Thank you, 

President Bush, for that acknowledg-
ment. 

As a small child, BOB MATSUI was in 
a Japanese internment camp. He was a 
third-generation American but none-
theless he was in an internment camp. 
But that never dampened his spirit 
about America or his family’s spirit. 
He went on in his words and his deeds 
with a commitment to guide us to the 
better America that was his dream. Let 
that be our legacy as well. 

And we cannot gather here today 
without talking about the unspeakable 
devastation the world has witnessed in 
South Asia. It presents a special chal-
lenge to us, not only for the millions of 
people who are struggling to recover 
and rebuild but for all of us who are 
called by our faith and by our common 
humanity to help those in need. When 
the victims of disasters in Asia see our 
soldiers bringing food and supplies, 
they see the best of America, an Amer-
ica that is compassionate. We need to 
work even harder, not only to present 
that America to the world but also to 
create that America here at home by 
staying true to our core American val-
ues. We do that by widening the circle 
of prosperity, because it is unaccept-
able that one in five children in Amer-
ica live in poverty. 

Our sense of fairness demands that 
we expand access to health care be-
cause health care is a right, not a 
privilege. We must promote oppor-
tunity with a vibrant public education 
system and by making college edu-
cation affordable to all Americans. We 
need to strengthen community, work-
ing to build safe communities free of 
crime and drugs and with a clean and 
healthy environment. And we must do 
this in a fiscally sound way by pro-
moting accountability, by restoring 
fiscal discipline and paying as we go. 

Above all, we must guarantee our na-
tional security with a military that is 
second to none, a strong commitment 
to homeland security, and a resolve to 
stop the spread of weapons of mass de-
struction. How we respond to times of 
difficulty is what will define us as lead-
ers and the ability to draw hope from 
times of challenge is what defines us as 
Americans. Each generation of Ameri-
cans has made our country stronger 
and better for the next. I do not want 
anyone because we are talking about 
losing our colleagues and our former 
colleagues and the devastation in 
South Asia, to have any of that dimin-
ish the cause for celebration here today 
for our new Members, their families, 
their friends, indeed for all of us. The 
lives of Shirley Chisholm and BOB MAT-
SUI should be cause for celebration and 
they give us hope and proof that each 
one of us can make a difference. 

A better America is our inheritance. 
I believe that for all of us serving in 
the 109th Congress, it can also be our 
legacy. Though we are divided by party 
and this aisle, we are joined by our 
common oath to protect and defend the 
Constitution and to form a more per-
fect union. 

To our freshmen, again welcome to 
Congress. On this day of celebration, I 
join the Speaker and all of our col-
leagues in congratulating you and your 
families. Again I will say that our 
Founding Fathers made special provi-
sion for this House to be constantly re-
invigorated and every person here must 
be elected. We cannot let again the sad-
ness in the past weeks diminish this 
cause for celebration. 

The lives of Shirley and BOB offer us 
hope and proof, as I said. The tragedy 
in South Asia and its ramifications 
raises the expectations for leadership. 
How we respond to times of difficulty 
will define us. 

When I was a young girl, a college 
student here in Washington, D.C., I had 
the privilege of hearing President Ken-
nedy’s inaugural address. In his inau-
gural address, he ended his remarks in 
the following way, and I think it was 
appropriate then and it is appropriate 
now. He said, ‘‘With a good conscience 
our only sure reward, with history the 
final judge of our deeds, let us go forth 
to lead the land we love, asking His 
blessing and His help, but knowing 
that here on earth, God’s work must 
truly be our own.’’ 

Again I have the privilege to present 
the gavel, this is getting tiresome, Mr. 
Speaker. And it is not about you. Two 
years ago when I had the privilege of 
presenting the gavel, I said of the 
Speaker that all of us are called honor-
able because of the title we hold as 
Members of Congress. But DENNIS 
HASTERT is honorable because he is a 
man of great character and dignity and 
he deserves the title. It is now my 
privilege to present the gavel to a man, 
a gentleman of character, integrity and 
skill who brings the values of heart-
land America to this highest position 
in the Congress of the United States, 
and I speak on behalf of all of our 
House Democrats, Mr. Speaker, in say-
ing we look forward to working with 
you in the days ahead to create a bet-
ter America, the gentleman from Illi-
nois, the Speaker of the House, DENNIS 
HASTERT. 

Mr. HASTERT. Thank you, NANCY, 
for those gracious remarks. You have 
been an able leader for the Democratic 
Caucus in this House and you have 
helped lead this Congress with honor 
and distinction. We have disagreed on 
policy matters in the past, and I sus-
pect we will disagree again in the fu-
ture, but we both love this House of 
Representatives and the great demo-
cratic process of representative govern-
ment. 

NANCY, we have some serious issues 
to confront in this new Congress and I 
look forward to a vigorous debate in 
the months ahead, for it is through de-
bate that we arrive at the policy deci-
sions that will keep this Nation safe 
and make it stronger. This House is 
where we fight the battle of ideas and 
at the end of the day we make the laws 
that govern this Nation, and so it is a 
great honor to serve in this institution. 
It is a special honor to sit in this chair. 
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I thank each of you for allowing me 
once again to serve as your Speaker. 

The new year confronted us with two 
sad tragedies. First came the images 
from the tsunami that ravaged coun-
tries bordering the Indian Ocean. Our 
deepest condolences go to all those who 
lost loved ones in this terrible event. 
Just as former Presidents Clinton and 
Bush will join together to coordinate 
private relief efforts here in the United 
States, we in the Congress will work 
together on a bipartisan basis to get 
the necessary relief to those in need. 

Second, we lost one of our own on 
New Year’s Day. I too want to pay trib-
ute to our fallen colleague, BOB MAT-
SUI. BOB holds a special place in the 
hearts of Members on both sides of the 
aisle. He was a man of strong principle 
but a kind and gentle spirit. He was a 
proud Democrat, but he also knew how 
to reach across the aisle when the in-
terests of his country demanded it. He 
will be greatly missed in this House 
and we are a better House of Rep-
resentatives because he served here. 

Now let me welcome our new Mem-
bers. We have 38 new Members, three of 
whom are returning after previous 
service here. Twenty-two of the new 
Members served in the State legisla-
tures. Ten served in local government. 
For only the second time in House his-
tory, this class includes a Member 
whose ancestry is from the world’s 
largest democracy, the nation of India. 
This is a motivated and talented group 
whom I believe will make a positive 
impact on the Congress for years to 
come. 

I will not spend a great deal of time 
in these remarks to give you new Mem-
bers a lot of advice, but I will say this. 
I hope that you will take the time to 
get to know your colleagues, to find 
mentors in this great body. There is a 
lot of wisdom and experience in this 
place. Even as each of you bring a new 
and fresh perspective to this place, 
there is also much to be learned from 
the past. 

Last month, I had the opportunity to 
travel to Europe to participate in the 
ceremonies commemorating the 60th 
anniversary of the Battle of the Bulge, 
to see our young soldiers as we visited 
the hospitals and bases across Europe 
and also visit with old soldiers who had 
served and given their all 60 years ago 
to help keep this country free. It was a 
great experience. 

b 1400 

Our former colleague and Republican 
leader, Bob Michel who was wounded in 
the Battle of the Bulge, accompanied 
me along with the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), the dean of 
this House, another distinguished vet-
eran, who will soon celebrate his 50th 
year in this body. And to you incoming 
Members, I must tell you I have 
learned much from these great men. In 
fact, I continue to learn from them. So, 
new Members, seek out the Henry 
Hydes and the Charlie Rangels and the 
Bill Youngs and the John Lewises and 

the many talented people who serve 
here. Get to know them and follow in 
their footsteps of distinguished service. 

As we open the doors to the 109th 
Congress, we close the doors of the 
108th Congress. Those returning Mem-
bers can look with pride at the accom-
plishments of the last Congress: the 
historic reform of the Medicare system 
that includes a prescription drug pack-
age for our seniors, health savings ac-
counts that give American consumers 
more power over their health care dol-
lars, creation of the National Intel-
ligence Director and a complete over-
haul of our intelligence capabilities, 
tax relief that kept us out of a deep re-
cession and will propel us into better 
economic growth in the future. 

But there is still much work to do. 
‘‘Make no little plan,’’ said Daniel 

Burnham, the architect who helped de-
sign the great city of Chicago. ‘‘For 
they have no magic to stir men’s 
blood.’’ 

In this Congress, big plans will still 
stir men’s blood. The 109th Congress 
will be the Reform Congress. We have 
big challenges that face this country, 
and we need big ideas to meet those 
challenges. Today we must seize the 
initiative. Today we must start anew 
the process of reforming our govern-
ment. Security and prosperity only 
come with hard work and responsible 
government. Today let us get to that 
hard work. 

First and foremost, we must make 
this country safe from those who would 
do us great harm. Every day that I 
look out the window of my office to-
wards the Pentagon building, I am re-
minded of that monstrous attack on 
September 11, 2001, that killed 3,000 of 
our fellow citizens. And each day this 
Congress has taken important steps to 
make this country safer from the ter-
rorists who seek to attack us again. 

In the 107th Congress, we created the 
Department of Homeland Security and 
the U.S. PATRIOT Act and the Visa 
and Border Security Act. In the 108th 
Congress, we created the Director of 
National Intelligence. And in this 109th 
Congress we have to continue making 
progress. We need to strengthen our 
borders, reform our asylum laws, and 
improve the national standards for 
driver’s licenses. 

The terrorists who attacked us did so 
by exploiting gaps in our border secu-
rity system, by abusing our immigra-
tion laws, and by abusing the everyday 
freedoms that every American takes 
for granted, yet holds so dear to their 
hearts. We must fill those gaps. 

As the Congress works to reform the 
executive branch, we must also work to 
reform our congressional oversight 
functions. In the 108th Congress, we 
created a Select Committee on Home-
land Security. Today in the rules of the 
House that we will adopt shortly, I 
have proposed that we make the Select 
Committee on Homeland Security a 
permanent standing committee. Better 
oversight of the Department of Home-
land Security will lead to better secu-

rity for all Americans. I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this effort. 

As we secure the homeland, we must 
do everything we can to support our 
troops around the world who are on the 
front lines fighting the war on terror. I 
am troubled by accounts that our sol-
diers do not have the equipment and 
the armor to protect themselves 
against roadside bombs in Iraq. This 
cannot stand. This Congress, on a bi-
partisan basis, will continue to provide 
the resources needed to take care of 
our fighting men and women. Pro-
tecting our homeland and winning the 
war on terror are critical components 
of making this country more secure. 

But long-term security means more 
than fighting the war on terror. It also 
means taking important steps to get 
our fiscal house in order. The President 
has laid out a bold reform agenda. We 
need to move aggressively on his re-
form agenda to protect our Nation 
from a looming fiscal crisis. This Con-
gress and its predecessors have a cov-
enant with older Americans. We have 
repeatedly promised to keep Social Se-
curity strong, and so it is there to pro-
tect today’s seniors and is available to 
our children and our grandchildren. 
But to keep it safe, we need to make 
some important changes. If we wait too 
long, the consequences of inaction 
could be catastrophic. 

And let me be clear. We do this with-
out changing the system for those who 
receive Social Security benefits now. 
As we strengthen the Social Security 
system, we must also start a national 
debate on completely overhauling our 
Tax Code. In the last Congress, a lot of 
words were spoken on this floor about 
jobs leaving our country, about 
outsourcing. This Congress must do ev-
erything in its power to protect Amer-
ican jobs, and the one thing that kills 
American jobs is our Tax Code. Let me 
say that again. Our Tax Code is killing 
jobs in America. It disadvantages those 
who produce here to sell overseas and 
gives real great advantage to those 
who produce overseas to sell their 
products here. Our Tax Code is too 
complicated, it is too unfair, and it 
punishes job creators. It costs Amer-
ican taxpayers over $250 billion every 
year just to fill out their tax forms and 
comply with the IRS. America must 
have a simpler Tax Code, one that 
makes sense for all Americans. 

As we debate the larger issues of re-
forming the Tax Code, we should keep 
in mind that increasing taxes just as 
the economy is getting its footing is 
simply wrong. This Republican major-
ity will not raise taxes. We should con-
tinue to keep taxes low by making per-
manent the tax cuts we passed in the 
107th and 108th Congresses. I disagree 
with the position of some of my col-
leagues who believe that we should 
raise taxes to cut the deficit. The best 
way to close the deficit gap is to keep 
the economy growing as we control 
spending. I appreciate the hard work of 
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the Committee on Appropriations slow-
ing the growth of discretionary spend-
ing. We need to keep that kind of fiscal 
discipline in this Congress. 

But we also need to take a look at 
entitlement spending. We must apply 
cost-savings technology to the govern-
ment to improve efficiency, to cut 
down on waste, fraud, and abuse. 

And as we look for ways to improve 
our Nation’s economic future, we can 
start by finally passing laws to stop 
lawsuit abuse. Most people know how 
abusive lawsuits have driven many doc-
tors, especially OB/GYNs, out of busi-
ness. This is just one example of how 
lawsuit abuse hurts our citizens, par-
ticularly women and children. We have 
to bring common sense to our legal 
process. And, yes, there needs to be ac-
countability for those who do harm, 
but abuses must be ended. That is why 
we must pass class-action reform this 
year. 

Another impediment to our contin-
ued economic prosperity is the volatile 
energy market. We passed an energy 
conference report out of the House the 
last Congress, only to see it die in the 
other body. We need to finish the job 
this year. 

And, finally, as we prepare our econ-
omy for the next 50 years, we must 
keep our transportation system on the 
cutting edge. Our roads, bridges, and 
ports not only move people; they also 
move products. And we must make at 
home those products to sell abroad, 
and we must keep those institutions 
viable that move them from the mar-
ketplace to the markets. To keep our 
products moving, we must finish the 
work on the transportation bill early 
this year. 

As we move this aggressive reform 
agenda, let us ever be mindful of our 
responsibilities laid out in the Con-
stitution. The Constitution begins by 
describing the legislative branch. Arti-
cle I, section 1 says that all legislative 
powers herein granted shall be vested 
in the Congress. The mission of the 
Congress, as laid out in the Constitu-
tion, is stark: establish justice, ensure 
domestic tranquility, and provide for 
the common defense, promote the gen-
eral welfare, and secure the blessing of 
liberty to ourselves and our posterity. 
One hundred nine times, newly elected 
Members of Congress have gathered to-
gether to be sworn in, to pledge a sol-
emn oath to uphold that Constitution. 
The size of the delegations have in-
creased, the numbers of constituents 
have multiplied, and the demands on 
the Members seem more complex than 
ever. But the basics of doing the job 
have never really changed. Those Mem-
bers who do best in this place are those 
who never lose sight of where they 
came from or whom they represent. 

My congressional district lies in the 
heartland of America. My home is in 
the Fox River Valley, not the Potomac 
River. And I want to thank my con-
stituents of the 14th District of Illinois 
for giving me the opportunity to serve 
them again. It is indeed an honor and a 

privilege to represent these great 
Americans. 

And as I thank my constituents, I 
must also thank my most important 
constituent, my wife, Jean, who, by the 
way, is the Speaker in our house. 

Jean, thank you for your patience, 
your guidance, your sense humor, and 
your wonderful common sense. 

As elected representatives of the peo-
ple, each of us shoulders a great burden 
of responsibility. Our families often 
bear the brunt of that burden. And let 
me thank all of the spouses and the 
children, many of whom are here in 
this Chamber today. We want to thank 
you for your sacrifices on behalf of the 
American people. 

And as we begin this historic 109th 
Congress, let us also give thanks to our 
Creator for the blessings that He has 
bestowed upon us. May God bless this 
House and all who serve in it, and may 
God bless this great Nation we call 
America. 

b 1415 
I now recognize the Dean of the 

House of Representatives, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), 
my good friend and colleague, who will 
administer the oath. 

Mr. DINGELL then administered the 
oath of office to Mr. HASTERT of Illi-
nois, as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation 
or purpose of evasion; and that you will 
well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office upon which you are about 
to enter. So help you God. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
f 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS 
The SPEAKER. According to prece-

dents, the Chair will swear in all Mem-
bers of the House at this time. 

If the Members will rise, the Chair 
will now administer the oath of office. 

The Members-elect and Delegates- 
elect and the Resident Commissioner- 
elect rose, and the Speaker adminis-
tered the oath of office to them as fol-
lows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you will take this obliga-
tion freely, without any mental res-
ervation or purpose of evasion, and 
that you will well and faithfully dis-
charge the duties of the office on which 
you are about to enter. So help you 
God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You 
are now Members of the 109th United 
States Congress. 

f 

MAJORITY LEADER 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, as 

chairman of the Republican Con-

ference, I am directed by that con-
ference to notify the House officially 
that the Republican Members have se-
lected as their majority leader the gen-
tleman from Texas, the Honorable TOM 
DELAY. 

f 

MINORITY LEADER 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the Democratic Caucus, I 
have been directed to report to the 
House that the Democratic Members 
have selected as Minority Leader the 
gentlewoman from California, the Hon-
orable NANCY PELOSI. 

f 

MAJORITY WHIP 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the Republican Con-
ference, I am directed by that con-
ference to notify the House officially 
that the Republican Members have se-
lected as majority whip the gentleman 
from Missouri, the Honorable ROY 
BLUNT. 

f 

MINORITY WHIP 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the Democratic Caucus, I 
have been directed to report to the 
House that the Democratic Members 
have selected as minority whip the 
gentleman from Maryland, the Honor-
able STENY HOYER. 

f 

ELECTION OF CLERK OF THE 
HOUSE, SERGEANT AT ARMS, 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFI-
CER AND CHAPLAIN 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 1) 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1 

Resolved, That Jeffrey J. Trandahl of the 
State of South Dakota be, and is hereby, 
chosen Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives; 

That Wilson S. Livingood of the Common-
wealth of Virginia be, and is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant at Arms of the House of Represent-
atives; 

That James M. Eagen, III, of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania be, and is hereby, 
chosen Chief Administrative Officer of the 
House of Representatives; and 

That Father Daniel P. Coughlin of the 
State of Illinois be, and is hereby, chosen 
Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I have 
an amendment to the resolution, but 
before offering that amendment, I re-
quest that there be a division of the 
question on the resolution so that we 
may have a separate vote on the Chap-
lain. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be 
divided. 

The question is on agreeing to that 
portion of the resolution providing for 
the election of the Chaplain. 

That portion of the resolution was 
agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MENENDEZ 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment to the remainder of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MENENDEZ: 
That Jerry Hartz of Iowa be, and is hereby, 

chosen Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives; 

That Dean Aguillen of Texas be, and is 
hereby, chosen Sergeant at Arms of the 
House of Representatives; and 

That Terri McCullough of California be, 
and is hereby, chosen Chief Administrative 
Officer of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the remainder of the resolution offered 
by the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. 
PRYCE). 

The remainder of the resolution was 
agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. Will the officers- 
elect of the House of Representatives 
please come forward. 

The officers-elect presented them-
selves at the bar of the House and took 
the oath of office as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you will take this obliga-
tion freely, without any mental res-
ervation or purpose of evasion, and 
that you will well and faithfully dis-
charge the duties of the office on which 
you are about to enter. So help you 
God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You 
have been sworn in as officers of the 
House. 

f 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 2) to in-
form the Senate that a quorum of the 
House has assembled and of the elec-
tion of the Speaker and the Clerk, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 2 

Resolved, That the Senate be informed that 
a quorum of the House of Representatives 
has assembled; that J. Dennis Hastert, a 
Representative from the State of Illinois, 
has been elected Speaker; and Jeffrey J. 
Trandahl, a citizen of the State of South Da-
kota, has been elected Clerk of the House of 
Representatives of the One Hundred Ninth 
Congress. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 3) author-

izing the Speaker to appoint a com-
mittee to notify the President of the 
assembly of the Congress, and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 3 

Resolved, That a committee of two Mem-
bers be appointed by the Speaker on the part 
of the House of Representatives to join with 
a committee on the part of the Senate to no-
tify the President of the United States that 
a quorum of each House has assembled and 
Congress is ready to receive any communica-
tion that he may be pleased to make. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF 
COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY THE 
PRESIDENT, PURSUANT TO 
HOUSE RESOLUTION 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints 
as members of the committee on the 
part of the House to join a committee 
on the part of the Senate to notify the 
President of the United States that a 
quorum of each House has been assem-
bled, and that Congress is ready to re-
ceive any communication that he may 
be pleased to make: 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY), and 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI). 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO IN-
FORM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF THE ELEC-
TION OF THE SPEAKER AND THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 4) author-
izing the Clerk to inform the President 
of the election of the Speaker and the 
Clerk, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 4 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to 
inform the President of the United States 
that the House of Representatives has elect-
ed J. Dennis Hastert, a Representative from 
the State of Illinois, Speaker; and Jeffrey J. 
Trandahl, a citizen of the State of South Da-
kota, Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the One Hundred Ninth Congress. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

RULES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 5) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 5 

Resolved, That the Rules of the House of 
Representatives of the One Hundred Eighth 
Congress, including applicable provisions of 
law or concurrent resolution that con-

stituted rules of the House at the end of the 
One Hundred Eighth Congress, are adopted 
as the Rules of the House of Representatives 
of the One Hundred Ninth Congress, with 
amendments to the standing rules as pro-
vided in section 2 and with other orders as 
provided in section 3. 
SEC. 2. CHANGES IN STANDING RULES. 

(a) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
(1) In clause 1 of rule X, insert after para-

graph (h) the following new paragraph (and 
redesignate the succeeding paragraphs ac-
cordingly): 

‘‘(i) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY. 
‘‘(1) Overall homeland security policy. 
‘‘(2) Organization and administration of 

the Department of Homeland Security. 
‘‘(3) Functions of the Department of Home-

land Security relating to the following: 
‘‘(A) Border and port security (except im-

migration policy and non-border enforce-
ment). 

‘‘(B) Customs (except customs revenue). 
‘‘(C) Integration, analysis, and dissemina-

tion of homeland security information. 
‘‘(D) Domestic preparedness for and collec-

tive response to terrorism. 
‘‘(E) Research and development. 
‘‘(F) Transportation security.’’. 
(2) In clause 1(I) (as redesignated) of rule 

X— 
(A) insert after subparagraph (6) the fol-

lowing new subparagraph (and redesignate 
the succeeding subparagraphs accordingly): 

‘‘(7) Criminal law enforcement.’’; and (B) 
amend subparagraph (9) (as redesignated) to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(9) Immigration policy and non-border en-
forcement.’’. 

(3) In clause 1(r) (as redesignated) of rule 
X— 

(A) in subparagraph (18) insert before the 
period ‘‘(except the Transportation Security 
Administration)’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (20) after ‘‘automobile 
safety’’ insert ‘‘and transportation security 
functions of the Department of Homeland 
Security’’. 

(4) In clause 1(t)(1) (as redesignated) of rule 
X, strike ‘‘Customs’’ and insert ‘‘Customs 
revenue’’. 

(5) In clause 3 of rule X, insert after para-
graph (e) the following new paragraph (and 
redesignate the succeeding paragraphs ac-
cordingly): 

‘‘(f) The Committee on Homeland Security 
shall review and study on a continuing basis 
all Government activities relating to home-
land security, including the interaction of 
all departments and agencies with the De-
partment of Homeland Security.’’. 

(6) In clause 10 of rule I, strike ‘‘1(i)(1)’’ and 
insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(7) In clause 1(j)(4) (as redesignated) of rule 
X, strike ‘‘(q)(11)’’ and insert ‘‘(r)(11)’’. 

(8) In clause 1(j)(5) (as redesignated) of rule 
X, strike ‘‘(q)(11)’’ and insert ‘‘(r)(11)’’. 

(9) In clause 9(f) of rule X, strike ‘‘1(i)(1)’’ 
and insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(10) In clause 1(c) of rule XI, strike ‘‘1(i)(1)’’ 
and insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(11) In clause 4(a)(2)(B) of rule XIII, strike 
‘‘1(i)(1)’’ and insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(12) In clause 5(a)(3) of rule XIII, strike 
‘‘1(i)(1)’’ and insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(13) In clause 10 of rule XXIV, strike 
‘‘1(i)(1)’’ and insert ‘‘1(j)(1)’’. 

(b) COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—In clause 2(d)(1) of rule X— 

(1) in subdivision (C), strike ‘‘and’’; 
(2) in subdivision (D), strike the period and 

insert ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) add at the end the following new sub-

division: 
‘‘(E) have a view toward insuring against 

duplication of Federal programs.’’. 
(C) MEMBERSHIP OF COMMITTEES.— 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8 January 4, 2005 
(1) In clause 5(a)(2) of rule X— 
(A) amend subdivisions (A)(ii) and (A)(iii) 

to read as follows: 
‘‘(ii) one Member designated by the elected 

leadership of the majority party; and 
‘‘(iii) one Member designated by the elect-

ed leadership of the minority party.’’; and 
(B) amend subdivision (B) by striking ‘‘one 

from the elected leadership of a party’’ and 
inserting ‘‘one described in subdivision 
(A)(ii) or (A)(iii)’’. 

(2) In clause 5(c)(2) of rule X, strike ‘‘A 
member’’ and insert ‘‘Except in the case of 
the Committee on Rules, a member’’. 

(d) COMMITTEE AUTHORITIES.— 
(1) In clause 1 of rule XI, amend paragraph 

(a) to read as follows: 
‘‘(a)(1)(A) The Rules of the House are the 

rules of its committees and subcommittees 
so far as applicable. 

‘‘(B) Each subcommittee is a part of its 
committee and is subject to the authority 
and direction of that committee and to its 
rules, so far as applicable. 

‘‘(2)(A) In a committee or subcommittee— 
‘‘(i) a motion to recess from day to day, or 

to recess subject to the call of the Chair 
(within 24 hours), shall be privileged; and 

‘‘(ii) a motion to dispense with the first 
reading (in full) of a bill or resolution shall 
be privileged if printed copies are available. 

‘‘(B) A motion accorded privilege under 
this subparagraph shall be decided without 
debate.’’. 

(2) In clause 2(a) of rule XI, add at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(3) A committee may adopt a rule pro-
viding that the chairman be directed to offer 
a motion under clause 1 of rule XXII when-
ever the chairman considers it appropriate.’’. 

(e) MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES.—In 
clause 1 of rule XV— 

(1) amend the caption to read: ‘‘SUSPEN-
SIONS’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (a) amend the second sen-
tence to read as follows: ‘‘The Speaker may 
not entertain a motion that the House sus-
pend the rules except on Mondays, Tuesdays, 
and Wednesdays and during the last six days 
of a session of Congress.’’. 

(f) REPEAL OF CORRECTIONS CALENDAR.— 
(1) In rule XV, strike clause 6 (and redesig-

nate the succeeding clause accordingly). 
(2) In clause 1 of rule XIII, strike para-

graph (b) (and redesignate the succeeding 
paragraph accordingly). 

(3) In clause 4(a)(2) of rule XIII, strike sub-
division (C) (and redesignate succeeding sub-
divisions accordingly). 

(4) In clause 6(c)(1) of rule XIII, strike 
‘‘clause 7’’ and insert ‘‘clause 6’’. 

(5) In clause 2(a) of rule XVIII, strike 
‘‘clause 7’’ and insert ‘‘clause 6’’. 

(6) In clause 8(a)(2) of rule XX— 
(A) strike subdivisions (E) and (G) (and re-

designate succeeding subdivisions accord-
ingly); and 

(B) amend subdivision (E) (as redesignated) 
by striking ‘‘(D), or (E)’’ and inserting ‘‘or 
(D)’’. 

(g) REFERENCES IN DEBATE TO THE SEN-
ATE.—In clause 1 of rule XVII, amend para-
graph (b) to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) Remarks in debate (which may include 
references to the Senate or its Members) 
shall be confined to the question under de-
bate, avoiding personality.’’. 

(h) PROVISIONAL QUORUM.—In clause 5 of 
rule XX, redesignate paragraph (c) as para-
graph (d) and insert after paragraph (b) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(c) (1) If the House should be without a 
quorum due to catastrophic circumstances, 
then— 

‘‘(A) until there appear in the House a suf-
ficient number of Representatives to con-
stitute a quorum among the whole number of 
the House, a quorum in the House shall be 

determined based upon the provisional num-
ber of the House; and 

‘‘(B) the provisional number of the House, 
as of the close of the call of the House de-
scribed in subparagraph (3)(C), shall be the 
number of Representatives responding to 
that call of the House. 

‘‘(2) If a Representative counted in deter-
mining the provisional number of the House 
thereafter ceases to be a Representative, or 
if a Representative not counted in deter-
mining the provisional number of the House 
thereafter appears in the House, the provi-
sional number of the House shall be adjusted 
accordingly. 

‘‘(3) For the purposes of subparagraph (1), 
the House shall be considered to be without 
a quorum due to catastrophic circumstances 
if, after a motion under clause 5(a) of rule 
XX has been disposed of and without inter-
vening adjournment, each of the following 
occurs in the stated sequence: 

‘‘(A) A call of the House (or a series of calls 
of the House) is closed after aggregating a 
period in excess of 72 hours (excluding time 
the House is in recess) without producing a 
quorum. 

‘‘(B) The Speaker— 
‘‘(i) with the Majority Leader and the Mi-

nority Leader, receives from the Sergeant- 
at-Arms (or his designee) a catastrophic 
quorum failure report, as described in sub-
paragraph (4); 

‘‘(ii) consults with the Majority Leader and 
the Minority Leader on the content of that 
report; and 

‘‘(iii) announces the content of that report 
to the House. 

‘‘(C) A further call of the House (or a series 
of calls of the House) is closed after aggre-
gating a period in excess of 24 hours (exclud-
ing time the House is in recess) without pro-
ducing a quorum. 

‘‘(4)(A) For purposes of subparagraph (3), a 
catastrophic quorum failure report is a re-
port advising that the inability of the House 
to establish a quorum is attributable to cat-
astrophic circumstances involving natural 
disaster, attack, contagion, or similar ca-
lamity rendering Representatives incapable 
of attending the proceedings of the House. 

‘‘(B) Such report shall specify the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(i) The number of vacancies in the House 
and the names of former Representatives 
whose seats are vacant. 

‘‘(ii) The names of Representatives consid-
ered incapacitated. 

‘‘(iii) The names of Representatives not in-
capacitated but otherwise incapable of at-
tending the proceedings of the House. 

‘‘(iv) The names of Representatives unac-
counted for. 

‘‘(C) Such report shall be prepared on the 
basis of the most authoritative information 
available after consultation with the Attend-
ing Physician to the Congress and the Clerk 
(or their respective designees) and pertinent 
public health and law enforcement officials. 

‘‘(D) Such report shall be updated every 
legislative day for the duration of any pro-
ceedings under or in reliance on this para-
graph. The Speaker shall make such updates 
available to the House. 

‘‘(5) An announcement by the Speaker 
under subparagraph (3)(B)(iii) shall not be 
subject to appeal. 

‘‘(6) Subparagraph (1) does not apply to a 
proposal to create a vacancy in the represen-
tation from any State in respect of a Rep-
resentative not incapacitated but otherwise 
incapable of attending the proceedings of the 
House. 

‘‘(7) For purposes of this paragraph: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘provisional number of the 

House’ means the number of Representatives 
upon which a quorum will be computed in 
the House until Representatives sufficient in 

number to constitute a quorum among the 
whole number of the House appear in the 
House. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘whole number of the House’ 
means the number of Representatives cho-
sen, sworn, and living whose membership in 
the House has not been terminated by res-
ignation or by the action of the House.’’. 

(i) POSTPONEMENT OF CERTAIN VOTES.—In 
clause 8(a)(2) of rule XX, add at the end the 
following new subdivisions: 

‘‘(G) The question of agreeing to a motion 
to reconsider or the question of agreeing to 
a motion to lay on the table a motion to re-
consider. 

‘‘(H) The question of agreeing to an amend-
ment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole.’’. 

(j) OFFICIAL CONDUCT.— 
(1) In rule XXIV, amend clause 1 to read as 

follows: 
‘‘1. (a) Except as provided in paragraph (b), 

a Member, Delegate, or Resident Commis-
sioner may not maintain, or have main-
tained for his use, an unofficial office ac-
count. Funds may not be paid into an unoffi-
cial office account. 

‘‘(b)(1) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(2), a Member, Delegate, or Resident Com-
mission may defray official expenses with 
funds of his principal campaign committee 
under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971 (2 U.S.C. 431 et seq). 

‘‘(2) The funds specified in subparagraph (1) 
may not be used to defray official expenses 
for mail or other communications, com-
pensation for services, office space, fur-
niture, or equipment, and any associated in-
formation technology services (excluding 
handheld communications devices).’’. 

(2) In clause 6 of rule XXIII, amend para-
graph (c) to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) except as provided in clause 1(b) of 
rule XXIV, may not expend funds from his 
campaign account that are not attributable 
to bona fide campaign or political pur-
poses.’’. 

(3) In clause 8 of rule XXIV, strike ‘‘60 
days’’ and insert ‘‘90 days’’. 

(4) In clause 5(b)(4)(D) of rule XXV, strike 
‘‘either the spouse or a child of the Member, 
Delegate, Resident Commissioner, officer, or 
employee’’ and insert ‘‘a relative of the 
Member, Delegate, Resident Commissioner, 
officer, or employee’’. 

(k) PROCEDURES OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT.— 

(1) DUE PROCESS.—In clause 3 of rule XI— 
(A) in paragraph (k), add at the end the fol-

lowing new subparagraphs: 
‘‘(3) The committee shall adopt rules pro-

viding that before a letter described in sub-
paragraph (1)(A) is issued, the committee 
shall transmit written notification to the 
Member, officer, or employee of the House 
against whom the complaint is made of the 
right of such person to review the contents 
of the letter. Such person shall have seven 
calendar days after receipt of such notifica-
tion in which either to accept the letter (in 
which case the committee may issue the let-
ter), to contest the letter by submitting 
views in writing (which shall be appended to 
the letter when issued and made part of the 
record), or to contest the letter by request-
ing in writing that the committee establish 
an adjudicatory subcommittee as if the let-
ter constituted an adopted statement of al-
leged violation (in which case the committee 
shall establish an adjudicatory sub-
committee and shall not issue the letter). 

‘‘(4) The committee shall adopt rules pro-
viding that, if a letter described in subpara-
graph (1)(A) references the official conduct of 
a Member other than one against whom the 
complaint is made, the committee shall 
transmit written notification to such Mem-
ber of the right of such Member to review 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H9 January 4, 2005 
the contents of the letter. Such Member 
shall have seven calendar days after receipt 
of notification in which either to submit 
views in writing (which shall be made part of 
the record and appended to the letter, if 
issued), or to request in writing that the 
committee establish an adjudicatory sub-
committee as if the letter constituted an 
adopted statement of alleged violation (in 
which case the committee shall establish an 
adjudicatory subcommittee).’’; 

(B) in paragraph (p), insert after subpara-
graph (5) the following new subparagraphs 
(and redesignate succeeding subparagraphs 
accordingly): 

‘‘(6) whenever notification of the commit-
tee’s decision either to dismiss a complaint 
or to create an investigative subcommittee 
is transmitted to a respondent, such respond-
ent shall have seven calendar days after re-
ceipt of such notification in which to submit 
views in writing, which shall be appended to 
the notification and made part of the record; 

‘‘(7) whenever notification of the commit-
tee’s decision either to dismiss a complaint 
or to create an investigative subcommittee 
is transmitted to a respondent and the noti-
fication references the official conduct of a 
Member other than the respondent, the com-
mittee also shall send the notification to 
such Member, who shall have seven calendar 
days after receipt of such notification in 
which either to submit views in writing 
(which shall be appended to the notification 
and made part of the record), or to request in 
writing that the committee establish an ad-
judicatory subcommittee as if the notifica-
tion constituted an adopted statement of al-
leged violation (in which case the committee 
shall establish an adjudicatory sub-
committee);’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (q)— 
(i) amend subparagraph (1) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(1) Whenever an investigative sub-

committee does not adopt a statement of al-
leged violation— 

‘‘(A) it shall transmit a report to that ef-
fect to the respondent, who shall have seven 
calendar days after receipt of such report to 
submit views in writing, which shall be ap-
pended to the report and made part of the 
record; 

‘‘(B) it shall thereafter transmit the report 
(together with views received under subpara-
graph (2), if any) to the committee; and 

‘‘(C) the committee may by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of its members transmit 
such report to the House;’’ and 

(ii) insert after subparagraph (1) the fol-
lowing new subparagraph (and redesignate 
succeeding subparagraphs accordingly): 

‘‘(2) whenever an investigative sub-
committee does not adopt a statement of al-
leged violation and prepares a report to that 
effect, and such report alleges that a Member 
(other than one who is the subject of the 
statement of alleged violation) has or may 
have violated the Code of Official Conduct— 

‘‘(A) the subcommittee shall transmit a 
copy of the report to such Member; and 

‘‘(B) such Member shall have seven cal-
endar days after receipt of the report (after 
which the report shall be transmitted to the 
committee and handled in the manner pre-
scribed in subparagraph (1)) to— 

‘‘(i) submit views in writing, which shall be 
appended to the report and made part of the 
record; or 

‘‘(ii) request in writing that the committee 
establish an adjudicatory subcommittee as if 
the allegations in the report constituted an 
adopted statement of alleged violation, in 
which case the committee shall establish an 
adjudicatory subcommittee;’’. 

(2) DISMISSAL OF COMPLAINTS.—In clause 3 
of rule XI— 

(A) in paragraph (b), strike the undesig-
nated text following subparagraph (2)(B); 

(B) in paragraph (k)(1)(B), insert after 
‘‘subcommittee’’ the following: ‘‘(unless, at 
any time during the applicable periods of 
time under this subparagraph, either the 
chairman or ranking minority member has 
placed on the agenda the issue of whether to 
establish an investigative subcommittee, in 
which case an investigative subcommittee 
may be established only by an affirmative 
vote of a majority of the members of the 
committee)’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (k)(2), strike ‘‘then they 
shall establish’’ and all that follows and in-
sert ‘‘and an investigative subcommittee has 
not been established, then such complaint 
shall be dismissed.’’. 

(3) CHOICE OF COUNSEL BY RESPONDENTS AND 
WITNESSES.—In clause 3(p) of rule XI— 

(A) amend the caption to read ‘‘DUE PROC-
ESS RIGHTS OF RESPONDENTS AND WITNESSES’’; 

(B) amend subparagraph 9 (as redesignated) 
by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; 

(C) amend subparagraph 10 (as redesig-
nated) by striking the period and inserting a 
semicolon; and 

(D) add at the end the following new sub-
paragraphs: 

‘‘(11) a respondent shall be informed of the 
right to be represented by counsel of his or 
her choice (even if such counsel represents 
another respondent or a witness), to be pro-
vided at his or her own expense; and 

‘‘(12) a witness shall be afforded a reason-
able period of time, as determined by the 
committee or subcommittee, to prepare for 
an appearance before an investigative sub-
committee or for an adjudicatory hearing 
and to obtain counsel of his or her choice 
(even if such counsel represents a respondent 
or another witness).’’. 

(I) TECHNICAL AND CODIFYING CHANGES.— 
(1) In clause 1(s) (as redesignated) of rule 

X— 
(A) in subparagraph (6), strike ‘‘service-

men’’ and insert ‘‘servicemembers’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (7), strike ‘‘Soldiers’’ 

and sailors’’’ and insert ‘‘Servicemembers’’’. 
(2) In clause 5(b)(2)(B)(iii) of rule X strike 

‘‘must’’ and insert ‘‘may’’. 
(3) In clause 3(a)(2) of rule XIII, after 

‘‘clause 4’’ insert ‘‘or clause 6’’. 
(4) In clause 6 (as redesignated) of rule 

XV— 
(A) in paragraph (e) strike ‘‘rule’’ and in-

sert ‘‘clause’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (f) strike ‘‘for a recess’’ 

and insert ‘‘that the Speaker be authorized 
to declare a recess’’. 

(5) In clause 5(b) of rule XX, strike ‘‘a ma-
jority of those present’’ and insert ‘‘a major-
ity described in paragraph (a)’’. 

(6) In clause 5(d) (as redesignated) of rule 
XX, strike ‘‘or removal’’ and insert ‘‘re-
moval, or swearing’’. 

(7) In the second sentence of clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI, strike ‘‘is not subject’’ and insert 
‘‘are not subject’’. 

(8) In clause 7(c) of rule XXII, amend sub-
paragraph (3) to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) During the last six days of a session of 
Congress, a motion under subparagraph (1) 
shall be privileged after a conference com-
mittee has been appointed for 36 hours with-
out making a report and the motion meets 
the notice requirement in subparagraph 
(1).’’. 
SEC. 3. SEPARATE ORDERS. 

(a) BUDGET MATTERS.— 
(1) During the One Hundred Ninth Con-

gress, references in section 306 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 to a resolution 
shall be construed in the House of Represent-
atives as references to a joint resolution. 

(2) During the One Hundred Ninth Con-
gress, in the case of a reported bill or joint 
resolution considered pursuant to a special 
order of business, a point of order under sec-

tion 303 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 shall be determined on the basis of the 
text made in order as an original bill or joint 
resolution for the purpose of amendment or 
to the text on which the previous question is 
ordered directly to passage, as the case may 
be. 

(3) During the One Hundred Ninth Con-
gress, a provision in a bill or joint resolu-
tion, or in an amendment thereto or a con-
ference report thereon, that establishes pro-
spectively for a Federal office or position a 
specified or minimum level of compensation 
to be funded by annual discretionary appro-
priations shall not be considered as pro-
viding new entitlement authority under sec-
tion 401 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974. 

(4)(A) During the One Hundred Ninth Con-
gress, until a concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2005 is adopted by the 
Congress, the provisions of the conference re-
port to accompany Senate Concurrent Reso-
lution 95 of the One Hundred Eighth Con-
gress shall have force and effect in the House 
as though the One Hundred Ninth Congress 
has adopted such conference report. 

(B) The allocations of spending authority 
included in the conference report, as ad-
justed during the 108th Congress, shall be 
considered the allocations contemplated by 
section 302(a) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

(b) CERTAIN SUBCOMMITTEES.—Notwith-
standing clause 5(d) of rule X, during the One 
Hundred Ninth Congress— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services may 
have not more than six subcommittees; 

(2) the Committee on International Rela-
tions may have not more than seven sub-
committees; and 

(3) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure may have not more than six 
subcommittees. 

(c) NUMBERING OF BILLS.—In the One Hun-
dred Ninth Congress, the first 10 numbers for 
bills (H.R. 1 through H.R. 10) shall be re-
served for assignment by the Speaker to 
such bills as he may designate. 

Mr. DELAY (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be considered as read 
and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise for a 
constitutional point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, the resolu-
tion we are preparing to consider, the 
proposed rules for the 109th Congress, 
in my judgment violates the United 
States Constitution which we were just 
sworn to uphold and defend. It does so 
by allowing a very limited number of 
Members, potentially only a handful, 
to constitute the House of Representa-
tives. 

b 1430 

Article 1, section 5 of the Constitu-
tion states that ‘‘each House shall be 
the Judge of the Elections, Returns 
and Qualifications of its Members, and 
a majority of each shall constitute a 
Quorum to do Business; but a small 
Number adjourn from day to day, and 
may be authorized to compel the at-
tendance of absent Members.’’ 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH10 January 4, 2005 
Unfortunately, H. Res. 5 seeks to 

allow a small number not just to ad-
journ or compel attendance, as the 
Constitution stipulates, but to enact 
laws, declare war, impeach the Presi-
dent, and fulfill all other article I re-
sponsibilities. 

The very first act of the very first 
Congress of the United States was to 
recess day after day after day because 
they lacked a quorum. Just moments 
ago everyone in this body took an oath 
to uphold and defend the Constitution, 
and now our first official vote is by 
rule to undermine a fundamental prin-
ciple of that Constitution, i.e., what is 
a quorum. It is my understanding that 
the Speaker is reluctant to judge on 
matters of constitutionality. I respect 
that. But I would reserve and inform 
the Speaker it is my intent to ask the 
question of consideration to be put. 

The SPEAKER. Does any other Mem-
ber wish to be heard on the point of 
order? 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER). 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me re-
spond by saying that the gentleman is 
absolutely right when he states that 
the Chair does not rule on questions of 
constitutionality. 

I would also like to say that on this 
question that is being brought forward 
by my friend, it is very clear to me 
based on statements that have been 
made by a wide range of constitutional 
scholars that what we are doing in the 
rules package that we are about to con-
sider is in fact constitutional. In fact, 
before the Committee on Rules the 
very distinguished former Solicitor 
General Walter Dellinger said the fol-
lowing: ‘‘It is simply inconceivable 
that a Constitution established to pro-
vide for the common defense and pro-
mote the general welfare would leave 
the Nation unable to act in precisely 
the moment of greatest peril. No con-
stitutional amendment is required to 
enact the proposed rule change because 
the Constitution as drafted permits the 
Congress to ensure the preservation of 
government.’’ 

Let me further, Mr. Speaker, say 
that the Committee on Rules intends 
to conduct further examination of the 
best way for the House to assure a con-
tinuity of government during a na-
tional emergency, and it is our hope 
that as we proceed with this work that 
further discussions will take place with 
the members of that very distinguished 
panel, the Continuity Commission, 
which included our former colleague, 
Senator Simpson, and Speakers Foley 
and Gingrich and former minority lead-
er Bob Michel, Leon Panetta, Kwasi 
Mfume, and I believe we will have a 
chance to proceed with this; but I 
think it would be very appropriate for 
us to proceed with consideration of the 
rules package that we have. 

The SPEAKER. Does any other Mem-
ber wish to be heard on the point of 
order? 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the point of order. The Con-
stitution defines a quorum to conduct 
business as the majority of each House. 

The question of course before us in 
this debate is, a majority of what? 
What is the denominator in that equa-
tion? 

The precedent holds that the total 
number of the membership of the 
House is those Members who are cho-
sen, sworn and living and whose mem-
bership has not been terminated by ac-
tion of the House. Removal by action 
of the House is also a defined term, ex-
pulsion by a vote of two-thirds in arti-
cle 1, section 5. 

The Constitution also gives the 
House the authority to compel attend-
ance when Members do not answer the 
call of the Chair in such manner and 
under such penalties as each House 
may provide. And, in fact, the Sergeant 
at Arms has been sent to gather Mem-
bers by force on prior occasions. 

This amendment before us to the 
rules gives the Speaker nearly unfet-
tered authority to change the number 
of the Members of the whole House to 
exclude Members who are chosen, 
sworn, and living but who do not an-
swer the call of the Chair. This would 
seem to amount to a constructive ex-
pulsion without a two-thirds vote of 
the whole House. 

For example, suppose the House is at 
its full complement of 435 Members. A 
quorum would then be 218. Now, sup-
pose only 400 Members answer the 
Speaker’s call for whatever reason. 
They are still living. They are still 
chosen. They are still sworn. They 
have not been expelled. Now a quorum 
by order of the Speaker would be 200. 
The House may conduct its business 
with only 200 Members present. If this 
is triggered in a time of national emer-
gency, the consequences could be dire. 

Mr. Speaker, we heard the distin-
guished chair, or maybe he is only the 
presumptive chair, of the Committee 
on Rules, at this point; but in any 
event, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DREIER) said a moment ago that 
this proposed rules change is constitu-
tional because the Constitution could 
not have contemplated that the House 
could not function. But the Constitu-
tion did not contemplate that the ma-
jority of the Members of the House 
might in fact be the victims of an act 
of mass terrorism. Those things were 
not contemplated at the time. 

The fact is we do need to amend the 
Constitution to take care of this very 
serious question; but this provision for 
the reasons stated by the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. BAIRD), for the 
reasons that I stated a moment ago, is 
clearly unconstitutional. Certainly, be-
fore we take such a measure, it de-
serves much more extensive debate and 
hearings and discussion than it can 
have by three or four speakers in this 
context now. 

So I urge that Members take careful 
consideration to the question of con-
stitutionality here. This may provoke 

court action, and we should not adopt 
this now in the context of an overall 
rules change with this very serious 
amendment to the Constitution, which 
is what it amounts to; it cannot re-
ceive adequate consideration in terms 
of its constitutionality either in terms 
of its merit. 

The SPEAKER. Does any other Mem-
ber wish to be heard on this point of 
order? 

The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
TAYLOR). 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I realize that September 11 
was a tragic day in America, certainly 
a wake-up call within the States. 

I also remind the Members of this 
body that in the War of 1812 this build-
ing was occupied by a foreign army. So 
for the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER) to say that they could not 
have foreseen these circumstances tak-
ing place, what in the heck is he talk-
ing about? This building was occupied 
and set on fire by a foreign army. And 
yet the Congress at that time did not 
try to change the rules so that a mi-
nority within a minority could govern. 

If we are going to amend the Con-
stitution, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. BAIRD) is exactly right: 
someone should offer a constitutional 
amendment. If we are going to change 
the law, then someone should offer a 
change to the law; but let us not 
through the House rules try to rewrite 
the Constitution of this Nation. 

This Nation has been around for a 
long time. It is going to be around for 
a long time, but only if we continue to 
do things as the Founding Fathers 
would have wanted us to do them and 
not some backdoor-approach like this. 

The SPEAKER. Does any other Mem-
ber wish to be heard on the point of 
order? If not, the Chair is prepared to 
rule. 

The gentleman from Washington 
makes a point of order that the resolu-
tion adopting the rules of the House for 
the 109th Congress is not in order be-
cause it contains a provision that the 
House does not have the constitutional 
authority to propose. 

As recorded in section 628 of the 
House Rules and Manual, citing numer-
ous precedents including volume 2 of 
Hinds’ Precedents at sections 1318–1320, 
the Chair does not determine the con-
stitutionality of a proposition or judge 
the constitutional competency of the 
House to take a proposed action, nor 
does the Chair submit such a question 
to the House as a question of order. 
Rather, it is for the House to deter-
mine such a question by its disposition 
of the proposition, such as by voting on 
the question of its consideration, as re-
corded in volume 2 of Hinds’ Prece-
dents of section 1255, or by voting on 
the question of its adoption, as re-
corded in volume 2 of Hinds’ Prece-
dents at section 1320. The Chair would 
apply these precedents even before the 
adoption of the Rules of the House as a 
matter of general parliamentary law. 

As such, the House may decide the 
issues raised by the gentleman by way 
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of the question of consideration of the 
resolution or the question of adopting 
the resolution. The point of order is 
not cognizable. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman 
proceeds, the Chair would like to an-
nounce that any Member-elect who 
failed to take the oath of office may 
present himself or herself in the well of 
the House prior to any vote. 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS-ELECT 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER), the gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. MALONEY) and the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. CORRINE BROWN), 
kindly come to the well of the House 
and take the oath of office at this time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mrs. MALONEY and 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida appeared 
at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office, as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will sup-
port and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that you will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same; that you take 
this obligation freely, without any mental 
reservation or purpose of evasion; and that 
you will well and faithfully discharge the du-
ties of the office upon which you are about 
to enter. So help you God. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, consistent 
with the oath of office that I just took, 
I would request that the question of 
consideration be put to the body. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House now consider House Resolu-
tion 5. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, 

this will be an electronic vote on the 
question of consideration. 

There was no objection. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 224, nays 
192, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 
11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 3] 

YEAS—224 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cox 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 

Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 

Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 

Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—192 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 

Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 

Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 

Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 

Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

PRESENT—1 

Rohrabacher 

NOT VOTING—11 

Barrow 
Capps 
Cole (OK) 
Feeney 

Johnson (CT) 
Larsen (WA) 
Millender- 

McDonald 

Pascrell 
Serrano 
Simmons 
Solis 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBER-ELECT 
The SPEAKER (during the vote). 

Will the gentleman from California 
(Mr. COX) kindly come to the well of 
the House and take the oath of office 
at this time. 

Mr. COX appeared at the bar of the 
House and took the oath of office, as 
follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation 
or purpose of evasion; and that you will 
well and faithfully discharge the duties 
of the office upon which you are about 
to enter, so help you God. 

b 1508 

Mr. RANGEL, Mr. OWENS and Mr. 
DAVIS of Tennessee changed their vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RADANOVICH changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the question of consideration was 
decided in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 
Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall vote 

No. 3 on consideration of H. Res. 5, I was un-
avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. PELOSI) or her des-
ignee, pending which I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. During 
consideration of the resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
rules package. I am also rising in sup-
port of the historic legislative agenda 
it will govern, for today marks the be-
ginning of what historians will likely 
look back upon as the most productive 
and significant Congress in decades. 
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The mandate granted the majority, 

evidenced by our increased majorities 
in both Houses of Congress and the 
first Presidential majority in 16 years, 
is clear. The American people have en-
trusted the state of their security, 
prosperity and families to us; and over 
the course of the next 2 years, that sa-
cred trust will be honored by action. 

We will continue to defend our home-
land and prosecute the war on terror 
without retreat, and without excuses. 
We will provide our military, and their 
families, with the resources they need 
to do their heroic work on behalf of the 
Nation they serve. 

We will hold rogue regimes account-
able for their mischief, and hold fast to 
our friends around the world, from defi-
ant democrats in Israel and Taiwan, to 
longstanding comrades-in-arms like 
the British and Australians, to our re-
surgent allies in New Europe. 

We will work with our ever-expand-
ing coalition of the willing to secure 
the fledging democracies in Afghani-
stan and Iraq, and with every political, 
economic, diplomatic and military tool 
at our disposal, see the war on terror 
through to victory. 

Domestically, our agenda will be no 
less audacious. We will continue the 
work begun in President Bush’s first 
term to cultivate an opportunity soci-
ety of economic choice and independ-
ence. We will continue to break down 
the walls, erected by 40 years of liberal 
policies, between the American people 
and their dreams. We will continue to 
provide seniors with access to afford-
able, quality health care while empow-
ering them with unprecedented retire-
ment security. 

We will continue to take on the 
three-headed monster of over-taxation, 
over-litigation and over-regulation 
that cuts the legs out from every sec-
tor of our economy. 

And while the 109th Congress helps 
increase our national security and 
prosperity, we will also help American 
families raise their children in a soci-
ety defined by the values that made 
our Nation secure and prosperous in 
the first place. We will continue to bet-
ter protect and educate our children, to 
protect the institution of marriage, to 
protect the Constitution from judicial 
activism, and protect the role of family 
and faith in the public square. 

This rules package before us now will 
help us do this important work, work 
the American people have hired us to 
do. 

And yet, rather than laying out a 
positive vision for the next 2 years, or 
for that matter even discussing the 
substance of the rules package itself, 
some may choose this debate to launch 
the first of what I imagine will be 
countless personal attacks against the 
integrity of the majority and, ulti-
mately, the integrity of this institu-
tion. 

It is a new year, Mr. Speaker, but an 
old game, and one to which we cannot 
afford to stoop. Too much is at stake; 
too much depends on the success of 
this historic 109th Congress. 

To my friends on the other side of 
the aisle, I would remind them all that 
I know what it means to be in the mi-
nority, to go into contentious votes 
certain of defeat, to always react to an 
agenda set by opponents. But I must 
also remind them that when Repub-
licans were in the minority, we en-
gaged in the battle of ideas. We devel-
oped, and specifically proposed, a sub-
stantive vision for the future of our 
Nation. 

In the 10 years since that vision was 
endorsed by our countrymen, we have 
been honored to work with all members 
of the minority on one issue or the 
other to develop successful legislative 
coalitions. 

With our close partisan margins and 
24-hour media culture, we sometimes 
forget we are opponents, not enemies. 
We would all do well to remember that, 
especially given the stakes, the signifi-
cance and, frankly, the sheer weight of 
the agenda before us. 

So I urge all Members to support the 
rules package before us so we can im-
mediately get to work on behalf of the 
men and women who sent us here. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to once 
again serve as leader; but even with all 
of the gratitude I feel toward you, our 
conference and toward this body, the 
source of the honor I feel today is not 
all in this Chamber. The source of the 
honor each of us rightfully feels today 
is our friends and families who have 
given us their love, the American peo-
ple who have given us their trust, the 
men and women in uniform who put 
their lives on the line for us every day, 
and our heavenly Creator who knitted 
us together in the womb. 

Mr. Speaker, may God bless the work 
and workers of the 109th Congress, may 
God bless the cause of justice and free-
dom around the world, and may God 
continue to bless the United States of 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the balance of the time allo-
cated to me be controlled by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 

from Texas (Mr. DELAY) for his fine 
statement and for yielding me the time 
to discuss this opening-day rules pack-
age. 

Mr. Speaker, the House is an institu-
tion built upon its rules. Accordingly, 
it is very appropriate that one of the 
first orders of business for this 109th 
Congress will be to adopt a rules pack-
age which is both true to the traditions 
and very forward thinking in its out-
look for the work of this Congress that 
lies ahead. 

The package we have before us rep-
resents the work product of many 
Members. During the initial stages of 
compiling this rules package back in 
November, the Committee on Rules re-

ceived 40 different proposals from both 
Democrats and Republicans. In addi-
tion to that, our committee staff has 
actively sought the input of the offi-
cers of the House, its committees and 
its caucuses to get their perspectives 
on the kinds of changes we can make 
to facilitate the work of the House. 

All of the ideas contained in this res-
olution reflect the considered judg-
ment of our colleagues and will ulti-
mately improve our ability to carry 
out our constitutional responsibilities. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD at this point detail on each of 
these changes in a section-by-section 
analysis. 
SECTION-BY-SECTION SUMMARY OF H. RES. 5, 

ADOPTING HOUSE RULES FOR THE 109TH CON-
GRESS 

SECTION 1. RESOLVED CLAUSE. 
The rules of the House of Representatives 

for the 108th Congress are adopted as the 
rules of the House for the 99th Congress with 
amendments as provided in section 2 and 
with other orders as provided in section 3. 
SEC. 2. CHANGES IN STANDING RULES. 

(a) Committee on Homeland Security. Cre-
ates a standing Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, and grants it legislative and over-
sight jurisdiction. First, the Committee’s ju-
risdiction includes overall homeland secu-
rity policy so that it can focus on national 
policies affecting the Federal government. 
Second, the jurisdiction includes authority 
over the Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS)’s internal administration. Third, the 
Committee would have jurisdiction over 
functions of the DHS relating to six specified 
areas. These include: (A) Border and port se-
curity (except immigration policy and non- 
border enforcement); (B) Customs (except 
customs revenue); (C) Integration, analysis 
and dissemination of homeland security in-
formation; (D) Domestic preparedness for 
and collective response to terrorism; (E) Re-
search and development; and (F) Transpor-
tation security. Additionally, the Committee 
would have broad oversight authority over 
government-wide homeland security mat-
ters. Finally, changes are made to the juris-
dictions of three committees. First, the 
Committee on the Judiciary’s jurisdiction is 
modified by adding new subparagraphs for 
Criminal law enforcement and Immigration 
policy and non-border enforcement. Second, 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure’s jurisdiction is modified to ex-
clude transportation security by adding ex-
ceptions in two subparagraphs. Third, the 
Committee on Ways and Means’ jurisdiction 
is modified by adding the word ‘‘revenue’’ to 
the clause containing customs. [Rule X] 

(b) General oversight responsibilities—in-
suring against duplicative programs. Adds to 
the required list of content included in each 
standing committee’s adopted oversight plan 
as submitted to the Committees on Govern-
ment Reform and House Administration a re-
view of Federal programs with a view to in-
suring against duplication of such programs. 
[Rule X, clause 2(d)(1)] 

(c)(1) Membership of Budget Committee. 
Permits one member of the Budget com-
mittee majority and one member of the mi-
nority to be ‘‘designated’’ by the respective 
elected leaderships. Current rules require 
such members to be ‘‘from’’ elected leader-
ship. [Rule X, clause 5(a)(2)] 

(c)(2) Rules Committee Organization. Au-
thorizes the chairman of the Committee on 
Rules to serve as chairman, notwithstanding 
the prohibition on serving more than three 
consecutive terms. [Rule X, clause 5(c)(2)] 

(d)(1) Privileged motions in committee— 
Recess subject to the call of the chair. Al-
lows for a privileged motion in committee to 
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recess subject to the call of the chair for a 
period less than 24 hours. Currently only a 
motion to recess from day to day is privi-
leged. [Rule XI, clause 1(a)(1)(B)] 

(d)(2) Motion to go to conference. Allows 
committees to adopt a rule directing the 
chairman of the committee to offer a privi-
leged motion to go to conference at any time 
the chairman deems it appropriate during a 
Congress. Currently a motion to request or 
agree to a conference with the Senate is 
privileged if the committee authorizes the 
chairman to make such a motion. [Rule XI, 
clause 2(a)] 

(e) Motion to suspend the rules. Extends 
suspension authority beyond Monday or 
Tuesday to include Wednesday. [Rule XV, 
clause 1(a)] 

(f) Repeal of Corrections Calendar. Re-
moves Corrections Calendar from the Stand-
ing Rules of the House. [Rule XV, clause 6] 

(g) Allows references to the Senate. Allows 
remarks in debate to include references to 
the Senate or its Members. Remarks are to 
be confined to the question under debate, 
avoiding personality. [Rule XVII, clause 1] 

(h) Provisional quorum. Provides for con-
tinuity of legislative operations in the House 
in the event of catastrophic circumstances. 
The rule allows for the House to conduct 
business with a provisional quorum only 
after a motion to compel members attend-
ance, as prescribed under clause 5(a) of rule 
XX, has been disposed of and the following 
occur in sequence without the House ad-
journing: (A) A call of the House or a series 
of calls of the House totaling 72 hours with-
out producing a quorum; (B) the Speaker, 
with the Minority and Majority Leaders, re-
ceive from the Sergeant-at-Arms (or his des-
ignee) a catastrophic quorum failure report 
and shall consult with the Minority and Ma-
jority Leaders on the contents of such report 
and shall announce the contents of such re-
port to the House; and (C) A further call of 
the House or series of calls are conducted for 
a total of 24 hours without producing a 
quorum. A catastrophic quorum failure re-
port is defined as a report advising that the 
inability of the House to establish a quorum 
is attributable to catastrophic cir-
cumstances involving natural disaster, at-
tack, contagion, or similar calamity ren-
dering Members incapable of being present. 
The report shall be prepared on the basis of 
the most authoritative information avail-
able after consultation with the Attending 
Physician, the Clerk and pertinent public 
health and law enforcement officials. A cata-
strophic quorum failure report shall describe 
the number of vacancies in the House, the 
names of Members considered to be 
inacapacitated, the names of Members not 
incapacitated, but otherwise incapable of 
being present, and the names of Members un-
accounted for. The report shall be updated 
every legislative day and such updates shall 
be made available to the House. [Rule XX, 
clause 5(c)] 

(i) Postponement of certain votes. Adds the 
motion to reconsider, tabling motions to re-
consider and amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole among those votes 
the Speaker may postpone to a designated 
place in the legislative schedule within two 
additional legislative days. [Rule XX, clause 
(a)(2)] 

(j)(1)–(2) Allowing the use of campaign 
funds to pay for certain official expenses. Al-
lows Members to use campaign funds to pay 
certain, limited types of official expenses 
(e.g., handheld communication devices). This 
change conforms House Rules to current law 
(Sec. 105, P.L. 108–83), and mirrors Rules that 
took effect in the Senate in 2002. [Rule XXIV 
and Rule XXIII, clause 6(c)] 

(j)(3) Use of frank for mass mailings before 
an election. Amends the rule to conform to 

section 3210 of title 39 United States Code, 
stating that a mass mailing is not frankable 
when it is postmarked less than 90 days be-
fore the date of a primary or general election 
which he is a candidate for public office. Cur-
rently the rules states 60 days. [Rule XXIV, 
clause 8] 

(j)(4) Gift rule on officially connected trav-
el. Expands the category of individuals who 
may accompany a Member or staff person on 
such a trip at the sponsor’s expense to in-
clude a relative of the Member or the staff 
person. Under a provision of the current gift 
rule (clause 5(b)(4)(D) of the House Rule 
XXV), a Member or staff person may be ac-
companied on a privately funded, officially 
connected trip, at the sponsor’s expense, 
only by either his or her ‘‘spouse or a child’’, 
and not by any other relative. [Rule XXV, 
clause 5(b)(4)(D)] 

(k)(1) Due process for Members. Affords 
Members the opportunity to be heard in the 
event the Standards Committee alleges the 
Member has violated or may have violated 
the Code of Conduct. Members may opt for 
either an adjudicatory proceeding or they 
can submit a response to the Committee re-
port/letter with their response being made 
public with Committee report/letter. Under 
the current rule, the Chairman and Ranking 
Member, or the Committee, may take action 
against a Member without a complaint, no-
tice, or the opportunity to be heard. [Rule 
XI, clause 3] 

(k)(2) Restore presumption of innocence. 
Provides that no action will be taken on a 
complaint unless the Chairman and Ranking 
Minority member of the Standards Com-
mittee, or the Committee itself, find within 
45 days that further investigation is merited 
by the facts of the complaint, maintaining 
the presumption of innocence. Currently, if 
the Chairman and Ranking Minority Member 
take no action on a properly filed complaint 
within 45 days, the matter automatically 
goes to an investigative committee. [Rule 
XI, clause 3] 

(k)(3) Right to counsel. Provides that 
Members may select a counsel of their 
choice even if that counsel represents other 
Members. [Rule XI, clause 3] 

(1) Technical and codifying changes. Tech-
nical and grammatical changes are made 
throughout the rules of the House. 
SEC. 3. SEPARATE ORDERS. 

(a)(1)–(a)(3) Continuation of budget en-
forcement mechanisms from the 108th. Clari-
fies that section 306 of the Budget Act (pro-
hibiting consideration of legislation within 
the Budget Committee’s jurisdiction, unless 
reported by the Budget Committee) only ap-
plies to bills and joint resolutions and not to 
simple or concurrent resolutions. It also 
makes a section 303 point of order (requiring 
adoption of budget resolution before consid-
eration of budget-related legislation) appli-
cable to text made in order as an original 
bill by a special rule. Specified or minimum 
levels of compensation for federal office will 
not be considered as providing new entitle-
ment authority. 

(a)(4) Continuation of budget ‘‘deeming’’ 
resolution from the 2nd Session of the 108th 
Congress. Establishes that the provisions of 
the Senate Concurrent Resolution 95 of the 
108th Congress, shall have effect in the 109th 
Congress until such time as a budget resolu-
tion for the fiscal year 2005 is adopted. 

(b) Extra subcommittees for Armed Serv-
ices, International Relations, and Transpor-
tation & Infrastructure. A waiver of Rule X, 
clause 5(d), is granted for Armed Services 
and Transportation & Infrastructure for 6 
subcommittees, and International Relations 
for 7 subcommittees in the 109th Congress. 

(c) Numbering of bills. In the 109th Con-
gress, the first 10 numbers for bills (H.R. 1 

through H.R. 10) shall be reserved for assign-
ment by the Speaker to such bills as he may 
designate when introduced. 

b 1515 
The gentlewoman from Virginia 

(Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) is the author of 
one important provision directing com-
mittees to review matters within their 
jurisdiction to ferret out duplicative 
government programs as part of their 
oversight planning at the beginning of 
each Congress. 

We are also making the ability to 
consider suspensions on Wednesdays 
permanent in this Congress after the 
very successful experiment we had with 
suspensions on Wednesday in the 108th 
Congress. 

The package includes important pro-
visions to allow us to function in situa-
tions where large numbers of Members 
are incapacitated. We discussed that 
earlier, Mr. Speaker. The provisional 
quorum language includes a number of 
safeguards to ensure that this institu-
tion can continue to operate during 
times of turmoil and to ensure that de-
mocracy will be preserved. We are liv-
ing in a post-9/11 world and it is very 
important that we continue to expend 
a lot of time and energy dealing with 
the institutional challenges as well as 
the challenges that our Nation faces 
under these circumstances. 

I would like to say, also, Mr. Speak-
er, that we will eliminate the correc-
tions calendar. This was originally in-
tended to make it easier to consider 
legislation making corrections to out-
right errors that are in law but it 
turned out to after a while become 
more cumbersome than other proce-
dures that we already have to deal with 
that, such as the suspension calendar. 

And, yes, Mr. Speaker, in a change 
guaranteed to draw applause from my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, 
the House rules will now allow us to 
make reference to the Senate and its 
members, so long as those references 
are confined to the question under de-
bate and that they avoid personality. 
The Senate has long had a similar pro-
vision and this new rule merely con-
forms our rules to theirs. I know that 
my colleagues and I share the desire to 
maintain our traditions of dignity and 
decorum in proceedings, and I believe 
that we can do that even with the rules 
change that I have just discussed. 

On another topic, the package makes 
a series of changes to our ethics rules. 
We included two provisions suggested 
by the chairman and the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct, number one, clari-
fying the rule on officially connected 
travel to allow a family member other 
than a spouse or child to travel with 
the Member at the sponsor’s expense 
and, two, conforming the rules of the 
House to current law which allow the 
use of campaign funds to pay for cer-
tain official expenses, such as cell 
phones. 

By the way, we also have included a 
provision suggested by the distin-
guished gentleman from Connecticut 
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(Mr. LARSON) to conform the rules of 
the House to current law with regard 
to the 90-day preelection limit on 
franked mail. 

The package also includes two other 
provisions addressing our ethics rules. 
The first gives Members the same 
rights to choose their counsel before 
the Ethics Committee that they would 
enjoy if they were a respondent in a 
court case. The second change address-
es an inequity in the Standards Com-
mittee process requiring an investiga-
tive subcommittee if the chairman and 
ranking member do not act within 45 
days. This change restores the pre-
sumption of innocence in our process. 
Let me say that we are going to be 
hearing from the distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct in just a few minutes, 
Mr. Speaker. 

As important as each of those 
changes are, perhaps the most impor-
tant change in this resolution will be, 
as the Speaker said in his very 
thoughtful opening statement here 
today, the creation of a new standing 
Committee on Homeland Security. It 
represents a far-reaching and critically 
important part of our overall strategic 
effort to protect the American people. 
The 9/11 Commission unanimously 
called for this action. They saw the 
need, and we believe most Members do 
as well. 

Over the past 3 years, the Congress 
has asked the American people to ac-
cept change in countless ways. We have 
mandated change at the Federal, State 
and local levels. We have asked for 
change from our allies and forced 
change upon our enemies. And we saw 
the need for change over 2 years ago, 
and we responded here, first with the 
enactment of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 and then with the formation 
of the Select Committee on Homeland 
Security. Their final report, a thor-
ough and complete study of homeland 
security jurisdiction as it relates to 
House rules, was transmitted to the 
Committee on Rules at the end of last 
year. This change in House rule X, 
which governs the committees and 
their legislative jurisdictions, is a deli-
cately crafted architecture. It creates a 
primary committee while recognizing 
the other legitimate oversight roles of 
existing committees. We envision a 
system of purposeful redundancy. By 
that, we mean more than one level of 
oversight and an atmosphere in which 
the competition of ideas is encouraged. 

With this jurisdiction and the legisla-
tive history that I will be placing in 
the RECORD, the Department of Home-
land Security will have more certainty 
as to which committee has the primary 
responsibility for homeland security. 
At the same time, the American people 
will live with the assurance that we are 
working to prevent anything from fall-
ing through the cracks. 

Mr. Speaker, the new committee will 
have jurisdiction over, first, overall 
homeland security policy; second, the 
organization and administration of the 

Department of Homeland Security; 
and, third, functions of the Department 
of Homeland Security relating to bor-
der and port security, except immigra-
tion policy and nonborder enforcement; 
customs, except customs revenue; the 
integration, analysis and dissemina-
tion of homeland security information, 
domestic preparedness for, and collec-
tive response to, terrorism, research 
and development, and transportation 
security as well. 

By approving this resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, the House will do what the 
Speaker and the 9/11 Commission as 
well as the President has asked us to 
do, consolidate jurisdiction of the 
House into one committee. This com-
mittee will be dedicated to setting na-
tional homeland security policy and to 
effectively overseeing that the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security carries out 
its mission. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, as we discuss 
this resolution, I will look forward to 
questions from my colleagues about ju-
risdictional matters, but I will say that 
clearly the issue of referral lies solely 
in the hands of the Speaker. I will in 
no way be responding in a manner 
which would infringe on that power of 
the Speaker. Once again I want to say 
on all of these issues, and especially 
the last one, which was a great chal-
lenge in trying to fashion a new Com-
mittee on Homeland Security with ju-
risdiction that emerged from many 
other committees was not an easy 
task. I want to congratulate Speaker 
HASTERT for the leadership that he has 
shown on this and I want to thank all 
of the committee chairmen who were 
involved in this process. I believe that 
with the passage of this House rules 
package, we will be able to create a 
stronger and a safer America, which is 
a priority for every single one of us 
who has taken the oath of office today. 

I urge support of this package of 
rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, all over Washington and 
in the country, people are talking 
today about the majority’s last-minute 
decision to abandon rules changes that 
would have eviscerated longstanding 
ethical guidelines in this House, and, 
with that, the integrity of the institu-
tion. And while in the end the majority 
was right to withdraw these provisions, 
they hardly deserve our congratula-
tions. The Republicans simply suc-
cumbed to tough criticism from every 
major ethics group in Washington, sev-
eral major news organizations and 
House Democrats. The rules changes in 
question were so egregious that rank- 
and-file Republicans would not support 
their leadership’s plan. The proposals 
were so offensive that the Ethics Com-
mittee chairman broke with his own 
leadership on the issue. 

One of the changes would have per-
mitted Members, indicted by a grand 

jury on felony counts, to continue to 
hold House leadership positions. The 
measure was similar to a conference 
rule the House Republican Conference 
passed last fall to protect its leadership 
in the event that one of them is in-
dicted. The fact that they ever consid-
ered changing the rules of the House in 
this disgraceful manner is a sad com-
mentary on the ethical compass of this 
body’s leadership. 

They also planned to eliminate a 30- 
year standing rule that Members of 
Congress could be disciplined for ac-
tions that brought dishonor and dis-
credit on this House, the people’s 
House. This standard is similar to the 
one that exists for the men and women 
serving in our military. How could 
they even think about changing the 
House rules in this regard when to do 
so would mean demanding a higher eth-
ical standard from an 18-year-old pri-
vate in the Army than we who sit in 
this hallowed Chamber? How could we 
ask more from our young people than 
we ask of ourselves? 

It is hard to believe that there was a 
time in the not too distant past when 
the Republicans touted their high eth-
ical and moral standards. Mr. Speaker, 
it seems to me that this entire episode 
has been a violation of the public trust. 
When Americans enter their voting 
booths and cast their ballots for Con-
gress, they give us a very precious gift, 
their trust. American voters expect, 
and rightly so, that we as Members of 
Congress will conduct ourselves at the 
highest ethical standard and uphold 
democratic principles such as integrity 
and accountability. How can we as the 
guardians of democracy spread the val-
ues of self-governance across the world 
if we refuse to govern ourselves right 
here in this Chamber? 

Mr. Speaker, though we should all be 
relieved that the Republicans were 
shamed into abandoning the most 
overtly egregious provisions, the re-
maining ethics provisions in today’s 
legislation will still destroy the House 
ethics process. I cannot say it more 
plainly than that. The ethics process 
will be destroyed. The tactics have 
changed, but the end result is the 
same. The House ethics system will be 
gutted. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct is the 
only evenly divided committee in the 
House. As the rule stands today, if the 
five Republicans and five Democrats on 
the committee do not reach agreement 
about the merits of an ethics com-
plaint, it is automatically referred to 
investigators. This approach was de-
signed to take the partisan politics out 
of the equation and to ensure that mer-
itorious complaints would be inves-
tigated regardless of the political 
winds of the day. Under the Republican 
rules package, one-half of the com-
mittee will now have the power to bury 
complaints, even the most meritorious 
ones. Under the rules package before us 
today, if the committee is deadlocked, 
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the ethics complaint dies. This one pro-
vision gives the Republicans an enor-
mous amount of control over who is 
and who is not investigated by the 
Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct. 

In practical terms, the Republicans 
have granted themselves veto power 
over any complaint it does not deem 
palatable. Mr. Speaker, this rules 
package would effectively eliminate 
the 45-day deadline the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct currently 
has to act on complaints. The 45-day 
requirement was designed to prevent 
ethics complaints from being buried 
away from public view and to ensure 
that those Members who should be held 
accountable for corruption would be. 
This provision ensures that no ethics 
complaint will move forward against a 
Republican without their leadership’s 
consent. 

Mr. Speaker, we can be sure that if 
these rules changes had been in place 
in the last Congress, no ethics com-
plaints would have seen the light of 
day. Under the Republicans, the ethical 
climate in Washington has eroded enor-
mously. When I speak to constituents, 
I find myself telling them to forget 
what they learned in school about how 
a bill becomes a law. In times past, our 
laws were written to serve the public 
interest. But today the sad reality is 
that corporations like Enron write our 
Nation’s policies. The Medicare drug 
bill that was rammed through Congress 
in the dead of night stands as a potent 
example of the ethical erosion of the 
House of Representatives. When the 
dust settled on the prescription drug 
vote, former Representative Billy Tau-
zin, the key author and then chairman 
of the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, had himself a $2-million-dollar- 
a-year job lobbying with the drug in-
dustry. After the ethical circus sur-
rounding the prescription drug vote, 
this body should be acting to strength-
en the ethics systems in this House, 
not to destroy it. We were even unable, 
Mr. Speaker, to ascertain from any of-
ficial of the Federal Government how 
much the bill actually cost. 

The Republican rules package will 
reduce this committee to a paper tiger. 
The American people deserve much 
better than to have a ‘‘for sale’’ sign 
placed on the United States House of 
Representatives. They deserve to be 
able to trust their elected leaders and 
have faith in the integrity of this insti-
tution. They should be able to expect 
accountability from their government. 
Unfortunately, the lesson we have here 
today is if you have the power and you 
break the rules, you can just change 
the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I know there are Mem-
bers on the other side of the aisle, be-
cause I know them, who care greatly 
about the integrity of this Chamber, 
and I know that there are freshmen 
Members here today eager to cast their 
first vote on behalf of the constituents 
whose trust they hold and the Con-
stitution they love. I challenge those 

new Members, and any other Repub-
lican who values integrity and the 
sanctity of the democratic process, to 
stand up for the values of those who 
trusted you to represent them. 

Mr. Speaker, at the close of this de-
bate, I will be asking Members to vote 
‘‘no’’ on the previous question so I can 
strike from the rules package language 
that would allow the Republicans to 
run out the clock on serious ethics 
complaints. Immediately following 
that vote, I will ask for a ‘‘yes’’ on a 
motion to commit the resolution so 
that we can add two important rules 
changes. The first would prohibit Mem-
bers from negotiating lucrative job 
deals that capitalize on their com-
mittee membership. The other would 
guarantee that Members have at least 3 
days to read a House report before vot-
ing on it. When bills are rushed to the 
floor, cobbled together at the last 
minute, warm from the machine, pages 
are missing or, worse, outrageous pro-
visions are slipped in by committee 
staff. 

b 1530 

Lest we forget, the provision that 
opened up private taxpayers’ records 
that was sneaked into last year’s omni-
bus spending bill was by just such a 
staff member. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote to strike the egregious ethics 
changes in this package. We owe it to 
the constituents we serve, to this insti-
tution, and to the Constitution that we 
adore and revere to restore the ethics 
and integrity to the people’s House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just want to say to the gentle-
woman from Rochester, New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER) that every single Member 
of this institution, Democrat and Re-
publican alike, is very concerned and 
focused on the integrity of this institu-
tion; and I believe that that is some-
thing which is an extraordinarily high 
priority for all of us. I believe that the 
package that we have coming before us 
is one which addresses many of the 
concerns that frankly were raised by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
very distinguished gentleman from 
Miami, Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART), my colleague on the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time. 

I rise in strong support of the rules 
package this afternoon. The different 
aspects that compose it are very im-
portant, and they will contribute to 
this House’s being able to function in a 
more efficient and effective manner in 
the next 2 years. The due-process-for- 
Members aspect of this rules package 
is extremely important precisely be-
cause of the integrity of the House. 
The integrity of the House includes the 

integrity of Members whose reputation 
may be impugned or unfairly attacked, 
and thus all Members that make up 
this House deserve due process. And 
that is what we are trying to achieve 
today. 

I have worked long and hard in the 
last 2 years, along with the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on 
Rules, the Speaker, and their staffs, to 
try to formulate a most difficult pro-
posal for something that is, despite its 
difficulty, very necessary, and that is a 
standing Select Committee on Home-
land Security. Due to the leadership of 
the Speaker of this House, that is be-
coming a reality today. We are doing it 
in this rules package. The provisional 
quorum safeguard is historic in nature, 
and it is constitutional. It is a con-
stitutional means to prevent the possi-
bility that terrorists could paralyze 
our representative government. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
and urge the adoption of this rules 
package. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Speaker, the first day of a new 
Congress should be a day for hope. It 
should be a day when all of us look for-
ward with optimism to the work ahead. 
But today is not that kind of day. In-
stead, the leadership of this House is 
beginning the new year in the worst 
possible way, by gutting the ethical 
standards of the United States House 
of Representatives. Talk about starting 
off on the wrong foot. 

In the rules package before us today, 
the Republican leadership is sending a 
very clear message. They are admitting 
that they are so ethically challenged 
that they cannot conform to the rules 
they previously adopted, so they must 
now relax those rules. What an awful 
example to the Nation and to the rest 
of the world. We should be strength-
ening the ethical standards of this 
House, not weakening them. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican Party 
regained a majority of seats in this 
body in 1994, in part by promising 
greater accountability and a more hon-
est system in the Nation’s capital. 
Their actions have been anything but 
honest; and now with this rules pack-
age, their rush to the bottom con-
tinues. Today is just one more example 
of the ethical lapses we have seen in 
this House, a House where major legis-
lation is now written by industry lob-
byists, a House where Members are not 
even given the courtesy of being able 
to read bills before they are voted on, 
and a House where bad behavior is not 
reprimanded, but rewarded. 

As Members of Congress, we should 
be held to the highest possible ethical 
standards. That means not breaking 
the law. That means not dancing 
around the law, and that means con-
ducting ourselves in a manner that re-
flects credibility on the House at all 
times. 
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Facing the possible indictment of a 

Member of their leadership, the Repub-
licans attempted in secret to change 
the rules to protect their ethically 
challenged colleagues. However, in the 
face of mounting public controversy, 
the public leadership caved last night 
and rescinded the change. They blinked 
and they buckled. But the Speaker’s 
spokesman commented on this flip-flop 
saying that the issue had become a 
‘‘distraction.’’ Not wrong, mind you, 
but just distracting. I am getting whip-
lash just watching all this stuff. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us be clear that 
the Republican leadership did not find 
religion in this issue. If they believed 
that what they were about to do was 
truly wrong, they would not have pro-
posed these rule changes in the first 
place. But while Republicans try to 
pull a fast one claiming that the ma-
jority leader fell on his sword for the 
good of his party, the truth is that the 
rules package for the 109th Congress 
still in a very meaningful way fun-
damentally weakens the ethics system 
here in the House of Representatives. 

I strongly urge the American people 
and members of the press and my col-
leagues to closely examine these rule 
changes, especially those made to the 
ethics standards. Under the old rules, a 
properly filed ethics complaint is auto-
matically investigated if that com-
plaint is not acted upon within 45 days. 

Remember, as the gentlewoman from 
New York stated, that the ethics com-
mittee is evenly divided between 
Democrats and Republicans; and to en-
sure that partisan politics did not pre-
vail in the ethics process, a tie vote en-
sures a formal investigation. 

But under this proposed rules pack-
age, there must be a majority vote to 
investigate a properly filed ethics com-
plaint; and if that complaint is not 
acted upon with within 45 days, that 
ethics complaint dies. In other words, 
Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the com-
mittee, whoever that may be, could 
stonewall the process, refuse to call for 
a vote, and ultimately kill any ethics 
complaint without any action. But this 
also allows any Member potentially 
under investigation to run the clock 
out by stonewalling investigators until 
the 45 days are up. 

The American people deserve better 
than this from their elected represent-
atives. We serve at the pleasure of our 
constituents, and we have a responsi-
bility to uphold the highest ethical 
standards. Over the past decade, the 
Republican leadership has careened 
down the pathway of irresponsibility, 
and now we are at a crossroads. There 
are those of us who truly believe Mem-
bers of Congress should be held to a 
higher standard and who will make a 
stand and fight for real accountability 
from our colleagues, and there will be 
those who blindly follow their leader-
ship, who vote to weaken the rules of 
this institution, first written by Thom-
as Jefferson, because they fear the ret-
ribution of their leaders. 

This should be a place where honesty 
and integrity are the standard, not a 

place where the rules are changed 
merely to protect a powerful few from 
their own ethical shortcomings. 

Mr. Speaker, we can stop this deba-
cle. Let us start over. Let us make this 
right. Let us make the House of Rep-
resentatives an example of high stand-
ards and ethical decency. I urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rules 
package. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Let me say after having heard from 
two of my Committee on Rules col-
leagues that I anxiously look forward 
to working with them in a bipartisan 
way to try to proceed with the delib-
erations in consideration of measures 
of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
HEFLEY), the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for yielding me this 
time. 

I am going to support this rules 
package. I was not. I came here today 
fully expecting not to support it; but 
because of the action taken last 
evening where we reconsidered some of 
the suggestions that had been made, I 
think we have a package now that we 
can live with. I think some of the rec-
ommendations that are in here are ill 
conceived, and I would hope to work 
with the chairman again in a bipar-
tisan way with him and his committee 
and with the leadership to make some 
additional changes as we go through 
the process. 

But I want to thank him and thank 
the Speaker and the leadership for ac-
commodating my concerns about some 
of the amendments that I thought were 
the most difficult and the ones that 
created the biggest problem in trying 
to implement the Code of Official Con-
duct. 

Each of us, in fact all of us, individ-
ually and collectively, have a responsi-
bility to maintain the highest standard 
of conduct for this House. And changes 
in the rules, as was said by the pre-
vious speaker, should strengthen, not 
weaken, those standards. As it stands 
now, I think the previous speaker said 
we are gutting the ethics committee 
standards now. We are not as it stands 
now. I would not be standing up here 
encouraging people to support the rules 
package if in any way I thought we 
were gutting it. We are tweaking it, 
and as I said earlier, we are tweaking 
some of it in a way that I wish we were 
not tweaking it, but it does not gut it. 
It is something that the rules work 
pretty well the way they are now, and 
this does not change that that much. 

I have had the privilege of serving on 
the Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct since 1997 and have had an ad-
ditional responsibility as serving as 
chairman since 2001. And during that 
time, I have learned one paramount 
lesson: ethics must be bipartisan. The 
ethics process must be bipartisan. Eth-

ics reform must be bipartisan, and the 
ethics committee must be bipartisan. 
And I can tell the Members the ethics 
committee is bipartisan. 

I see our ranking member over here. 
I could not have a better partner in 
this ethics process than the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN). 
The ethics committee is a bipartisan 
committee that follows the evidence 
wherever the evidence leads. Meaning-
ful ethics reform must be genuinely bi-
partisan. To have a bipartisan process, 
any significant change in the ethics 
rules must be made only after careful, 
thorough bipartisan consideration, as 
was done in 1989 and 1997. 

In 1989 and 1997, ethics reform came 
only after a broad consensus developed 
for change. I have always strongly sup-
ported reevaluating the ethics rules 
and procedures and making changes 
wherever a need is shown. I think a 
number of the criticisms of the ethics 
process that have been made over the 
past year are well taken and should be 
looked at. On the other hand, since I 
joined the committee, almost every 
significant decision, I believe every sig-
nificant decision, has been made on a 
unanimous vote. 

Despite the deletion of the amend-
ment that I found the most objection-
able to the Code of Conduct, the rules 
package includes a number of provi-
sions that would make major changes 
in the ethics-related rules, but as to 
which neither the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct nor 
Members outside the rules process were 
consulted. While I will not vote against 
the rules package because of these pro-
visions, I urge the leadership to recon-
sider all the amendments added to the 
committee’s procedural rules without a 
bipartisan process. 

In 1997 the House, through a bipar-
tisan task force, carefully studied the 
Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct’s enforcement procedures, 
made a series of changes. The rules 
package includes provisions that would 
significantly alter those procedures. It 
would be a mistake to reverse these bi-
partisan determinations without a bi-
partisan process of our own. 

The 45-day thing that has been men-
tioned, I do not like that. I think that 
creates a problem in trying to imple-
ment a fair and even-handed ethics 
process. I would like to see that re-
moved. 

When in 1997 the Bipartisan Task 
Force Report was before the House, the 
House significantly rejected, on a bi-
partisan vote of 181 to 236, an amend-
ment that would have required auto-
matic dismissal of any complaint after 
180 days, not 45 days. The reason for re-
jection of that amendment, as set out 
in the floor debate, is that such an ar-
tificial time limit on the life of a com-
plaint would serve to encourage dead-
lock within the committee and par-
tisanship among committee members. 

I could go on and on, Mr. Speaker. I 
think that is something we need to 
look at. The ranking member and I and 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:06 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04JA5.REC H04JA5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H17 January 4, 2005 
the members of the ethics committee 
have been considering a group of sug-
gestions that we would like to bring to 
the full House. We would like to do 
that, Mr. Speaker, shortly after the 
new session of Congress convenes, when 
we are ready for that process. I think 
that is the way it ought to be done. 
These are the people that struggle with 
these issues every day. I think they 
ought to be concerned about what we 
think would make the process better. 
They do not have to follow it, but at 
least be concerned about it. The proc-
ess in the House is not perfect. Let us 
strive to make it perfect. On this one 
issue, let us act together on a bipar-
tisan basis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) will control the time for 
the minority. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

5 minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the distinguished mi-
nority whip. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. I thank the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY) for his presentation. 

We were told the President wants to 
proceed on a bipartisan fashion in the 
next 4 years to deal with the important 
issues that confront our Nation. 

b 1545 

I think that is appropriate and, hope-
fully, we will do that. However, on this 
first day, the rules package is usually a 
partisan package. It was when Demo-
crats were in charge; it is now when 
Republicans are in charge. That is un-
derstandable. But as the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) has so cor-
rectly pointed out, there was an excep-
tion, and that exception was dealing 
with the ethics of this institution 
which, in fact, deals with the con-
fidence that the American public has in 
this institution. 

Mr. Speaker, the opening day of a 
new Congress should be one in which 
the interests of this institution are 
paramount. The body of rules we adopt 
to govern debate, decorum, and the ac-
tions of our Members should reflect 
that. To be sure, the American people 
who elected us to this great body can 
expect to see sharp differences on this 
floor over the substance of legislation. 
That is as the framers of the Constitu-
tion planned. 

But the framers also intended, I be-
lieve, and the American people deserve 
to know, that this House is committed 
to holding its Members to the highest 
ethical standards. 

Today, as I think has been attested 
to by the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. HEFLEY), the House moves in the 
wrong direction. The rules proposed for 
the 109th House ignore the funda-
mental principle of protecting the eth-
ics of this House. The proposed Repub-
lican rules before us will seriously 
weaken the ability of the Committee 

on Standards of Official Conduct to en-
force standards of integrity by pro-
viding that no action will be taken on 
a properly filed ethics complaint after 
45 days unless the committee votes by 
a majority vote to take action. The 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) 
will speak, who chaired with Bob Liv-
ingston, our former colleague, the 
amendment of these rules. 

Under the current rules, which have 
functioned well since 1997, a properly 
filed complaint that has not been ad-
dressed by the chair and ranking mem-
ber or the committee itself automati-
cally goes to an investigative sub-
committee. That is as it should be. In-
action ought not to be tantamount to 
dismissal. That is what this proposal 
does. The Republican proposal would 
make it extremely difficult to inves-
tigate properly filed complaints. 

Under this new rule, either side, ei-
ther side will be able to guarantee a 
deadlock when a legitimate, factually 
strong ethics complaint against a 
Member is filed, provided the chair or 
ranking member take no action. 

We have been told that the most 
egregious attempts to weaken the eth-
ics systems have been abandoned. I beg 
to differ. The most egregious attempt 
is the one before us now currently re-
maining in this rule. Let no one miss 
this distinction: the proposal to pro-
tect an indicted leader, a proposal that 
has been withdrawn by the majority, 
always was speculative, because we do 
not know if a leader will be indicted. In 
sharp contrast, however, the rule be-
fore us will have a concrete, demon-
strable effect on every ethics com-
plaint filed from this day forward. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct is the 
only mechanism that this institution 
has to police itself. When we weaken 
the committee, we weaken the stand-
ards that we are all expected to uphold, 
and we erode public confidence in this 
institution. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER) spoke eloquently to the main-
tenance of the status quo when he was 
in the minority urging us to be vigilant 
in rooting out unethical behavior in 
this institution. He was right then. He 
is not correct now in offering this rule 
which weakens that process. 

The adoption of this rule will sub-
stantially weaken our commitment to 
ensuring ethical conduct. I think the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) 
was right in his letter. I think he had 
the intellectual honesty and integrity 
on this floor when he spoke. He is 
going to vote for the rule because he 
believes that some offensive aspects of 
the proposal have been taken out. But 
I tell my friend that the most egre-
gious, long-lasting, impacting change 
remains in this package. 

Therefore, I urge my colleagues on 
behalf of the American people, on be-
half of the integrity of this institution, 
on behalf of our commitment to ensure 
ethical conduct on behalf of the Amer-
ican people, that this not be passed. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would like to respond to my very 
good friend from Maryland by saying 
that I may not be as eloquent today as 
I was when I was in the minority, but 
I continue to share my very strong 
commitment to ensure the integrity 
and the behavior of Members of this in-
stitution. I also will say as my friend 
said, it is very clear that the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY), 
chairman of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct, has made it 
clear that he is supportive of this pack-
age. I and my colleagues looked at 
these recommendations, all of which 
emerged from members and former 
members of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct. I also believe 
that it is very possible for us to main-
tain the highest ethical standards and 
to continue to ensure, to now ensure 
that due process is entitled to Members 
of this institution as they proceed with 
matters before that committee. 

So I believe that this package is one 
which should enjoy strong bipartisan 
support, because when it comes to mat-
ters of ethics it will address the con-
cern and the protection of Members of 
both the minority and the majority, as 
well as this institution as a whole. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOL-
LOHAN), the ranking member of the 
Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct. 

(Mr. MOLLOHAN asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to address the ethics-related 
provisions that are in this package at 
the insistence of the Committee on 
Rules. I had the honor of serving as 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct in the 
last Congress. It was an honor to serve 
with the gentleman from Colorado 
(Chairman HEFLEY), as he always man-
aged to chair the committee in a com-
pletely bipartisan manner. 

The headlines in this morning’s paper 
say ‘‘GOP Abandons Ethics Changes.’’ 
It turns out that the headline is at best 
only half right. It is true that the most 
outrageous ethics undermining provi-
sion has been deleted from the rules 
package, but other provisions, provi-
sions that would make major changes 
in the way the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct handles en-
forcements of the rules, they remain. 

There should be no misunderstanding 
that these provisions that remain 
would seriously undermine the ethics 
process in the House, both because of 
the changes they would make in com-
mittee procedures, but, and equally im-
portant, because of the partisan way in 
which they are being adopted. If there 
is to be a meaningful, viable ethics 
process in the House, it must be a 
genuinely bipartisan process. That 
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point should be self-evident. How could 
there be a legitimate ethics process 
that is operated on a partisan basis? 
And to have a bipartisan process, it is 
absolutely essential that any major 
changes in the rules be made on a truly 
bipartisan basis. What is more, because 
of the importance and the sensitive na-
ture of the ethics rules, it is also essen-
tial that any proposed changes be con-
sidered in a thoughtful, considered, and 
open way, with all Members being 
given the opportunity for input, Demo-
crats and Republicans. 

Until today, the House recognized 
these fundamental points. Until today, 
the House has not attempted to make 
major changes in the ethics rules or 
the Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct procedures in a slapdash way, 
with literally only hours of consider-
ation, and on a party line vote. 

It will probably come as no surprise 
that the materials issued by the Com-
mittee on Rules that attempt to justify 
these amendments are based entirely 
on misstatements of the current rules. 
For example, under the benign sound-
ing heading, ‘‘Restore Presumption of 
Innocence,’’ the Committee on Rules 
memorandum states, ‘‘Currently, if the 
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber take no action on a properly filed 
complaint within 45 days, the matter 
automatically goes to an investigative 
subcommittee.’’ Fine. But that state-
ment is incomplete and, therefore, mis-
leading. 

The rules that have been in effect 
since 1997 clearly provide that at any 
time that a complaint is before the 
chairman and ranking member for con-
sideration, either one of them may 
place the complaint on the commit-
tee’s agenda and when either one of 
them does that, an investigative com-
mittee cannot be established without a 
majority vote of the committee. 

Another example, Mr. Speaker. 
Under the heading ‘‘Due Process for 
Members,’’ the Committee on Rules 
memorandum states that, ‘‘Under the 
current rule, the chairman and ranking 
member or the committee may take 
action against a Member without a 
complaint, notice, or the opportunity 
to be heard.’’ 

This statement clearly implies that 
the committee may determine that a 
Member has committed a violation or 
impose a sanction without the Member 
having such rights, and that sugges-
tion, Mr. Speaker, is flatly wrong. The 
rules are replete with the rights for 
Members who are accused of any viola-
tion. 

When you turn to the actual text of 
the ‘‘due process’’ amendments, you 
find that what these amendments are 
concerned with is not committee ac-
tions that impose sanctions or deter-
mine violations, but instead on com-
mittee letters or statements that ‘‘ref-
erence the official conduct of a Mem-
ber.’’ It may be well that the rules 
should provide certain rights to a 
Member whose conduct is going to be 
discussed in a letter or statement that 

the committee issues publicly, but 
what should those rights be? They 
should be determined through a delib-
erative, fair, bipartisan process. 

But one specific right that this pro-
posed rule provides to those Members 
is the right to demand an immediate 
trial in front of an adjudicatory sub-
committee of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct. But in the cir-
cumstances that the rule addresses, 
that trial would take place before the 
committee has conducted any formal 
investigation of the matter. No com-
mittee that is serious about conducting 
its business would allow itself to be put 
in that circumstance. So the effect of 
this amendment would be that when-
ever any alleged misconduct is brought 
to the committee’s attention, the com-
mittee may be forced to choose be-
tween either launching a formal inves-
tigation of the matter or dismissing it 
entirely. Both of these rule changes 
lack careful consideration and, more 
seriously, are brought to us today 
through a partisan process. 

I’d like to address the ethics-related provi-
sions that are in this package at the insistence 
of the Rules Committee. I had the honor of 
serving as ranking member of the Ethics Com-
mittee in the last Congress, and I also served 
on the committee for 6 years during another 
time of controversy in the late 1980s. It was 
an honor to serve during the last 2 years with 
Chairman HEFLEY, as he always managed the 
committee in a completely bipartisan manner. 

A headline in this morning’s newspaper 
says, ‘‘GOP abandons ethics changes.’’ It 
turns out that the headline is at best only half 
right. It’s true that the most outrageous ethics- 
undermining provision has been deleted from 
the rules package, but other provisions—provi-
sions that would make major changes in the 
way the Ethics Committee handles enforce-
ment of the rules—remain. 

There should be no misunderstanding that 
these provisions that remain would seriously 
undermine the ethics process in the House, 
both because of the changes they would make 
in committee procedures, and, equally impor-
tant, because of the partisan way in which 
they would be adopted. 

If there is to be a meaningful, viable ethics 
process in the House, it must be a genuinely 
bipartisan process. That point should be self- 
evident—how could there be a legitimate eth-
ics process that is operated on a partisan 
basis? And to have a bipartisan process, it’s 
absolutely essential that any major changes in 
the rules be made on a truly bipartisan basis. 
What’s more, because of the importance, and 
the sensitive nature of the ethics rules, it’s 
also essential that any proposed changes be 
considered in a thoughtful, considered, and 
open way, with all Members being given the 
opportunity for input—Democrats and Repub-
licans. 

Until today, the House recognized these 
fundamental points. Until today, the House 
has not attempted to make major changes in 
the ethics rules or the Ethics Committee pro-
cedures in a slapdash way, with literally only 
hours of consideration, and on a party-line 
vote. 

It will probably come as no surprise that the 
materials issued by the Rules Committee that 
attempt to justify these amendments are 

based entirely on misstatements of the current 
rules. For example, under the benign-sounding 
heading, ‘‘Restore Presumption of Innocence,’’ 
the Rules Committee memorandum states, 
and I quote: 

‘‘Currently, if the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member take no action on a properly 
filed complaint within 45 days, the matter auto-
matically goes to an investigative sub-
committee.’’ 

That statement is incomplete—and therefore 
misleading. The rules that have been in effect 
since 1997 clearly provide that at any time 
that a complaint is before the chairman and 
ranking member for consideration, either one 
of them may place the complaint on the com-
mittee’s agenda, and when either one of them 
does that, an investigative subcommittee can-
not be established without a majority vote of 
the committee. 

Another example: under the heading, ‘‘Due 
Process for Members,’’ the Rules Committee 
memorandum states that, and I quote: 

‘‘Under the current rule, the chairman and 
ranking member, or the committee, may take 
action against a Member without a complaint, 
notice, or the opportunity to be heard.’’ 

This statement clearly implies that the com-
mittee may determine that a Member has 
committed a violation or impose a sanction 
without the Member having such rights, and 
that suggestion is flatly wrong. The rules are 
replete with rights for Members who are ac-
cused of any violation, and because of the bi-
partisan makeup of the committee, Members 
are typically accorded rights well beyond those 
required by the rules. 

When you turn to the actual text of the ‘‘due 
process’’ amendments, you find that what 
these amendments are concerned with is not 
committee actions that impose sanctions or 
determine violations, but instead committee 
letters or statements that ‘‘reference the offi-
cial conduct of a Member.’’ It may well be that 
the rules should provide certain rights to a 
Member whose conduct is going to be dis-
cussed in a letter or statement that the com-
mittee issues publicly, but what should those 
rights be? 

They should be determined through a delib-
erative, fair, bipartisan process. But one spe-
cific right that this proposed rule provides to 
those Members is the right to demand an im-
mediate trial in front of an adjudicatory sub-
committee of the Ethics Committee. But in the 
circumstances that the rule addresses, that 
trial would take place before the committee 
has conducted any formal investigation of the 
matter. No committee that is serious about 
conducting its business would allow itself to be 
put in that circumstance. So the effect of this 
amendment would be that whenever any al-
leged misconduct is brought to the commit-
tee’s attention, the committee may be forced 
to choose between either launching a formal 
investigation of the matter, or dismissing it en-
tirely. There would be no chance for an expe-
dited resolution of the case, even in those in-
stances in which the committee believes it al-
ready has all the basic facts, and the conduct 
involved probably does not warrant a formal 
sanction. Both of these rule changes lack 
careful consideration and, more seriously, are 
brought to us today through a partisan proc-
ess. 

But the proposed amendment that raises 
even more concern is the one that provides 
for automatic dismissal of any complaint that 
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is not acted upon within a period as short as 
45 days. When the House last considered Eth-
ics Committee procedures, in 1997, it rejected, 
on a bipartisan vote, an amendment that 
would have required the automatic dismissal 
of any complaint that is not acted upon within 
180 days. 

The reason that amendment was rejected is 
that it was recognized that such a time limit 
would encourage deadlock on the committee, 
and partisanship among the committee mem-
bers. Under a time limit, if one side or the 
other is uncomfortable about dealing with a 
particular complaint, those Members don’t 
have to discuss it or otherwise try to deal with 
it—by their just doing nothing, the complaint 
will disappear. Yet now this provision for auto-
matic dismissal has reappeared, and this time 
it has a far shorter time frame for committee 
consideration than the nearly identical provi-
sion that the House soundly rejected in 1997. 

I want to close by asking all Members, in-
cluding all Members of the leadership on both 
sides of the Aisle, to give some serious con-
sideration—not just today, but in the weeks 
and months ahead—to whether you genuinely 
want to have a meaningful ethics process in 
the House, and what we as Members, individ-
ually and collectively, have to do in order for 
such a process to exist. As I said at the out-
set, for this process to exist, it has to be a 
truly bipartisan one, and it has to be treated 
with seriousness and respect. It has to be rec-
ognized that the basic purpose of the process 
is to consider and address legitimate ethics 
concerns, and if Members are successful in 
using the process for partisan, political pur-
poses, it is going to fail. The approval of these 
amendments would seriously undermine the 
process and, for that reason alone, this rules 
package should be defeated. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
happy to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT), the very distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Science. 

(Mr. BOEHLERT asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of this balanced rules 
package. I want to speak particularly 
to the provisions regarding homeland 
security. To determine whether a pro-
posed regime to oversee homeland se-
curity is appropriate, one cannot just 
look at a flow chart. The simplest 
structure is not necessarily the best, 
nor is one that is unduly complex. One 
has to look at how a proposed struc-
ture will actually function and what it 
can and cannot accomplish. 

The homeland jurisdiction being pro-
posed in this package strikes the right 
balance between a system that is too 
centralized and one that is too diffuse. 
First, I should say that the most im-
portant and necessary change regard-
ing governance of the Department of 
Homeland Security was made 2 years 
ago when we created a Subcommittee 
on Homeland Security on the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. But having a 
single committee that can look across 
the Department of Homeland Security 
from an authorizing perspective is also 
a sensible move, and the new com-
mittee created in this package will do 
that. 

b 1600 
What would not make sense, how-

ever, simple as it might seem, is giving 
sole authority over all aspects of home-
land security to the new committee. 
Homeland security is too diffuse and 
important a government activity to 
rest with one committee. Almost every 
activity of every Federal agency has 
some relationship to homeland secu-
rity, and almost every activity of the 
Department of Homeland Security im-
pinges on the activities of other agen-
cies. 

An appropriate congressional over-
sight structure has to take account of 
that basic fact. A structure that overly 
centralized homeland security over-
sight would make it harder to evaluate 
the Department of Homeland Security 
in the context of the other activities of 
the Federal Government. An overcen-
tralized structure could also make a 
congressional committee a captive of 
the agency that it oversees. 

I know that it is very easy to deni-
grate arguments against a single, cen-
tralized Select Committee on Home-
land Security as so much turf fighting. 
But in reality it is simply intellectu-
ally lazy to assume that a centralized 
structure would enable Congress to do 
its work more effectively. 

I found especially ironic a Wash-
ington Post editorial that called for a 
highly centralized structure. The edi-
torial argued that a centralized com-
mittee would be more efficient because 
the Department of Homeland Security 
would not have to answer questions 
from a lot of different committees. 
Well, it would also be more efficient if 
the Department did not have to re-
spond to questions from a lot of dif-
ferent news outlets, but presumably 
The Post would argue that there are 
advantages to forcing the Department 
to respond to reporters with a variety 
of areas of expertise and a variety of 
perspectives. 

The Post certainly would not want 
the only news outlet to be an in-house 
publication. So I want to applaud the 
House leadership for doing what it has 
done, and I stand in strong support of 
this rules package. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN). 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, the chair-
man of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct is correct when he 
says that ethics reform must be bipar-
tisan and if the House is to have mean-
ingful bipartisan ethics process, 
changes of this magnitude can be 
made, as they were in 1997, only after 
thoughtful, careful consideration on a 
bipartisan basis. There has been no ef-
fort to look at the rules changes on 
ethics in a bipartisan manner. 

In 1997 when I co-chaired the Com-
mittee on Ethics Reform along with 
Bob Livingston, the changes that we 
made were done after deliberation, and 
after Democrats and Republicans, 
working together, came before the 
House and we did make major changes. 

And we instituted the 45-day rule for 
assigning a proper complaint for inves-
tigation; but we changed the rules in 
1997. We made it clear that you can 
move towards an informal investiga-
tion without a finding that it merits 
further inquiry or a resolution of pre-
liminary inquiry because we did not 
want any matter of guilt or wrong-
doing for the committee to be able to 
get the facts necessary to decide 
whether to go to formal investigation. 

Yet this rules change which would 
allow after 45 days inaction to dismiss 
a complaint makes inaction action, 
and it can be done on a very partisan 
basis. Now, that is wrong. That is not 
how it should be. 

The rules as they are currently con-
figured in order to move a complaint 
past the committee, you have to have 
the bipartisan agreement of the com-
mittee because you have to have a vote 
in the committee. It guarantees a proc-
ess will move forward in a bipartisan 
manner and, in fact, the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct has oper-
ated in a bipartisan manner because of 
the way the rules are configured. 

If this rule is changed, you are mak-
ing it much more likely that the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct will act in a very partisan matter 
because they will be able to delay for 45 
days, which does not take a lot of ef-
fort to figure out how to delay for 45 
days. We have enough lawyers on the 
Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct that will be able to figure out 
that one. And it will be done on a par-
tisan basis that will leave a cloud on 
the Member and a cloud on this insti-
tution. You should not have that in 
this rule. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield for the purpose of making a unan-
imous consent request to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER). 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
rules package. 

Every House Member should vote to put the 
House on record against ethical and proce-
dural abuses that contaminate this institution. 

The stench of special interest corruption is 
overwhelming Congress, and repulsing the 
public. It is time the House Rules reflected the 
ethical standards and common sense of the 
American people. 

I came to this House 30 years ago, and our 
historic incoming class brought with it one of 
the strongest tides of reform ever seen: rules 
were changed, chairmen were replaced, pro-
cedures were modernized so that the voice of 
the people was heard, and respected, in this 
House of the people. 

Ten years ago, the Republicans took control 
of the House, promising a new era of reform. 
To read the national newspapers, it is evident 
to everyone—except themselves—that the Re-
publicans have betrayed their promise of re-
form. They have tolerated misconduct and en-
shrined special interests as never before. 

Today, we give them, and all Members, an 
opportunity to restore public trust by voting for 
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two commonsense amendments to the House 
rules. 

First, no sitting Member should negotiate for 
a new job with any organization that has had 
business before his or her committee for a 
year. That’s not hard to understood: no one 
should be shaping public policy with an eye on 
a future private sector salary. 

Second, no bill should be brought to the 
House floor unless Members have had 3 days 
to read it first. That’s not hard to understand: 
we should not be passing bills that are hun-
dreds of pages in length—sometimes over 
1,000 pages—without ever having seen what 
is in the bill. Ronald Reagan thought it was a 
bad idea; surely today’s House Republicans 
can agree. 

Let’s be honest about it: 99 percent of the 
American people outside the Beltway will 
agree with both of these principles—no negoti-
ating for new jobs with special interests; Mem-
bers should know what they are voting on be-
fore it becomes law. We shouldn’t even have 
to have a debate. But we do. 

Less than a month ago, the Nation was 
stunned to learn that the committee chairman 
who had fashioned a blatantly pro-drug indus-
try, anti-senior, anti-consumer prescription 
drug law was retiring and taking a job with the 
pharmaceutical industry. In fact, our former 
colleague assumes his job with PhRMA today, 
just as we are taking our oaths of office. 

Mr. Tauzin will reportedly be earning a sal-
ary nearly 13 times what he earned when he 
wrote that pro-industry bill—one of the best 
paid lobbyists in Washington. 

He earned it. That prescription drug law will 
enrich him, but it takes billions of dollars out 
of the pockets of America’s senior citizens—by 
prohibiting them from purchasing cheaper 
drugs from Canada, and by prohibiting the 
Federal Government from negotiating with the 
pharmaceutical industry—his new employer— 
for lower drug prices. That’s worth billions to 
the drug industry. 

While the deal was not announced until last 
month, the discussions began a year ago, as 
was widely reported at the time. In fact, a top 
aide to the Republican leadership was quoted 
last January 24 on CNN.com as saying that 
Republican Congressman Tauzin’s negotiation 
with PhARMA ‘‘doesn’t look very good.’’ 

It doesn’t look ‘‘very good’’ today either, as 
millions of seniors face higher drug prices 
thanks to the Tauzin bill, and Bill Tauzin takes 
office to improve the tattered image of the 
drug industry. 

We all know this stinks. And so do our con-
stituents. Let’s put an end to it today by bar-
ring negotiations for private jobs by Members 
of Congress. That’s what our constituents 
would want us to do. 

And at the same time, let’s put an end to 
the outrageous practice of voting on complex 
and lengthy bills before Congress has had 
time to read them—bills like that prescription 
drug bill Bill Tauzin wrote while he was listen-
ing to PhARMA’s whispers in his ears. 

Isn’t it bad enough that Republicans majority 
writes the bills in secret, without input from the 
Democrats who represent 48 percent of the 
country? Without scrutiny by the press? With-
out review by the public 

Must we also vote on secret legislation, 
without reading it, without knowing the tax 
breaks and earmarked spending for special in-
terests that have been stuck in without any re-
view? 

I urge all Members to put party aside and 
vote the way your constituents would want you 
to vote: an end to private job negotiations 
while serving in public office, and full disclo-
sure of the contents of legislation before we 
vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I also vigorously oppose the 
proposed rule change that would allow an eth-
ics investigation to end after 45 days of the 
Ethics Committee of five Democrats and five 
Republicans remained deadlocked. 

Today, the Republicans are once again put-
ting partisan politicians ahead of ethics by 
moving forward with their plan to shield their 
embattled majority leader—TOM DELAY—from 
any further investigation. 

The goal of this change is to block the Eth-
ics Committee from considering pending and 
future matters that could prove to be dam-
aging to their party. 

Under the present rules, if the chair and the 
ranking minority member of the Ethics Com-
mittee cannot agree whether to investigate a 
complaint, the committee begins an initial in-
vestigation into the matter. 

But, under the Republicans’ proposed rule 
change, the Republican chairman of the Ethics 
Committee—who is handpicked by the Speak-
er—could simply refuse to examine a com-
plaint. 

After 45 days, the complaint would be 
dropped, without even an initial investigation 
into the matter. 

This new rule would allow Republicans to 
block pending ethics matters and prevent fu-
ture investigations from moving forward. And 
the reason is very simple: there are at least 
two matters currently pending against Repub-
lican leaders, including Majority Leader TOM 
DELAY. 

Contrary to this morning’s press reports, the 
Republicans haven’t backed away from their 
attempts to shield DELAY from further inves-
tigation, they’ve simply become a little more 
deceptive in how they’re doing it. 

Last year, when the Ethics Committee ad-
monished DELAY three times, it deferred ac-
tion on another serious charge—his role in 
funneling illegal soft money into Texas races 
through his State PAC—until after the inves-
tigation against him had been completed. 

The rule change now proposed by his Re-
publican colleagues would allow the Repub-
lican chairman of the committee to block any 
further investigation of DELAY’s activities, 
shielding the minority leader from further ad-
monishments even if he is indicted by a grand 
jury. 

Also pending is an investigation of Repub-
lican lobbyist, Jack Abramoff, and former 
DELAY staffer, Michael Scanlon, and their ties 
to several Republican members. Changing the 
ethics rules would permit the Republicans to 
halt any investigation of the Abramoff scandal 
and the Members who could be implicated in 
their outrageous looting of Native Americans. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this unbalanced and 
improper rules package. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT). 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, we are 
making a terrible mistake here today 
by changing the rule in terms of the 
provision that would simply require no 
action after a 45-day period because, as 
the earlier speaker immediately pre-
ceding me indicated, what we will have 

done is change a nonpartisan com-
mittee that is based on a nonpartisan 
process into one that provides for a 
partisan veto over action where the be-
havior of an individual Member or 
Members is at question. That, I suggest 
and submit, is something that this in-
stitution will suffer from. 

There has been much discussion re-
cently regarding this package. It was 
anticipated that there would be addi-
tional provisions that were not sub-
mitted today, but let us be clear what 
is at risk here. It is the confidence of 
the American people in the integrity of 
this institution. Perception, as we all 
know, is reality. And when the Amer-
ican people understand very clearly 
that we now have a Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct in which 
either side has a veto, it will under-
mine the confidence of the people in 
our ethical process. 

My question to the proponents would 
be, what is wrong with the current 
rules? We have operated on them. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN), a mem-
ber of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding me time. 

The gentlewoman is correct: I cur-
rently serve on the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct. And de-
spite what I read in the morning pa-
pers, the Republican leadership is 
eliminating a major traditional ethics 
standard of the House. While we are re-
lieved that the Republican leadership 
did not go as far as they wanted to, I do 
not think we can be happy with the 
trend that is clearly downwards as it is 
today. 

The new rule means no ethics viola-
tions will be investigated of party lead-
ers, whether they be Republican or 
Democratic, control their members, 
since a tie vote means a dismissal. The 
logical result is more partisan political 
pressure on the committee members. 

America was intended to be a city on 
a hill with the highest standards for 
the government in the world; and 
sadly, today we are lowering those 
standards. 

The majority is proud of their polit-
ical power and their skills at political 
games, and politics is an important 
part of our business; but principles 
must be held above politics because no 
man can serve two masters, both prin-
ciples and politics. 

When we are guided by only political 
consideration in the House leadership 
today, the House abandons its prin-
ciples and the moral compass. 

I do not enjoy serving on the com-
mittee. I do know something about leg-
islative ethics, having first been elect-
ed to the State house of representa-
tives after a tremendous Sharpstown 
bank scandal in Texas 1972. Born and 
raised in Texas, I understand what it 
means about conservative government, 
but I cannot begin to explain how 
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eliminating a traditional ethics stand-
ard is conservative in the slightest. 

The House leadership can fool some 
of the people some of the time, like 
they did today when the papers said 
they were dropping ethics changes, 
when they clearly continue to weaken 
the standards. However, the people rec-
ognize this for what it is, a weakening 
of our government’s ethics in pursuit 
of political parity by one party, be it 
Democrat or Republican. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. LOFGREN). 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the proposed changes in 
the ethics rules. 

I served for 8 years on the Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct, and 
it is not an enviable assignment. But 
Members who have never served on the 
committee would be proud of how these 
tasks are approached. It is a committee 
that is evenly split. In the 8 years I 
served, we had unanimous votes. 

The Members who serve think about 
the institution. They are there to serve 
the American people and the institu-
tion. It has not been a partisan body. It 
has been one that holds other Members 
to a high ethical standard. These rules 
will undermine the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct, and the 
process of using the Committee on 
Rules rather than the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct to delib-
erate on the changes is also undercut-
ting the Committee on Standards of Of-
ficial Conduct. 

I recommend that we do not support 
these rule changes. And I also want to 
mention on the homeland security pro-
vision of the rule, it is a huge mistake 
to ‘‘murky up’’ the jurisdiction over 
cybersecurity. We are at tremendous 
risk for a cyberattack, and the changes 
in that area will make us less safe. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR) for purposes of a colloquy. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DREIER) for yielding me 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, my question to the gen-
tleman concerns the change to the 
rules that would allow Members to use 
campaign funds to purchase cell 
phones. As you know, there is a law 
that prohibits a Member of Congress 
from using the resources of their office 
or their office to solicit campaign 
funds. 

It is my hope that allowing campaign 
cell phones to be used in a congres-
sional office is not in any way a back- 
door attempt to allow a Member to use 
a campaign cell phone from their con-
gressional office or any Federal facility 
to raise funds to get around this prohi-
bition that currently exists in law. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I will be 
happy to respond to the gentleman. 

Let me say we are in the midst of a 
discussion about ethics at this point. 
Obviously, it is our goal to maintain 
the highest ethical standards. We have 
a law, which is actually a criminal law, 
which states that it is a violation of 18 
U.S. Code 607 for the solicitation of 
campaign contributions from Federal 
property. 

The idea behind this change that is 
included in this rules package is that 
Members should not be required to 
carry two separate cell phones with 
them. This would allow campaign funds 
to be used for the purchase of a cell 
phone that might be used for calling 
your office or other official purposes. 
But the law which prevents the solici-
tation of campaign contributions from 
Federal property in fact is maintained 
and is one we that feel very strongly 
about. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Just for 
a clarification, the use of a campaign 
cell phone in this building? 

Mr. DREIER. In any Federal building 
whatsoever. On Federal property is 
what the law says. It is a violation of 
the law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. To so-
licit campaign funds with a campaign 
cell phone. 

Mr. DREIER. It is a violation of the 
law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the mi-
nority leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to what I consider a shame-
less rules package which will under-
mine the ethical standards held by this 
House. 

After the elections in November, the 
first thing the Republican majority did 
was to lower the House’s ethical stand-
ard. In an act of unprecedented shame-
lessness, they changed the rule of their 
party to permit an indicted member of 
their party to remain in a leadership 
position. Yesterday, in the face of an 
overwhelming bipartisan and public 
condemnation they changed their rules 
back. 

This is not shocking. What is shock-
ing is that they ever considered it in 
the first place. Even more shocking, 
just if you think you have seen it all, 
is that the majority considered delet-
ing the most fundamental of ethics 
rules which says that Members of the 
House should be held to the highest 
standards of ethical conduct. 

b 1615 
It says a Member shall conduct him-

self at all times in a manner that 
should reflect creditably on the House 
of Representatives. 

Dropping this rule is unthinkable. 
Yet Republicans only decided to keep 
it last night when the issue became too 
hot for them to handle. 

Thank heavens it became too hot for 
them to handle, but what is completely 

apparent to the public and those who 
follow the Congress is that the Repub-
licans did not leave it at that. They 
went on to make new mistakes, to un-
dermine the ethical standard of the 
House. 

Instead of a bipartisan effort to 
strengthen the ethical process, the Re-
publicans have engaged in a completely 
partisan exercise that should be an af-
front to every Member on either side of 
the aisle who has served in this body. 
The proposed changes which are still in 
this rules package are destructive, and 
they are unethical. 

Mr. Speaker, I know of what I speak. 
I served on the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct for 6 years, and 
then for a seventh year I served as a 
part of the bipartisan committee to re-
write the ethics rules. It is bipartisan, 
evenly divided, and we came up with 
new ethics rules, some of which sur-
vived the floor that year in 1997. 

The package that was put together 
was meant to be fair to Members as 
well as uphold the high ethical stand-
ards. It says that Members should be 
judged by their actions and by the 
rules of the House and the law. So it 
was only about what took place, the 
facts and the law. It was not about 
rumor. It was not about hearsay. It was 
about the facts, the rules of the House 
and the law. 

There was a process which was fair to 
Members because, as I say, as someone 
who has 7 years on the ethical process, 
that it is very hard to make judgments 
about our peers. It is a very, very dif-
ficult task, and we want to be fair, but 
we have a higher responsibility to up-
hold that ethical standard. 

So it was put forth and has been the 
rules of the House and the Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct that 
in order to cease or dismiss a case, we 
had to have a majority of the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct. That would be eliminated today. 
That would be eliminated today. 

So, on a partisan basis, there could 
be no cases that go forward. Either 
party with half the votes in the com-
mittee, evenly split, could cease and 
desist any complaints from going for-
ward. That is simply not right. 

The point of the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct is to 
have a process in which to deal with 
ethics complaints against Members. 
The point of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct is not to white-
wash or to have a system that says 
nothing will ever move forward. 

What could the Republicans be afraid 
of that they would so fundamentally 
undermine the ethical process of the 
House to say we are going to establish 
a system where nothing will ever go 
forward? This simply is wrong. We owe 
it to the public, we owe it to each other 
to uphold that ethical standard. 

So, as I say, on the first day of this 
new Congress, the Republican majority 
is publicly demonstrating what has 
been evident for some time, and that is 
its arrogance, its pettiness, its short-
sighted focus on their political life 
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rather than to decide how we are each 
of us fit to govern. 

Here is the thing. We have this rules 
package before us. They did some flash 
last night so that the press is saying, 
oh, they blinked. They did blink on a 
couple of different scores, but the fun-
damental challenge to the ethical 
standard of the House being enforced is 
still in this rules package, and it 
should be rejected. 

Democrats have made two proposals. 
One of them is to remove this change, 
and that would be a vote on the pre-
vious question, and then on the motion 
to recommit we address two other 
abuses of power that should be ad-
dressed in this bill. 

One is what I will call the Tauzin 
rule, and the Democratic motion to 
commit would forbid a Member of Con-
gress to negotiate with an outside enti-
ty that has business before his or her 
committee and before the Congress, in 
the current Congress or in a previous 
Congress, called the Tauzin rule be-
cause Mr. Tauzin, who managed the 
Medicare bill, was at the time being 
courted by the pharmaceutical indus-
try which was to benefit from provi-
sions in the prescription drug bill, a ru-
mored $2 million a year salary for sell-
ing America’s seniors down the river. 
That is simply wrong. Has this become 
an auction house? 

The public has to think and believe 
that when we are here and we are on 
the public payroll and we are Members 
of Congress that our accountability is 
to them and not to our next job. I call 
that the revolving door, shorthand for 
the Tauzin rule, and the impact of that 
is a very, very bad prescription drug 
bill that put pharmaceutical compa-
nies first, seniors last. 

In our motion to commit we also ad-
dress the 3-day rule. As many of my 
colleagues recall in recent memory, 
there was occasion on the floor when a 
huge bill of many thousands of pages, 
containing nine appropriations bills, 
seven of which never appeared on the 
floor of the United States Senate, came 
before this House where the matter was 
overnight passed in the Committee on 
Rules, came to the floor the next morn-
ing without any chance of Members 
being able to read the bill. It came 
under the martial law rule the Repub-
licans use by which they say we waive 
the 3-day rule by a simple majority. It 
should take two-thirds, but by a simple 
majority we waive the 3-day rule. Well, 
why was it important? It was impor-
tant that day because there was a great 
deal in that bill that Members did not 
know about that they were voting on 
and should not they know that, but 
very specifically in that bill and it was 
not found out until the bill went to the 
Senate, who had more time to read the 
bill because it went over there several 
hours after it was heard here, and in 
that bill it said that the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations in 
the House and the Senate or his or her 
designee could look at the tax returns 
of American taxpayers. Where did that 

come in? It is a total orphan. It is a 
total orphan. No one was going to take 
responsibility for that. 

Because of the egregiousness of that 
and the violation of privacy of the 
American people, I insisted that the 
Members come back to vote on that 
rather than just have it be done by 
unanimous consent to remove that pro-
vision from the law. Why did I call 
Members back? So that the American 
people will know because of the abuse 
of power in this House, ignoring of the 
3-day rule, that Members cannot even 
see what they are voting on before they 
vote on it, and something like looking 
at your tax returns could be sneaked 
into the bill, without any safeguards to 
protect people from that. 

That is just one example. Another ex-
ample is the Medicare prescription 
drug bill which came to the floor with-
out proper time for review as well. The 
list goes on and on. 

In our motion to commit, we address 
the abuse of power of a powerful chair-
man, negotiating for a job while he was 
a Member of Congress, who had control 
of the bill over the industry, which was 
offering him $2 million a year. That is 
how much it cost to sell the American 
seniors down the river, and I hope that 
even if you separate yourself from any 
of the examples and just say I sent you 
to Congress to represent me, you do 
that in what you say there and how 
you vote, and I expect that you know 
what you are voting on. 

The message to the American people 
here this afternoon is a vote for the 
motion to commit, is a vote for Mem-
bers to be able to read a bill before 
they vote on it. Is that asking too 
much? The Republicans say it is. So a 
yes vote on the motion to commit 
gives Members the 3 days which under 
the rules of the House they are entitled 
to. A vote for the motion to commit 
stops the unethical process of Members 
negotiating with people outside, whose 
bills they are managing inside this 
Congress, in this Congress or in the 
previous Congress. 

The previous question vote would say 
no to the Republicans in their eviscera-
tion of the ethical process of this 
House by saying that you do not need 
a majority to dismiss a case; you can 
just do it if all the Members of your 
party on the committee decide to stick 
with you on it. It is simply not right, 
and this should not be partisan. That is 
really what is really sad about it. 

Everything that we have done in the 
ethics process has had some level of re-
spect to the extent that it has because 
it has been bipartisan, bipartisan in 
writing the rules, evenly divided com-
mittee, cooperation between the chair 
and ranking member. 

Today is a major departure from 
that, and I guess maybe I have just 
spent too many long hours for too 
many long years in the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct room 
trying to respect the rights of Members 
and our higher responsibility to uphold 
an ethical standard. To see the Repub-

licans today run roughshod, rigging the 
rules, negotiating for jobs, no reading 
of the bill, it is an outrage. It is an ab-
solute outrage. 

So I urge my colleagues to vote yes 
on the previous question, yes on the 
motion to commit, and by all means, 
however you vote on those, no on this 
very shameful rules package. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) has 1 minute re-
maining. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield for the purpose of making a unan-
imous consent request to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tlewoman because ethics equals integ-
rity. I will submit my statement into 
the RECORD. Vote a resounding no on 
the resolution that is on the floor, and 
I hope that we will come before our 
peers and recognize that ethics equals 
integrity. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the pro-
posed changes to the House Rules under the 
Privileged Resolution before the committee of 
the Whole House. Taken together, this pack-
age of proposals will gut the House Rules. 

Our colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
would like to completely gut and render inef-
fective the current Rule XI, which provides that 
a properly filed ethics complaint that has not 
been addressed by the Chair and Ranking 
Member of the Ethics Committee gets referred 
to an investigative committee. The Republican 
proposal would provide that, unless the com-
mittee votes by majority to take action on a 
properly filed complaint, no action will be 
taken after 45 days. 

This change to Rule XI would take away an 
important oversight power and allow partisan 
politics to kill legitimate and colorable ethics 
complaints. A change like this would be an 
embarrassment to what this nation calls a ‘‘de-
mocracy.’’ Furthermore, by allowing members 
to intentionally deadlock the vote of the Ethics 
Committee to kill a claim, we would be acting 
in contravention of the spirit of the U.S. Con-
stitution that guarantees procedural due proc-
ess. 

We should strengthen the House ethnics 
rules rather than eviscerate them for the 
American people whom we represent. Rules 
so relaxed that Members can negotiate with a 
corporation, lobbying firm, or trade association 
that has business before their committee 
should not be further stripped. The honor that 
was bestowed upon this House upon its es-
tablishment must be maintained. Members 
must be held accountable for their action. 

Moreover, Members should be given ade-
quate time in which to read legislation that will 
be voted upon. Since the legislation that we 
pass in this august body affects the entire na-
tion—which includes the Districts represented 
by Minority Members, it is an injustice that in-
sufficient time has been given for review of 
legislation. 

In the proposal that has been brought be-
fore the House does not contain the changes 
that are needed. It would be irresponsible for 
this body to accept what is before us. 
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The proposed Rule X amendment to create 

a Standing Committee on Homeland Security, 
on the other hand, is a smart one. It is only 
appropriate that this Committee be made per-
manent and be given jurisdiction over ‘‘overall 
homeland security policy.’’ Important organiza-
tional and admnistrative aspects of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, DHS, require 
oversight to ensure effective and efficient op-
eration. 

DHS is a conglomeration of 22 federal 
agencies with more than 180,000 employees 
and a budget of $36 billion. Because the De-
partment is still in its infancy stages, it is crit-
ical that committee oversight be applied to 
track and quickly eradicate deficiencies. 

The Congress has just passed the National 
Intelligence Reform Act, or S. 2845, that will 
change the way our intelligence is collected 
and processed. DHS will be an important part-
ner to our intelligence agencies in order to 
keep America safe. In addition, with the chal-
lenges that we have had with adequately fund-
ing first responders, it is very important that 
Congress retain a close relationship to the De-
partment. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the rules package 
that is before this body, and I urge my col-
leagues to defeat it. I yield the balance of my 
time. Further, a rules change that changes the 
quorum for this body without a constitutional 
change is minimally undermining our constitu-
tional values. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on this resolution and ‘‘yea’’ on 
the motion to recommitt. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

I urge every Member of this House to 
vote no on the previous question. If the 
previous question is defeated, I will 
offer an amendment to strike from the 
proposed rules package a provision 
that effectively guts our already ailing 
ethics process. This provision would 
halt the investigation of properly filed 
ethics complaints if, after 45 days, the 
chair and ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct have not set up an investigation 
committee. 

I urge the Members on both sides of 
the aisle to vote no on this previous 
question so we can delete this offensive 
provision. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD immediately prior 
to the vote on the previous question. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, after 

the vote on the previous question, I 
will call for a yes vote on the motion 
to commit. My motion to commit will 
prohibit sitting Members of Congress 
from negotiating for future employ-
ment with any person who has a direct 
interest in the legislation referred to 
any committee on which that Member 
serves. 

It also includes a rules change that 
would require a two-thirds vote in the 
House to waive the requirement in our 
standing rules that Members must 
have 3 days to read the committee re-
ports. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert a statement as part of 
that immediately prior to the vote on 
the motion to commit. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

urge a no vote on the previous ques-
tion. 

I call on all Members of this House, 
particularly the freshmen casting their 
first vote, please vote for ethics today. 
Do not vote against the Constitution. 
Vote for this House that you will love 
and revere as all of us do on both sides 
of the aisle. Please vote no on the pre-
vious question and vote yes on the mo-
tion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

b 1630 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Chair may 
reduce to 5 minutes the minimum time 
for electronic voting on the motion to 
commit and the vote on the adoption of 
H. Res. 5 if the votes immediately fol-
low a 15-minute vote, notwithstanding 
intervening proceedings attending the 
administration of the oath of office to 
Members-elect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this rules package. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself the balance of my time. 
Mr. Speaker, we have a great rules 

package that is coming before us, a 
rules package which I believe is deserv-
ing of bipartisan support. The reason I 
say it is deserving of bipartisan sup-
port is that is the word that has been 
used by Members on both sides of the 
aisle to describe exactly what we have 
been doing here and should be doing 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, this package includes a 
number of very important provisions. 
It allows us to deal with the prospect 
of a horrendous attack on this institu-
tion, and it allows us to continue this 
institution’s operations so the Amer-
ican people will understand that this 
institution stands even at a time of 
great crisis. This rules package allows 
for the establishment of a new perma-
nent standing committee on homeland 
security, as the Speaker outlined in his 
opening remarks here today. I believe 
that is something that will allow 
Democrats and Republicans to spend 
time working on that issue. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a rules package 
which allows for bipartisan process at 

the ethics committee level. The Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct is the committee which has the 
responsibility of working to ensure the 
integrity of all of the Members of this 
institution. The package we have be-
fore us does just that. 

I believe that the statement made by 
the chairman of the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY), is 
very clear. He understands that the 
provisions included in this package 
will in fact maintain the integrity of 
this institution. He was not going to 
support the earlier package; he is sup-
porting this package. The issue of bi-
partisanship is important because in 
this package we ensure that we will 
not see the politicization of the ethics 
process which tragically we have seen 
in the past, because it will require bi-
partisanship, which all Members are 
talking about, if we do proceed with 
the investigatory process. 

That is the right thing to do, and I 
believe this package should in fact 
enjoy the support of Democrats and 
Republicans alike because it is de-
signed to protect this institution and 
its Members. 

Mr. Speaker, the House is an institution built 
upon its rules. Accordingly, it is appropriate 
that one of the first orders of business of the 
109th Congress will be to adopt a rules pack-
age which is both true to its traditions and for-
ward-thinking in its outlook. 

The package we have before us represents 
the work product of many Members. During 
the initial stages of compiling this package, 
back in November, the Rules Committee re-
ceived 40 difference proposals form both 
Democrats and Republicans. 

In addition, our committee staff has actively 
sought the input of the officers of the House, 
its committees, and its caucuses to get their 
perspectives on the kinds of changes we can 
make to facilitate the work of the House. 

While not every proposal we received was 
incorporated into this package, I assure you 
that each received substantial consideration 
by the Speaker and the Rules Committee. 
And, as always, the Rules Committee will con-
tinue to review our rules and operations to see 
where other improvements can be made. 

Mr. Speaker, all of the ideals contained in 
this resolution reflect the considered judgment 
of our colleagues, and will ultimately improve 
our ability to carry out our constitutional re-
sponsibilities. While I will detail each of these 
changes in the section-by-section that I will 
place in the RECORD, I want to elaborate on 
just a few of these changes. 

The gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs. JO 
ANN DAVIS) is the author of one important pro-
vision directing committees to review matters 
within their jurisdiction to ferret out duplicative 
government programs as part of their over-
sight planning at the beginning of each Con-
gress. 

There are a number of instances where we 
are conforming the rules to reflect current 
House practice, such as with the designation 
of leadership members of the Budget Com-
mittee and the taking of recesses in committee 
to allow flexibility on our schedules. 

We are also making the ability to consider 
suspensions on Wednesdays permanent in 
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this Congress after our successful experiment 
in the 108th Congress. 

The package includes important provisions 
to allow us to function in situations where 
large numbers of Members are incapacitated. 
The ‘‘provisional quorum’’ language includes a 
number of safeguards to ensure that this insti-
tution can continue to operate during times of 
turmoil and democracy will be preserved. 

As we search for permanent solutions to the 
problems facing us in the post-9/11 era, this is 
an important step in meeting our responsibil-
ities. 

We will also eliminate the Corrections Cal-
endar. While this was originally intended to 
make it easier to consider legislation making 
corrections to outright errors in law, it turned 
out to be more cumbersome than other proce-
dures, such as consideration under suspen-
sion of the rules. 

And yes, Mr. Speaker, in a change guaran-
teed to draw applause from my colleagues, 
the House rules will now allow us to make ref-
erence to the Senate and its Members, so 
long as those references are confined to the 
question under debate and avoid personality. 
The Senate has long had similar provisions 
and this new rule merely conforms our rules to 
theirs. 

I know that my colleagues and I share the 
desire to maintain our traditions of dignity and 
decorum in proceedings, and will do so even 
with this rules change. 

On another topic, the package makes a se-
ries of changes to our ethics rules. 

We included two provisions suggested by 
the chairman and ranking member of the 
Standards Committee: (1) clarifying the rule on 
officially connected travel to allow a family 
member other than a spouse or child to travel 
with the member at the sponsor’s expense, 
and (2) conforming the rules of the House to 
current law which allow the use of campaign 
funds to pay for certain official expenses, such 
as a cellphone. 

We also included provision suggested by 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) 
to conform the rules of the House to current 
law with regard to the 90-day pre-election limit 
on franked mail. 

The package also includes two other provi-
sions addressing our ethics rules. The first 
gives Members the same rights to choose 
their counsel before the Ethics Committee that 
they would enjoy if they were a respondent in 
a court case. 

The second change addresses an inequity 
in the Standards Committee process requiring 
an investigative subcommittee if the chairman 
and ranking member don’t act within 45 days. 
This change restores the presumption of inno-
cence in our process. 

As important as each of those changes are, 
Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most important 
change in this resolution will be the creation of 
a new standing Committee on Homeland Se-
curity. 

It represents a far-reaching and critically im-
portant part of our overall strategic effort to 
protect the American people. The 9/11 Com-
mission unanimously called for this action. 
They saw the need, and we believe most 
Members do, too. 

Over the past 3 years, the Congress has 
asked the American people to accept change 
in countless ways. We have mandated change 
at the Federal, State, and local levels. We 
have asked for change from our allies and 
forced change upon our enemies. 

And we saw the need for change over 2 
years ago, and we responded, first with the 
enactment of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002, and then with the formation of the Se-
lect Committee on Homeland Security. Their 
final report, a thorough and complete study of 
homeland security jurisdiction as it relates to 
House rules, was transmitted to my committee 
at the end of last year. 

These measures made it clear to me and 
many other Members that steps need to be 
taken to further ensure the safety of the Amer-
ican people. The Rules Committee thoroughly 
reviewed the Select Committee’s report and 
recommended a comprehensive and thought-
ful reform effort that mirrors the recommenda-
tions of the 9/11 Commission: the formation of 
a permanent Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity. 

This change in House rule X, which governs 
the committee and their legislative jurisdic-
tions, is delicately crafted architecture. It 
draws to the new committee only jurisdiction 
directly related to our defense against ter-
rorism. Thus, it creates a primary committee 
while recognizing the other legitimate over-
sight roles of existing committees. It acknowl-
edges the expertise and experience residing in 
other committees and leaves with them juris-
diction that may have a homeland security im-
plication but not a direct policy relationship. 

The House must have one central point 
where we, as national legislators, sort out the 
critical questions of securing our homeland 
without sacrificing our free society or a stable 
economy. 

However, we envision a system of ‘‘pur-
poseful redundancy.’’ By that we mean more 
than one level of oversight and an atmosphere 
in which the competition of ideas is encour-
aged. 

With this jurisdiction and the legislative his-
tory that I will place in the RECORD, the De-
partment of Homeland Security will have more 
certainty as to which committee has the pri-
mary responsibility for homeland security. At 
the same time, the American people will live 
with the assurance that we are working to pre-
vent anything from falling through the cracks. 

Mr. Speaker, the new committee will have 
jurisdiction over: (1) Overall homeland security 
policy; (2) the organization and administration 
of the Department of Homeland Security; and 
(3) functions of the Department of Homeland 
Security relating to border and port security 
(except immigration policy and non-border en-
forcement), customs (except customs rev-
enue), the integration, analysis, and dissemi-
nation of homeland security information, do-
mestic preparedness for and collective re-
sponse to terrorism, research and develop-
ment, and transportation security. 

By approving this resolution, the House will 
do what the Speaker and the 9/11 Commis-
sion has asked it to do: consolidate jurisdiction 
of the House in one committee. This com-
mittee will be dedicated to setting national 
homeland security policy and to effectively 
overseeing that the Department of Homeland 
Security carries out its mission. 

Mr. Speaker, in making these changes, I 
want to note several points for the record. 

First, referrals to the Select Committee on 
Homeland Security in the 108th Congress will 
not be considered a precedent for referrals in 
the 109th Congress. 

Second, at the request of Mr. THOMAS, I am 
placing a document into the RECORD regarding 

understandings between the Department of 
Treasury and the Department of Homeland 
Security. 

Third, because the Department continues to 
evolve, references to a department, agency, 
bureau, office, or subdivision include a ref-
erence to successor entities to the extent that 
the successor engages in homeland security 
activities now conducted by the department, 
agency, bureau, office, or subdivision referred 
to in the legislative history. 

For example, the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 transferred the Office of Domestic Pre-
paredness to the Department of Homeland 
Security, to ‘‘have the primary responsibility 
within the executive branch of Government for 
preparedness of the U.S. for acts of ter-
rorism.’’ Subsequently, its name has been 
changed by the Department to ‘‘Office of State 
and Local Government Coordination and Pre-
paredness (SLGCP)’’ although its mission 
stays the same. 

Finally, I welcome questions from my col-
leagues about jurisdictional matters related to 
this change. However, I want to caution all 
Members that referrals are solely within the 
Speaker’s power, and, in my answers, I will 
not infringe upon the power. 

Once again, I appreciate the input from all 
of you regarding the 109th rules package, and 
I feel that with your assistance, we will make 
the rules of the House stronger and make for 
a safer country. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose 
the changes in the House ethics rules that the 
Republican majority is seeking to adopt today. 
The proposed Republican rule changes would 
cripple the ethics process in the House and 
dramatically lower the bar for standards of offi-
cial conduct. 

Late yesterday, the Republican majority in 
the House released the details of its rules 
package for the 109th Congress. Some of the 
newspapers reported this morning that the 
majority had abandoned its efforts to loosen 
rules governing Members’ ethical conduct, but 
this is not the case. While the majority backed 
away from some of its rule changes, the most 
egregious ethics change remains. This provi-
sion would make it much more difficult for the 
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct to 
investigate allegations of wrongdoing by Mem-
bers of the House. 

Under current rules, if the Ethics Committee 
deadlocks on whether or not to pursue an eth-
ics complaint against a Member of the House, 
the matter automatically goes to an investiga-
tive subcommittee. Under the proposed 
change, a complaint against a Member would 
be tabled unless a majority votes to take ac-
tion on it within 45 days. Since the committee 
is evenly split with five Republicans and five 
Democrats, either political party could simply 
block an ethics complaint by stonewalling and 
running out the clock. 

There is no doubt that if the proposed rule 
change had been in effect during the last Con-
gress, no action would have been taken 
against the Members of the House who were 
reprimanded as a result of the Ethics Commit-
tee’s investigation of bribery allegations raised 
in connection with the vote on the Medicare 
Prescription Drug Act of 2003. The committee 
would have deadlocked and the entire matter 
swept under the rug 45 days after the com-
plaint was made. 

I was listening to the debate on this earlier. 
The chairman of the Ethics Committee said 
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that he does not favor this change. He said he 
would like it removed. Why then is the majority 
leadership pursuing this change, when it is op-
posed by the ranking Republican on the Ethics 
Committee? 

At a time when public confidence in Con-
gress is so low and the Nation faces so many 
challenges, it is inexplicable that the first order 
of business in the new session is to water 
down the ethics rules in the House and make 
it even more difficult to discipline lawmakers 
who abuse their office. 

This should not be a partisan matter. The 
proposed rule change harms the integrity and 
credibility of the House as an institution, and 
that reflects badly on all of us, Republicans 
and Democrats alike. I urge all my colleagues 
to join me in opposing this assault on ethics 
enforcement in the House. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to the rules package that we have before us 
today. 

It is outrageous that my Republican col-
leagues have placed before us a rules pack-
age that at best lacks integrity, and at worst is 
completely unethical. 

As the highest body of elected officials in 
our country, we should be held to the highest 
ethical standards. 

But instead, my Republican colleagues have 
opted to put before us a rules package that 
actually lowers our ethics standards, so that 
they may promote their own agenda, at what-
ever cost. 

This rules package makes it far more dif-
ficult for ethics investigations to take place. By 
requiring a majority of the ethics committee 
before an investigation can even begin, we 
are in great danger of diminishing the integrity 
of our great institution. 

With this new rule, the majority party can ef-
fectively block any ethics investigation of a 
member of their party. This is an abuse of 
power. 

And it’s not just Democrats who oppose this 
plan. Americans across the country have ex-
pressed their opposition to this plan. 

My Democratic colleagues and I have a bet-
ter plan that will strengthen the ethics rules to 
improve congressional accountability and to 
make sure that legislation is properly consid-
ered. 

The Republican plan fails to close a loop-
hole that allows legislation to be considered 
before members have read it. Last year this 
led to the passage of a provision that would 
have let the Federal Government deeply in-
vade citizens’ privacy by reading their tax re-
turns. I am appalled that the Republicans have 
failed to include the Democratic provision to 
tighten this loophole. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no’’ on the resolution, so that we do not allow 
this rules package to become law. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am inserting for 
the RECORD the following legislative history re-
garding the changes made by this resolution 
to Rule X, along with supporting materials. 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY TO ACCOMPANY 
CHANGES TO RULE X 

RULE X AND THE COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Legislative history 

Overall homeland security policy—The ju-
risdiction of the Committee on Homeland 
Security over ‘‘overall homeland security 
policy’’ is to be interpreted on a government- 
wide or multi-agency basis similar to the 

Committee on Government Reform’s juris-
diction over ‘‘overall economy, efficiency, 
and management of government operations 
and activities. . . .’’ Surgical addresses of 
homeland security policy in sundry areas of 
jurisdiction occupied by other committees 
would not be referred to the Committee on 
Homeland Security on the basis of ‘‘overall’’ 
homeland security policy jurisdiction. For 
example, the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity shall have jurisdiction over a bill co-
ordinating the homeland security efforts by 
all of the critical infrastructure protection 
sectors. Jurisdiction over a bill addressing 
the protection of a particular sector would 
lie with the committee otherwise having ju-
risdiction over that sector. 

Organization and administration of the De-
partment of Homeland Security—The juris-
diction of the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity would apply only to organizational or 
administrative aspects of the Department 
where another committee’s jurisdiction did 
not clearly apply. The Committee’s jurisdic-
tion is to be confined to organizational and 
administrative efforts and would not apply 
to programmatic efforts within the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security within the juris-
diction of other committees. 

Homeland Security Oversight—This would 
vest the Committee on Homeland Security 
with oversight jurisdiction over the home-
land security community of the United 
States. Nothing in this clause shall be con-
strued as prohibiting or otherwise restrict-
ing the authority of any other committee to 
study and review homeland security activi-
ties to the extent that such activity directly 
affects a matter otherwise within the juris-
diction of that committee. 

Individual committee concerns 
Agriculture—The jurisdiction of the Com-

mittee on Homeland Security over ‘‘border 
and port security’’ shall be limited to agri-
cultural importation and entry inspection 
activities of the Department of Homeland 
Security under section 421 of the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002. The Committee on Ag-
riculture shall retain jurisdiction over ani-
mal and plant disease policy including the 
authority reserved to the Department of Ag-
riculture to regulate policy under section 421 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002, and 
the Animal Health Protection Act, the Plant 
Protection Act, the Plant Quarantine Act, 
and the Agriculture Quarantine Inspection 
User Fee Account. The Committee on Agri-
culture shall retain jurisdiction over the ag-
ricultural research and diagnosis mission at 
the Plum Island Animal Disease Center. 

Armed Services—The Committee on Armed 
Services shall retain jurisdiction over 
warfighting, the military defense of the 
United States, and other military activities, 
including any military response to ter-
rorism, pursuant to section 876 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002. 

Energy and Commerce—The Committee on 
Homeland Security shall have jurisdiction 
over measures that address the Department 
of Homeland Security’s activities for domes-
tic preparedness and collective response to 
terrorism. The words ‘‘to terrorism’’ require 
a direct relation to terrorism. The Com-
mittee on Homeland Security’s jurisdiction 
over ‘‘collective response to terrorism’’ 
means that it shall receive referrals of bills 
addressing the Department of Homeland Se-
curity’s responsibilities for, and assistance 
to, first responders as a whole. The Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce (and other 
relevant committees) shall retain their juris-
diction over bills addressing the separate en-
tities that comprise the first responders. For 
example, the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce shall retain its jurisdiction over a 
bill directing the Department of Health and 

Human Services to train emergency medical 
personnel. 

Financial Services—The Committee on Fi-
nancial Services shall retain jurisdiction 
over the National Flood Insurance Program 
and Emergency Food and Shelter Program of 
FEMA, and the Defense Production Act. The 
Committee on Financial Services shall re-
tain its jurisdiction over the anti-money 
laundering, terrorist financing, and anti- 
counterfeiting activities within the Depart-
ment of the Treasury and the financial regu-
lators. 

Government Reform—The Committee on 
Homeland Security shall have jurisdiction 
over ‘‘the organization and administration of 
the Department of Homeland Security.’’ The 
Committee on Government Reform shall re-
tain jurisdiction over federal civil service, 
the overall economy, efficiency, and manage-
ment of government operations and activi-
ties, including Federal procurement, and fed-
eral paperwork reduction. The Committee on 
Government Reform shall retain jurisdiction 
over government-wide information manage-
ment efforts including the Federal Informa-
tion Security Management Act. The Com-
mittee on Homeland Security shall have ju-
risdiction over integration, analysis, and dis-
semination of homeland security informa-
tion by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, and the Committee on Government Re-
form shall retain jurisdiction over measures 
addressing public information and records 
generally including the Privacy Act and the 
Freedom of Information Act. The Committee 
on Government Reform shall have jurisdic-
tion over the policy coordination respon-
sibilities of the Office of Counternarcotics 
Enforcement. 

Intelligence—The Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence shall retain jurisdic-
tion over the intelligence and intelligence- 
related activities of all departments and 
agencies of the Federal Government, includ-
ing the Office of the Director of National In-
telligence and the National Counter-
terrorism Center as defined in the Intel-
ligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention 
Act of 2004. 

Judiciary—The Committee on the Judici-
ary shall retain jurisdiction over immigra-
tion policy and non-border enforceme4tn of 
the immigration laws. Its jurisdiction over 
immigration policy shall include matters 
such as the immigration and naturalization 
process, numbers of aliens (including immi-
grants and non-immigrants) allowed, classi-
fications and lengths of allowable stay, the 
adjudication of immigration petitions and 
the requirements for the same, the domestic 
adjudication of immigration petitions and 
applications submitted to the Department of 
Labor or the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity and setting policy with regard to visa 
issuance and acceptance. Its jurisdiction 
over non-border enforcement shall be limited 
to those aspects of immigration enforcement 
not associated with the immediate entry of 
individuals into the country, including those 
aspects of the Bureau of Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement. The Committee on 
Homeland Security shall have jurisdiction 
over border and port security including the 
immigration responsibilities of inspectors at 
ports of entry and the border patrol. As used 
in the new Rule X(1)(l)(9) and this legislative 
history, the word ‘‘immigration’’ shall be 
construed to include ‘‘naturalization’’ and no 
substantive change is intended by the new 
rule’s not containing the word ‘‘naturaliza-
tion.’’ 

Science—The Committee on Science shall 
retain some jurisdiction over the research 
and development activities of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security as such matters 
are incidental to the Committee on Science’s 
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existing jurisdiction (except where those ac-
tivities are in the jurisdiction of another 
committee). 

Transportation and Infrastructure—The 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure shall retain jurisdiction over the 
Coast Guard. However, the Committee on 
Homeland Security has jurisdiction over 
port security, and some Coast Guard respon-
sibilities in that area will fall within the ju-
risdiction of both committees. Jurisdiction 
over emergency preparedness will be split be-
tween the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure and the Committee on Home-
land Security. The Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure shall retain its ju-
risdiction under clause 1(r)(2) over ‘‘federal 
management of emergencies and natural dis-
asters.’’ This means that the committee re-
tains its general jurisdiction over the emer-
gency preparedness and response operations 
of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA). Bills addressing FEMA’s 
general preparation for disaster from any 
cause shall be referred to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. The Com-
mittee on Homeland Security shall have ju-
risdiction over the Department of Homeland 
Security’s responsibilities with regard to 
emergency preparedness only as they relate 
to acts of terrorism. Thus, the Committee on 
Homeland Security shall have jurisdiction 
over the responsibilities of the Office for Do-
mestic Preparedness, in accordance with sec-
tion 430 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002. 

As indicated earlier, the Committee on 
Homeland Security’s jurisdiction over ‘‘col-
lective response to terrorism’’ means that it 
would receive referrals of bills addressing 
the Department of Homeland Security’s re-
sponsibilities for, and assistance to, first re-
sponders as a whole and not over measures 
addressing first responder communities indi-
vidually. 

The Committee on Homeland Security 
shall have jurisdiction over the functions of 
the Department of Homeland Security relat-
ing to transportation security, while the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure shall retain its jurisdiction over 
transportation safety. In general, the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security would have ju-
risdiction over bills addressing the Transpor-
tation Security Administration and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure would have jurisdiction over bills 
addressing the various entities within the 
Department of Transportation having re-
sponsibility for transportation safety, such 
as the Federal Aviation Administration and 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Adminis-
tration. The jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Homeland Security does not include ex-
penditures from trust funds under the juris-
diction of other committees, including but 
not limited to the Highway Trust Fund, the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund, the Federal Build-
ings Fund, and the Inland Waterways Trust 
Fund. 

Ways and Means—The jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Ways and Means over ‘‘cus-
toms revenue’’ is intended to include those 
functions contemplated in section 412(b)(2) of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 and in-
cludes those functions as carried out in col-
lection districts and ports of entry and deliv-
ery. 

SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Date: May 15, 2003. 

SUBJECT: Delegation from the Secretary 
of the Treasury to the Secretary of Home-
land Security of general authority over Cus-
toms revenue functions vested in the Sec-
retary of the Treasury as set forth in the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as 
the Secretary of the Treasury, including the 
authority vested by 31 U.S.C. 321(b) and sec-
tion 412 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 
(Pub. L. 107–296) (Act), it is hereby ordered: 

1. Consistent with the transfer of the func-
tions, personnel, assets, and liabilities of the 
United States Customs Service to the De-
partment of Homeland Security as set forth 
in section 403(1) of the Act, there is hereby 
delegated to the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity the authority related to the Customs 
revenue functions vested in the Secretary of 
the Treasury as set forth in sections 412 and 
415 of the Act, subject to the following excep-
tions and to paragraph 6 of this Delegation 
of Authority: 

(a)(i) The Secretary of the Treasury re-
tains the sole authority to approve any regu-
lations concerning import quotas or trade 
bans, user fees, marking, labeling, copyright 
and trademark enforcement, and the comple-
tion of entry or substance of entry summary 
including duty assessment and collection, 
classification, valuation, application of the 
U.S. Harmonized Tariff Schedules, eligibility 
or requirements for preferential trade pro-
grams, and the establishment of record-
keeping requirements relating thereto. The 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide a copy of all regulations so approved to 
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means and the 
Chairman and Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Finance every six months. 

(ii) The Secretary of the Treasury shall re-
tain the authority to review, modify, or re-
voke any determination or ruling that falls 
within the criteria set forth in paragraph 
1(a)(i), and that is under consideration pur-
suant to the procedures set forth in sections 
516 and 625(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1516 and 1625(c)). The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security periodically 
shall identify and describe for the Secretary 
of the Treasury such determinations and rul-
ings that are under consideration under sec-
tions 516 and 625(c) of the Tariff act of 1930, 
as amended, in an appropriate and timely 
manner, with consultation as necessary, 
prior to the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity’s exercise of such authority. The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall provide a 
copy of these identifications and descrip-
tions so made the Chairman and Ranking 
Member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means and the Chairman and Ranking Mem-
ber of the Committee on Finance every six 
months. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
list any case where Treasury modified or re-
voked such a determination or ruling. 

(b) Paragraph 1(a) notwithstanding, if the 
Secretary of Homeland Security finds an 
overriding, immediate, and extraordinary se-
curity threat to public health and safety, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security may take 
action described in paragraph 1(a) without 
the prior approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. However, immediately after tak-
ing any such action, the Secretary of Home-
land security shall certify in writing to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and to the Chair-
man and Ranking Member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means and the Chairman and 
Ranking Member of the Committee on Fi-
nance the specific reasons therefor. The ac-
tion shall terminate within 14 days or as 
long as the overriding, immediate, and ex-
traordinary security threat exists, whichever 
is shorter, unless the Secretary of the Treas-
ury approves the continued action and pro-
vides notice of such approval to the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. 

(c) The Advisory Committee on Commer-
cial Operations of the Customs Service 
(COAC) shall be jointly appointed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security. Meetings of COAC 

shall be presided over jointly by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security. The COAC shall advise 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security jointly. 

2. Any references in this Delegation of Au-
thority to the Secretary of the Treasury or 
the Secretary of Homeland Security are 
deemed to include their respective delegees, 
if any. 

3. This Delegation of Authority is not in-
tended to create or confer any right, privi-
lege, or benefit on any private person, in-
cluding any person in litigation with the 
United States. 

4. Treasury Order No. 165–09, ‘‘Maintenance 
of delegation in respect to general authority 
over Customs Revenue functions vested in 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as set forth 
and defined in the Homeland Security Act of 
2002,’’ dated February 28, 2003, is rescinded. 
To this extent this Delegation of Authority 
requires any revocation of any other prior 
Order or Directive of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, such prior Order or Directive is 
hereby revoked. 

5. This Delegation of Authority is effective 
May 14, 2003. This Delegation is subject to re-
view on May 14, 2004. By March 15, 2004, the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of Homeland Security shall consult with the 
Chairman and Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and the Chairman 
and Ranking Member of the Committee on 
Finance to discuss the upcoming review of 
this Delegation. 

6. The Secretary of the Treasury reserves 
the right to rescind or modify this Delega-
tion of Authority, promulgate regulations, 
or exercise authority at any time based upon 
the statutory authority reserved to the Sec-
retary by the Act. 

JOHN W. SNOW, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to H. Res. 5, to the Republican rules 
package. Specifically, I oppose the proposed 
changes to rule X, which among other things 
creates a permanent standing Committee on 
Homeland Security and grants legislative juris-
diction to that committee. I am not opposed to 
the creation of a permanent Homeland Secu-
rity Committee. Indeed, I believe that the 
Homeland Security Committee should be 
made permanent and should be granted juris-
diction over the overall homeland security pol-
icy of the Federal Government. Further, I be-
lieve that a Homeland Security Committee is 
needed to oversee the internal administration 
of such a large Federal agency as the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, DHS, which has 
over 180,000 employees. 

Although H. Res. 5 includes these provi-
sions, I oppose its grant of legislative jurisdic-
tion to the new committee of areas that have 
previously been the jurisdiction of other com-
mittees. I oppose this grant of jurisdiction, not 
because of some desire to protect existing 
committees’ ‘‘turf’’, but because transfer of 
these security issues to a new committee di-
vests from the responsibility for those issues 
from those Members who have substantial ex-
perience and expertise—in some cases devel-
oped through decades of work—on them. The 
existing committees are best equipped to give 
the full House the benefit of carefully thought 
out recommendations that provide effective 
security without unnecessary risks to safety or 
economic efficiency. It will take years for a 
new committee to be able to develop the ex-
pertise to provide the House and the Nation 
with reports and recommendations of the qual-
ity that existing committees provide. 
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It is not enough to say that members with 

particular areas of expertise will have an op-
portunity to be heard on these issues. The 
most effective way to influence policy is to be 
part of the debate and discussion in the early 
stages of policy formation; simply voting yes 
or no when legislation makes it to the House 
floor is generally not sufficient participation to 
craft policy. 

I take this position on the basis of my 30 
years of experience in the House, during 
which time I have given high priority to secu-
rity, particularly the security of our transpor-
tation system. 

H. Res. 5 would divest responsibility for 
DHS’ transportation and port security functions 
from the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, T&I Committee, and transfer it to 
the Homeland Security Committee. However, 
transportation and port security cannot be con-
sidered in a vacuum. Developing sound secu-
rity legislation requires balancing security risks 
against the economic and safety impacts of 
such measures on transportation industries 
and their customers. For example, we would 
not want to install technology on aircraft to 
protect against missile attacks if that tech-
nology would create disproportionate safety 
risks. 

In addition, security mandates are only one 
type of requirement imposed on transportation 
industries. Other requirements include safety, 
consumer protection, environmental, accessi-
bility, and competitiveness statutory or regu-
latory mandates. Any security legislation or 
regulation must be considered in the context 
of the costs and benefits of all such require-
ments governing transportation industries. 

The Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure has the responsibility and the exper-
tise to broadly consider security risks, weigh 
all costs and benefits of proposed require-
ments, and determine the likely effects of such 
actions on transportation industries, their cus-
tomers, and the existing framework of other 
statutory and regulatory requirements. The T&I 
Committee, time and again, has proven it’s ca-
pable to ensure that the U.S. transportation 
system is efficient and safe, as well as secure. 
In the aftermath of the Pan Am Flight 103 
tragedy, the T&I Committee developed the 
landmark Aviation Security Improvement Act 
of 1990 (P.L. 101–604), which mandated 
background checks for airline and airport em-
ployees and the deployment of bomb detec-
tion equipment for baggage at our Nation’s air-
ports. During the 1990s, our committee contin-
ued to respond to the changing security needs 
through oversight and legislation. 

In the aftermath of the September 11 at-
tacks, the T&I Committee developed and con-
sidered the Aviation and Transportation Secu-
rity Act of 2001, ATSA. ATSA established a 
new Transportation Security Administration, 
TSA, federalized the screening workforce, and 
required the screening of all checked baggage 
to protect against terrorist threats. The Avia-
tion Subcommittee alone has held 19 hearings 
on aviation security issues since September 
11. Since September 11, the T&I Committee 
has also spearheaded important maritime and 
port security legislation including the Maritime 
Transportation Security Act of 2002, and the 
Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation Act 
of 2004. 

The T&I Committee has the member exper-
tise, the staff, and the institutional memory to 
deal with these issues. I believe that the qual-

ity of congressional oversight and legislation 
on these issues will suffer if these issues are 
simply transferred wholesale to a new com-
mittee. It will take years for the new committee 
to develop the institutional background and ex-
pertise that currently resides in our committee. 

Finally, the Republican Conference drafted 
these changes to rule X in isolation. Demo-
crats were afforded no role in crafting this crit-
ical security policy. 

I believe the proposed changes to rule X do 
not further the security of this Nation. Instead, 
I fear that they will hamper security by divest-
ing from those Members with the experience 
and institutional knowledge of these issues the 
direct responsibility to craft security policy. 

For all of these reasons, I oppose H. Res. 
5. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
that the rules package includes a provision 
that will make the Homeland Security Com-
mittee a permanent committee. More impor-
tantly, we will be giving the committee real 
oversight and legislative jurisdiction. But I am 
disappointed that the majority has only given 
shared jurisdiction to the Homeland Security 
Committee in some areas. This creates the 
potential for ongoing turf battles that the 9/11 
Commission warned against. 

I am also discouraged that the majority has 
decided to add a third day of suspension bills 
to the legislative calendar each week. An in-
creasing amount of legislation is being passed 
by the House under a suspension of the 
Rules. This is unnecessary and keeps us from 
doing the real business of the House—budg-
eting, appropriations and oversight. 

A perfect example of this is the massive 
omnibus appropriations bill passed for fiscal 
year 2005 just a few weeks ago. This bill was 
rushed to the floor, ignoring the House rule re-
quiring a 3-day review period before voting on 
conference reports. Only after the House 
voted on the bill, careful scrutiny of the lan-
guage uncovered a provision allowing certain 
Members and staff access to any American’s 
tax return. 

Not only was this an embarrassing episode 
for the House leadership, it continued a trou-
bling trend. In 4 out of the last 5 years, the 
majority has made a massive omnibus bill the 
only option to fund the government. This take- 
it-or-leave-it approach is not acceptable and is 
fiscally irresponsible. 

Congress has also been asleep at the 
switch when it comes to funding for Iraq and 
the war on terrorism. This administration con-
tinues to fund the war on terrorism by supple-
mental appropriations. This is not a temporary 
war. Congress needs to stand up to this White 
House, stand up for honest budgeting, and re-
quire that funding for Iraq and the war on ter-
rorism be made on-budget, and through the 
regular appropriations process. 

By appropriating through omnibus bills and 
budgeting by supplemental, Congress is sur-
rendering its constitutional duties. The results 
of this practice are ballooning deficits—the 
CBO confirmed that the 2004 deficit is the 
largest in history, $413 billion—a lack of fol-
low-through to determine how appropriated 
funds are being spent. 

Without proper oversight as a backstop, 
problems in the executive branch can spin out 
of control. Members are learning about prob-
lems for the first time through the newspapers, 
not as a result of tough oversight hearings. 
This kind of lax or nonexistent oversight con-

tributes to situations like we saw in Abu 
Ghraib prison. Now we have learned about se-
cret, permanent detention facilities in the 
United States where possible terrorists are 
held indefinitely, without any legal status. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to take a hard look 
at our priorities and get back to doing the 
business of the House. We should be moving 
forward with a tough, focused oversight agen-
da, and a schedule that devotes more time to 
priority, must-pass legislation and less time to 
suspension bills. Instead, it appears that we 
are adopting a rules package today that will 
bring us more of the same. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, as has been 
the case for a number of years, the rules 
package put forward by my Republican col-
leagues continues to trample on the rights of 
the minority. It will do nothing to stop the abu-
sive practices in this House such as the 3- 
hour vote on the Medicare bill in the middle of 
the night. In fact, it allows the Speaker added 
discretion to reconsider votes that the Repub-
lican majority loses. In addition, the new rules 
require an affirmative vote by the Ethics Com-
mittee before any action can be taken. This, in 
effect, gives my Republican colleagues the 
right to block any investigation. 

I would like to focus on one portion of the 
package that will create a permanent Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. While I am sure 
some of my colleagues believe that the new 
committee will improve our security, unfortu-
nately this new committee will be nothing 
more than a costly addition to the expendi-
tures of the legislative branch, and it will likely 
breed a new wave of ‘‘turf warfare’’ among the 
committees of the House. We simply do not 
need a special committee every time we face 
a crisis. 

The process under which we are being 
asked to approve this change is particularly 
troublesome. I call your attention to the last 
time the House felt compelled to create a new 
committee. In 1980, some Members of the 
House believed that it would be wise to create 
an energy committee. It used a careful proc-
ess in which a committee on committees was 
created, consisting of Democrats and Repub-
licans. When that committee reported its rec-
ommendations to the House, substitutes were 
permitted, and the result reflected a thoughtful 
understanding of how best to achieve the ob-
jectives. 

In contrast, we are now being asked to con-
sider a proposal which was sent to us just 
yesterday. It was hatched in secret by our Re-
publican colleagues without the input of any 
Democrats. While many of my Democratic col-
leagues may agree with the need for a new 
committee, the right of the minority to have 
their views considered and voted upon has 
been trampled once again. 

I also oppose the notion that a new com-
mittee is needed. If the main concern is one 
of oversight, we can use our existing commit-
tees to do the job. If Members still believed 
that a new committee was necessary, it need 
not have legislative jurisdiction. 

I am certain that is such a committee had 
legislative recommendations of merit, the ap-
propriate committees along with proper actions 
by respective party leaders would ensure the 
bill would come to the floor. 

Instead, I foresee a new committee that will 
seek to increase its powers by introducing bills 
granting all manner of new authorities to the 
Department of Homeland Security. In addition, 
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thoughtful bills addressing aspects of home-
land security reported by the existing commit-
tees will now be delayed as the new com-
mittee will seek referrals. And needed respon-
siveness by the executive branch to the exist-
ing committees may be hindered. 

While the 9/11 Commission urged a reorga-
nization of congressional committees to deal 
with homeland security, it is odd that this new 
committee will have no jurisdiction over the 
issues that were identified by the Commission 
that led to the 9/11 tragedy. The new com-
mittee will have no jurisdiction over the intel-
ligence community, the law enforcement com-
munity, or immigration enforcement. 

It is a shame that the first day of this new 
Congress should be marked by an attempt to 
authorize a new committee without so much 
as an open markup to consider its merits. 
Moreover, it would be extremely unwise to ig-
nore the expertise and experience of existing 
committees as we address homeland security 
issues, but we are starting down that path 
today. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I 
strongly oppose the radical new provision in-
cluded in this rules package resolution which 
would violate the Constitution by allowing the 
Speaker and a small group of Members to 
usurp the powers of a majority of the House 
and act with only a ‘‘provisional quorum’’ in-
stead of the real thing. 

The proposal would deny the plain language 
of section 5 of article I of the Constitution and 
create a new category of quorum—a ‘‘provi-
sional quorum’’—which the Constitution ex-
pressly forbids. It destroys the very idea of the 
quorum. It would also demolish a 99-year-old 
precedent, based on the Constitution, that a 
quorum of the House consists of a majority of 
the membership chosen, sworn, and living. 

For each House Member deprived of the 
right to exert an impact on the work of the 
House, either through physical presence in or 
absence from the Chamber, the approximately 
600,000 persons represented by each Mem-
ber would be deprived of their rights to demo-
cratic representation in the legislative body 
structured to be closest to the American peo-
ple. This proposal transfers the rights of those 
‘‘closest to the people’’ to those closest to the 
House floor. 

The proposal takes the guise of a rules 
change which the House has no power to 
pass, since the Constitution determines what 
kind of body the House is, and what it can— 
and can not—do. 

Under this proposal, a majority of Members 
of the House could be alive and well and fully 
cognizant, but unable to reach the floor, while 
the few who are present could usurp their au-
thority and the powers of the House. 

Article I, section 5 of the Constitution states 
that a quorum consists of a majority, and, in 
the absence of a majority, all that the remain-
ing minority of Members of the House can do 
is either adjourn from day to day or vote to 
compel the attendance of absent Members. 
There are no other options—no matter how in-
convenient that fact may be for any faction on 
the floor of the House during a time of emer-
gency. 

The fact that the Constitution authorizes a 
minority to compel the attendance of the ab-
sentees clearly indicates that the absentees 
are needed to conduct business. The Con-
stitution does not guarantee that a minority of 
the House will necessarily succeed in compel-

ling the attendance of absent Members to cre-
ate a constitutional quorum. And such a result 
could indeed cause a crisis, which H. Res. 5 
would do nothing to remedy. Unfortunately, 
during the last Congress the House refused to 
make serious progress toward ensuring con-
tinuity of government. 

Let’s consider how the plan before us today 
actually might operate. 

Suppose that, in the aftermath of a cata-
strophic emergency which caused mass cas-
ualties and disrupted transportation and com-
munications nationwide, a presiding officer ex-
isted in the House who might either be the 
Speaker or another Member of the House act-
ing as ‘‘Speaker pro tempore’’ from a list of 
names left by a deceased Speaker. 

Suppose that the presiding officer decided, 
if a quorum of the majority of Members failed 
to appear within a specified time period, that 
Members who weren’t present on the House 
floor or any other designated place of meeting 
ceased to be Members for purposes of deter-
mining a quorum. 

Suppose the rump minority of Members who 
had managed to reach the floor wanted to 
pass major legislation, including a declaration 
of war or authorization for use of military force, 
send constitutional amendments to the States 
for ratification, expel Members from their 
seats, or elect a new Speaker to become Act-
ing President of the United States, all using a 
‘‘provisional quorum’’ of one-half of the Mem-
bers present, plus one. 

Could they do these things? The proposed 
rule says they could. The Constitution says 
they could not. 

The resolution gives the Member presiding 
the effective power to temporarily define out of 
existence those Members who don’t respond 
to a specified series of quorum calls. These 
Members’ seats would not be considered va-
cant, but they would fall into a kind of extra- 
constitutional limbo until the missing Mem-
bers—or a majority of the total membership— 
reappeared in the House. It is even possible 
that some states might seek to replace Mem-
bers who do not answer the ‘‘provisional 
quorum’’ call in the House by ordering special 
elections even though the Members might be 
known to be alive. 

All Members are equal under the Constitu-
tion, and the right to membership in this 
House is not determined by a Speaker, 
Speaker pro tempore, or a rump of a minority 
of the body. It is determined by a vote of the 
people, and only a constitutionally constituted 
House may exercise the power to determine 
the qualifications of its Members and whether 
they have been duly elected. 

The Supreme Court has ruled that the 
House may not add qualifications for member-
ship beyond those expressly stated in the 
Constitution. If a Member has been duly elect-
ed and taken the oath, he remains a Member, 
and can only be removed through resignation, 
or through expulsion. There is no constitu-
tional requirement that a Member must appear 
on the floor to maintain membership, or that 
House membership can somehow lapse. 

It is surprising that some who only last year 
during debate on the ‘‘Continuity of Represen-
tation Act’’, H.R. 2844, spoke eloquently about 
the status of a House consisting only of Mem-
bers elected by the people are now supporting 
a proposal to define those elected Members 
out of existence. 

Members who are trapped at an airport be-
cause the transportation system is inoperative, 

for example, do not simply cease to exist, nor 
can their powers be vested in other Members, 
willingly or not. Their absence has potential 
consequences, including the inability of the 
House to act until the collective body is ‘‘as-
sembled’’ again, as the Constitution requires. 

The resolution would also do an end run 
around the issue of ‘‘disability’’, a matter not 
addressed in the Constitution and one which 
requires a constitutional amendment to re-
solve, as the 25th Amendment did in the case 
of the President. Disabled Members—whom 
we might describe as those either physically 
injured or mentally incapable so as to be in-
capable of participating in the work of the 
House—have the same status as those who 
are fully functional. The Constitution makes no 
mention of disabled Members, but it does not 
give the House the power to pretend they 
don’t exist. The House has never expelled or 
otherwise attempted to remove a sitting Mem-
ber on the grounds of disability. 

Proponents of the proposal before us today 
claim to address the problem of incapacitated 
Members, but only by effectively ignoring it. 
Under the provisional quorum rule, these 
Members would presumably not be able to ap-
pear on the floor and would be automatically 
excluded from the provisional quorum. It’s a 
very convenient solution to the disability prob-
lem, though blatantly unconstitutional. 

The House could adopt the provisional 
quorum plan as a House rule if the Constitu-
tion were amended to authorize it to do so; 
however, the Constitution does not. 

The argument that the House is somehow 
exercising a constitutional power to make its 
own rules is also spurious. The House may 
only make rules which the Constitution permits 
it to make. The House may not reinvent itself 
at will as a different kind of legislative body by 
pretending that it is simply changing its rules. 

At the very least, the House should debate 
the provisional quorum issue as a separate 
resolution, following hearings by the Rules 
Committee, with the Speaker in the chair to 
signal the historic nature of the debate and the 
radical action proposed to be taken. Burying 
the issue within this resolution with other con-
troversial rule changes is an outrage. 

The 108th Congress proved to be a huge 
disappointment because of its failure to effec-
tively address many issues involving the sta-
bility of our structure of government, defi-
ciencies brought to the forefront by the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, as well as a disturbing 
tendency to paper over controversies with leg-
islation which fails to substantively address the 
problem. 

For example, the House rejected a constitu-
tional amendment offered by Representative 
BAIRD of Washington which would have recon-
stituted the House quickly through temporary 
appointments, pending special elections, if a 
large number of Members were killed. I had 
introduced a different version of the proposal, 
H.J. Res. 89. Members opposed to the con-
cept—which is admittedly extremely controver-
sial—refused to allow real hearings and de-
bate. Even though prospects for passage of a 
constitutional amendment were extremely slim, 
a substantial debate would have served to 
educate the Congress and the American peo-
ple on the importance of these issues, and 
perhaps provide impetus in a search for alter-
natives. A major effort like this has to start 
somewhere. 

Instead, the House passed, but the Senate 
subsequently did not consider, H.R. 2844, the 
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‘‘Continuity of Representation Act’’, which cre-
ated an unrealistically fast, unfair, undemo-
cratic and unworkable scheme to fill vacant 
House seats through a mandatory national 45- 
day special election period. This bill was re-
ferred principally to the House Administration 
Committee, where I was able to make an offi-
cial record of its many flaws. 

Neither House passed simple legislation 
which would have corrected an oversight in 
the legislation creating the Department of 
Homeland Security in 2002, which failed to 
place the supposedly critical new cabinet offi-
cer somewhere—anywhere—in the statutory 
line of success to the Presidency. 

Though hearings were held, neither House 
addressed significant issues of Presidential 
succession, such as the role of the Speaker 
and President pro tempore and lame duck 
Cabinet members in the succession lineup, 
and the ability of some officials to ‘‘bump’’ oth-
ers serving as acting president under the cur-
rent Federal statute. 

Mr. Speaker, I plan to urge further action on 
congressional continuity issues in the new 
year, to work with my colleagues on the Com-
mittee on House Administration to assert our 
own jurisdiction more effectively and to push 
other relevant committees to do the same. We 
need both more effective action, and better in-
ternal cooperation, to accomplish these goals. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows: 

EXPLANATION OF 3-DAY LAYOVER 
SUPERMAJORITY VOTE REQUIREMENT 

1. Committee Reports. Clause 4(a)(1) of 
Rule XIII requires committee-reported bills 
to lay over for three days before consider-
ation in the House. The purpose of this rule, 
which dates from the legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1970, is to give Members who did 
not participate in committee deliberations 
time to consider the committee’s work. The 
three-day layover period gives Members time 
to familiarize themselves with the legisla-
tion and to prepare for House debate, which 
could include drafting amendments to the 
committee-reported bill. When he was a mi-
nority Rules Committee Member, Chairman 
Dreier explained the importance of this rule 
in the following way: 

‘‘Why is it that we have the 3-day layover? 
Very simple, Mr. Speaker, I do not think you 
would enter into a business agreement or 
purchase a home or engage in any kind of 
major activity without having read it first. 
The idea behind the 3-day layover is very 
simple. It is there so that we may in fact 
allow Members to have the opportunity to 
review legislation before they exercise their 
constitutional right and vote for it or 
against it.’’ 

Althoug Chairman Dreier was very critical 
of special rules that waived the 3-day layover 
when he was a minority Rules Committee 
member, his committee routinely reports 
special rules waiving 3-day layover of com-
mittee-reported legislation. In the 108th Con-
gress, the Rules Committee waived the 3-day 
layover of committee-reported legislation 31 
times. 

The purpose of this amendment is to re-
store regular order to the committee report-
ing process. It would allow the House to 
adopt a rule waiving the 3-day layover of 
committee-reported legislation only with a 
two-thirds vote—in the same way the House 
must approve a rule calling for same-day 
consideration of a bill by a two-thirds vote. 

2. Conference Reports. House-Senate con-
ferences are a critical part of the Congres-
sional deliberative process because they 
produce the final legislative product that be-

comes the law of the land. The conference is 
where the final compromises are made and 
the final statutory language on the bill’s 
toughest issues is negotiated and drafted. As 
Chairman Dreier wrote back in 1993: 

‘‘Deliberative democracy is just as impor-
tant at the end of the legislative process as 
it is at the formative subcommittee stages 
or the amendatory floor stage. In fact, the 
case can be made that it is even more impor-
tant that Congress be fully informed and de-
liberate on that final product since that is 
the version that will become law.’’ 

Because only a restricted group of House 
Members participate in conferences and be-
cause conference reports can contain signifi-
cant policy changes from the House-approved 
version of a bill, the standing House Rules 
provide Members a number of protections 
against the conference process. Perhaps the 
most important protection is the one found 
in clause 8(a)(1)(A) of House Rules XXII, 
which requires conference reports and joint 
explanatory statements to lay over for three 
days after publication in the Congressional 
Record. The purpose of this rule is very 
clear. Since most Members do not partici-
pate in the conference, they need time to 
study and familiarize themselves with the 
conference product. Conference reports on 
major legislation run sometimes hundreds of 
pages and often contain small, technical- 
looking changes in bill language that can 
have large policy effects. They can also con-
tain provisions that serve the interests of a 
small group of conferees, but do not reflect 
the intentions of the broader house member-
ship. 

Although conference reports are privileged 
and could come directly to the Floor for con-
sideration without a rule, they are routinely 
considered under special rules because they 
are often in technical violation of one or 
more sections of Rule XXII or the Budget 
Act of 1974. While it is understandable that 
the majority may need to use special rules to 
waive certain points of order against the 
content or consideration of conference re-
ports in particular situations, the Majority 
has made it the practice to grant ‘‘blanket 
waivers’’ to virtually every conference re-
port the House considers. Twenty-five of the 
28 special rules the Rules Committee granted 
on conference reports in the 108th Congress 
waived 3-day layover. In other words, it has 
become standard practice to jam conference 
reports through the House before most Mem-
bers know what is in them. 

One of the troubling consequences of this 
policy is that Members only learn about the 
details of a conference report after it has al-
ready passed the House. Some of these con-
ference reports reconfirm the truth of the 
old saying that ‘‘the devil is in the details.’’ 
Chairman Dreier made this very same argu-
ment, when, as a minority Rules Committee 
member, he opposed waiving the 3-day lay-
over on conference reports. He wrote: 

‘‘The House and Senate have been repeat-
edly embarrassed over the years by con-
ference reports on voluminous pieces of leg-
islation which have been voted on before 
even properly printed or distributed, let 
alone understood. Only after their enact-
ment have some of the provisions come back 
to haunt the Congress.’’ 

The 108th Congress has had its share of em-
barrassing episodes involving the quick ap-
proval of conference reports that were later 
discovered to contain controversial provi-
sions added into bills during the conference 
stage. For example: 

One of the earliest actions of the 108th 
Congress was to repeal the embarrassing pro-
vision Republican leaders had slipped into 
the Homeland Security conference report at 
the end of the 107th Congress that protected 
Eli Lilly and a number of other pharma-

ceutical companies from civil liability for 
their production of the vaccine preservative 
Thimerosal. 

The Energy Bill conference added scores of 
obscure provisions that had not appeared in 
the House or Senate bills, including the em-
barrassing ‘‘greenbonds initiative,’’ which 
turned out to be subsidy to build a Hooters 
restaurant in Shreveport, Louisiana. 

The recent conference report for the FY05 
Omnibus funding bill included a provision 
giving Appropriations Committee Members 
and staff access to the Internal Revenue 
Service tax returns of U.S. Citizens. 

To avoid future embarrassing episodes 
such as these and to restore Members’ rights 
to have three days to study a conference re-
port, this section would allow the House to 
adopt a rule waiving the 3-day layover of 
conference report only with a two-thirds 
vote. 

PREVIOUS QUESTIONS FOR H. RES. 5—109TH 
CONGRESS OPENING DAY RULES PACKAGE 

In section 2: 

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 5 OFFERED BY MS. 
SLAUGHTER OF NEW YORK 

Strike section 2(k)(2) (relating to dismissal 
of complaints) and redesignate the suc-
ceeding paragraph accordingly. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of today, 
this vote will be followed by a 5-minute 
vote on the motion to commit and a 5- 
minute vote on the question of adop-
tion of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 222, nays 
196, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 4] 

YEAS—222 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cox 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 

Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
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Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 

McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 

Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—196 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 

Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 

Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 

Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—9 

Capps 
Feeney 
Jones (NC) 

Larsen (WA) 
McHugh 
Miller, Gary 

Northup 
Serrano 
Watson 

b 1705 

Messrs. SANDERS, DeFAZIO, and 
MEEHAN changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WELLER changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
MOTION TO COMMIT OFFERED BY MS. SLAUGHTER 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The Clerk will report the mo-
tion to commit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. SLAUGHTER moves to commit the 

resolution H. Res. 5 to a select committee 
composed of the Majority Leader and the Mi-
nority Leader with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendments: 

In section 2, add at the end the following 
new subsections: 
WAIVER OF THREE-DAY LAYOVER REQUIREMENT 

REQUIRES TWO-THIRDS VOTE 
SEC. . Clause 6(c) of rule XIII of the Rules 

of the House of Representatives is amended 
by striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (2) and by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(3) a rule or order proposing a waiver of 
clause 4(a)(1) of rule XIII or of clause 8(a) or 
8(b) of rule XXII by a vote of less than two- 
thirds of the Members voting, a quorum 
being present; or 

‘‘(4) a rule or order proposing a waiver of 
subparagraph (3) by a vote of less than two- 
thirds of the Members voting, a quorum 
being present.’’. 

POST-EMPLOYMENT RESTRICTIONS FOR 
MEMBERS 

SEC. . Rule XXIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives is amended by re-
designating clause 13 as clause 14 and by add-
ing after clause 12 the following new clause: 

‘‘13. No Member, Delegate, or Resident 
Commissioner may negotiate for future em-
ployment with any person who has a direct 
interest in legislation referred to any com-
mittee during this or the preceding Congress 
while that Member, Delegate, or Resident 
Commissioner serves on that committee.’’. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the motion to commit be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to commit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to commit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 196, nays 
219, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 5] 

YEAS—196 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Shays 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—219 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 

Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 

Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
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Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cox 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 

Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 

Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Capps 
Doyle 
Feeney 
Fortenberry 

Jones (NC) 
Larsen (WA) 
McHugh 
Miller, Gary 

Northup 
Peterson (PA) 
Serrano 
Watson 

b 1719 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and Mr. COX 

changed their votes from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida changed 
his vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, on roll-

call No. 5 I was inadvertently detained. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to commit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

b 1715 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

LAHOOD). The question is on the resolu-
tion. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minutes vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
195, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 6] 
YEAS—220 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cox 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 

Nunes 
Nussle 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—195 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardin 

Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 

Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, AL 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 

Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 

Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—12 

Capps 
Doyle 
Feeney 
Hastings (WA) 

Jones (NC) 
Larsen (WA) 
McHugh 
Miller, Gary 

Northup 
Peterson (PA) 
Serrano 
Watson 

b 1530 
Miss McMORRIS changed her vote 

from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I was not able to 
be present for the following rollcall votes and 
would like the RECORD to reflect that I would 
have voted as follows: Rollcall No. 3—‘‘nay’’; 
rollcall No. 4—‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 5—‘‘yea’’; 
rollcall No. 6—‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Republican Conference, 
I offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 
6) and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 6 
Resolved, That the following Members be 

and are hereby elected to the following 
standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives: 

Committee on Rules: Mr. Dreier, Chair-
man; Mr. Lincoln Diaz-Balart of Florida; Mr. 
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Hastings of Washington; Mr. Sessions; Mr. 
Putnam; Mrs. Capito; Mr. Cole and Mr. 
Bishop of Utah. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN 
MINORITY EMPLOYEES 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
resolution (H. Res. 7), and I ask unani-
mous consent for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 7 

Resolved, That pursuant to the Legislative 
Pay Act of 1929, as amended, the six minor-
ity employees authorized therein shall be the 
following named persons, effective January 
3, 2005, until otherwise ordered by the House, 
to-wit: George Crawford, George Kundanis, 
Lorraine Miller, Brendan Daly, Mike Sheehy 
and Arshi Siddiqui, each to receive gross 
compensation pursuant to the provisions of 
House Resolution 119, Ninety-fifth Congress, 
as enacted into permanent law by section 115 
of Public Law 95–94. In addition, the Minor-
ity Leader may appoint and set the annual 
rate of pay for up to three further minority 
employees. 

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

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed bills of the 
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. Con. Res. 1. Concurrent Resolution to 
provide for the counting on January 6, 2005, 
of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
President of the United States. 

S. Con. Res. 2. Concurrent resolution to ex-
tend the life of the Joint Congressional Com-
mittee on Inaugural Ceremonies and the pro-
visions of S. Con. Res. 93 and S. Con. Res. 94 
of the One Hundred Eighth Congress. 

The message also announced that the 
Secretary inform the House of Rep-
resentatives that a quorum of the Sen-
ate is assembled and that the Senate is 
ready to proceed to business. 

f 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 8) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 8 

Resolved, That unless otherwise ordered, 
before Monday, May 16, 2005, the hour of 
daily meeting of the House shall be 2 p.m. on 
Mondays; noon on Tuesdays; and 10 a.m. on 
all other days of the week; and from Monday, 
May 16, 2005, until the end of the first ses-
sion, the hour of daily meeting of the House 
shall be noon on Mondays; 10 a.m. on Tues-
days, Wednesdays, and Thursdays; and 9 a.m. 
on all other days of the week. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

b 1730 

REGARDING CONSENT TO ASSEM-
BLE OUTSIDE THE SEAT OF GOV-
ERNMENT 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 1) and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 1 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That pursuant to clause 4, 
section 5, article I of the Constitution, dur-
ing the One Hundred Ninth Congress the 
Speaker of the House and the Majority Lead-
er of the Senate or their respective des-
ignees, acting jointly after consultation with 
the Minority Leader of the House and the 
Minority Leader of the Senate, may notify 
the Members of the House and the Senate, 
respectively, to assemble at a place outside 
the District of Columbia if, in their opinion, 
the public interest shall warrant it. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR A JOINT SESSION 
TO COUNT ELECTORAL VOTES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD) laid before the House the fol-
lowing privileged Senate concurrent 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 1) to provide 
for the counting on January 6, 2005, of 
the electoral votes for the President 
and Vice President of the United 
States. 

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows: 

S. CON. RES. 1 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the two Houses 
of Congress shall meet in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Thursday, the 
sixth day of January 2005, at 1 o’clock post 
meridian, pursuant to the requirements of 
the Constitution and laws relating to the 
election of President and Vice President of 
the United States, and the President of the 
Senate shall be their Presiding Officer; that 
two tellers shall be previously appointed by 
the President of the Senate on the part of 
the Senate and two by the Speaker on the 
part of the House of Representatives, to 
whom shall be handed, as they are opened by 
the President of the Senate, all the certifi-
cates and papers purporting to be certifi-
cates of the electoral votes, which certifi-
cates and papers shall be opened, presented, 
and acted upon in the alphabetical order of 
the States, beginning with the letter ‘‘A’’; 
and said tellers, having then read the same 
in the presence and hearing of the two 
Houses, shall make a list of the votes as they 
shall appear from the said certificates; and 
the votes having been ascertained and count-
ed in the manner and according to the rules 
by law provided, the result of the same shall 
be delivered to the President of the Senate, 
who shall thereupon announce the state of 
the vote, which announcement shall be 
deemed a sufficient declaration of the per-
sons, if any, elected President and Vice 

President of the United States, and, together 
with a list of the votes, be entered on the 
Journals of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Senate concurrent reso-
lution was concurred in. 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONTINUATION OF 
JOINT COMMITTEE TO MAKE IN-
AUGURATION ARRANGEMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following privileged 
Senate concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 2) to extend the life of the Joint 
Congressional Committee on Inaugural 
Ceremonies and the provision of S. 
Con. Res. 93 and S. Con. Res. 94 of the 
One Hundred Eighth Congress. 

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows: 

S. CON. RES. 2 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring), That effective from 
January 3, 2005, the joint committee created 
by Senate Concurrent Resolution 94 (108th 
Congress), to make the necessary arrange-
ments for the inauguration, is hereby contin-
ued with the same power and authority pro-
vided for in that resolution. 

SEC. 2. Effective from January 4, 2005, the 
provisions of Senate Concurrent Resolution 
93 (108th Congress), to authorize the rotunda 
of the United States Capitol to be used in 
connection with the proceedings and cere-
monies for the inauguration of the Presi-
dent-elect and the Vice President-elect of 
the United States, are continued with the 
same power and authority provided for in 
that resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Senate concurrent reso-
lution is concurred in. 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

REAPPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF 
JOINT COMMITTEE TO MAKE 
NECESSARY ARRANGEMENT FOR 
THE INAUGURATION ON JANU-
ARY 20, 2005 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, pursuant to Senate Concur-
rent Resolution 2, 109th Congress, the 
Chair announces the Speaker’s re-
appointment as members of the joint 
committee to make the necessary ar-
rangements for the inauguration of the 
President-elect and the Vice President- 
elect of the United States on the 20th 
day of January, 2005, the following 
Members of the House: 

Mr. HASTERT of Illinois, 
Mr. DELAY of Texas, 
Ms. PELOSI of California. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR ATTENDANCE AT 
INAUGURAL CEREMONIES ON 
JANUARY 20, 2005 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged resolution (H. Res. 9) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 
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H. RES. 9 

Resolved, That at 10:30 a.m. on Thursday, 
January 20, 2005, the House shall proceed to 
the West Front of the Capitol for the purpose 
of attending the inaugural ceremonies of the 
President and Vice President of the United 
States; and that upon the conclusion of the 
ceremonies the House stands adjourned until 
2 p.m. on Tuesday, January 25, 2005, pursuant 
to such concurrent resolution of adjourn-
ment as may so permit. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO 
HOUSES 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
privileged concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 2) and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 2 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on the legislative day of Thursday, 
January 6, 2005, on a motion offered pursuant 
to this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
Leader or his designee, it stand adjourned 
until 10 a.m. on Thursday, January 20, 2005, 
or until the time of any reassembly pursuant 
to section 2 of this concurrent resolution, 
whichever occurs first; that when the House 
adjourns on the legislative day of Thursday, 
January 20, 2005, it stand adjourned until 2 
p.m. on Tuesday, January 25, 2005, or until 
the time of any reassembly pursuant to sec-
tion 2 of this concurrent resolution, which-
ever occurs first; and that when the Senate 
recesses or adjourns on Thursday, January 6, 
2005, or Friday, January 7, 2005, on a motion 
offered pursuant to this concurrent resolu-
tion by its Majority Leader or his designee, 
it stand recessed or adjourned until noon on 
Thursday, January 20, 2005, or at such other 
time on that day as may be specified by its 
Majority Leader or his designee in the mo-
tion to recess or adjourn, or until the time of 
any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this 
concurrent resolution, whichever occurs 
first. 

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the 
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House 
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble 
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate whenever, in their opinion, the public 
interest shall warrant it. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY, 
JANUARY 6, 2005 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 11 
a.m. on Thursday, January 6, 2005. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PEARCE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER, MAJOR-
ITY LEADER, MINORITY LEADER 
TO ACCEPT RESIGNATIONS AND 
MAKE APPOINTMENTS DURING 
THE FIRST SESSION OF 109TH 
CONGRESS 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that during the first ses-
sion of the 109th Congress, the Speaker, 
majority leader, and minority leader 
be authorized to accept resignations 
and to make appointments authorized 
by law or by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

GRANTING MEMBERS OF THE 
HOUSE PRIVILEGE TO EXTEND 
REMARKS AND INCLUDE EXTRA-
NEOUS MATERIAL IN THE CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD FOR THE 
FIRST SESSION OF 109TH CON-
GRESS 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that during the first ses-
sion of the 109th Congress, all Members 
be permitted to extend their remarks 
and to include extraneous material 
within the permitted limit in that sec-
tion of the RECORD entitled ‘‘Exten-
sions of Remarks.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair customarily takes this occasion 
on the opening day of Congress to an-
nounce his policies with respect to par-
ticular aspects of process. The Chair 
will insert in the RECORD announce-
ments by the Speaker concerning: 
privileges of the floor; introduction of 
bills and resolutions; unanimous-con-
sent requests for the consideration of 
bills and resolutions; recognition for 1- 
minute speeches, morning-hour debate, 
and special orders; decorum in debate; 
conduct of votes by electronic device; 
distribution of written materials on 
the House floor; use of wireless tele-
phones or personal computers on the 
House floor; and jurisdictional issues. 

These announcements, where appro-
priate, will reiterate the origins of the 
stated policies. The Speaker intends to 
continue in the 109th Congress the poli-
cies reflected in these statements. 

The announcements referred to fol-
low and, without objection, will be 
printed in the RECORD January 4, 2005: 

There was no objection. 
1. PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

The Chair will make the following an-
nouncements regarding floor privileges, 
which will apply during the 109th Congress. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 
TO STAFF 

The SPEAKER. Rule IV strictly limits those 
persons to whom the privileges of the floor 

during sessions of the House are extended, 
and that rule prohibits the Chair from enter-
taining requests for suspension or waiver of 
that rule. As reiterated by the Chair on Jan-
uary 21, 1986, January 3, 1985, January 25, 
1983, and August 22, 1974, and as stated in 
Chapter 10, section 2, of House Practice, the 
rule strictly limits the number of committee 
staff on the floor at one time during the con-
sideration of measures reported from their 
committees. This permission does not extend 
to Members’ personal staff except when a 
Member’s amendment is actually pending 
during the five-minute rule. It also does not 
extend to personal staff of Members who are 
sponsors of pending bills or who are engaging 
in special orders. The Chair requests the co-
operation of all Members and committee 
staff to assure that only the proper number 
of staff are on the floor, and then only dur-
ing the consideration of measures within the 
jurisdiction of their committees. The Chair 
is making this statement and reiterating 
this policy because an increasing number of 
Members have insisted on strict enforcement 
of the rule. The Chair requests each chair-
man, and each ranking minority member, to 
submit to the Speaker a list of those staff 
who are allowed on the floor during the con-
sideration of a measure reported by their 
committee. The Sergeant-at-Arms, who has 
been directed to assure proper enforcement 
of rule IV, will keep the list. Each staff per-
son should exchange his or her ID for a 
‘‘committee staff’’ badge, which is to be 
worn while on the floor. The Chair has con-
sulted with the Minority Leader and will 
continue to consult with her. 

Furthermore, as the Chair announced on 
January 7, 2003, in accordance with the 
change in the 108th Congress of clause 2(a) of 
rule IV regarding leadership staff floor ac-
cess, only designated staff approved by the 
Speaker shall be granted the privilege of the 
floor. The Speaker intends that his approval 
be narrowly granted on a bipartisan basis to 
staff from the majority and minority side 
and only to those staff essential to floor ac-
tivities. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 

TO FORMER MEMBERS 
The SPEAKER. The guidelines announced by 

the Chair on August 1, 1996, and May 25, 1995, 
with respect to the prohibition against 
former Members exercising floor privileges 
during the consideration of a matter in 
which they have a personal or pecuniary in-
terest or are employed or retained as a lob-
byist will continue to apply in the 109th Con-
gress. 

Clause 4 of rule IV and the subsequent 
guidelines issued by previous Speakers on 
this matter make it clear that consideration 
of legislative measures is not limited solely 
to those pending before the House. Consider-
ation also includes all bills and resolutions 
that have been called up by a full committee 
or subcommittee or on which hearings have 
been held by a full committee or sub-
committee of the House. 

Former Members can be prohibited from 
privileges of the floor, the Speaker’s lobby, 
and respective Cloakrooms should it be 
ascertained they have a direct interest in 
legislation that is before a subcommittee, 
full committee, or the House. Not only do 
those circumstances prohibit former Mem-
bers but the fact that a former Member is 
employed or retained by a lobbying organiza-
tion attempting to directly or indirectly in-
fluence pending legislation is cause for pro-
hibiting access to the House Chamber. First 
announced by Speaker O’Neill on January 6, 
1977, again on June 7, 1978, and by Speaker 
Foley in 1994, the guidelines were intended to 
prohibit former Members from using their 
floor privileges under the restrictions laid 
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out in this rule. This restriction extends not 
only to the House floor but adjacent rooms, 
the Cloakrooms, and the Speaker’s lobby. 

Members who have reason to know that a 
former Member is on the floor inconsistent 
with clause 4 of rule IV should notify the 
Sergeant-at-Arms promptly. 
2. INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
The SPEAKER. The policy that the Chair 

announced on January 3, 1983, with respect 
to the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions will continue to apply in the 
109th Congress. As Members are aware, they 
have the privilege today of introducing bills. 
Heretofore on the opening day of a new Con-
gress, several hundred bills have been intro-
duced. The Chair will do his best to refer as 
many bills as possible, but he will ask the in-
dulgence of Members if he is unable to refer 
all the bills that may be introduced. Those 
bills that are not referred and do not appear 
in the Record as of today will be included in 
the next day’s Record and printed with a 
date as of today. 

The Chair has advised all officers and em-
ployees of the House that are involved in the 
processing of bills that every bill, resolution, 
memorial, petition or other material that is 
placed in the hopper must bear the signature 
of a Member. Where a bill or resolution is 
jointly sponsored, the signature must be 
that of the Member first named thereon. The 
bill clerk is instructed to return to the Mem-
ber any bill which appears in the hopper 
without an original signature. This proce-
dure was inaugurated in the 92d Congress. It 
has worked well, and the Chair thinks that it 
is essential to continue this practice to in-
sure the integrity of the process by which 
legislation is introduced in the House. 

3. UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUESTS FOR THE 
CONSIDERATION OF LEGISLATION 

The SPEAKER. The policy the Chair an-
nounced on January 6, 1999, with respect to 
recognition for unanimous consent requests 
for the consideration of certain legislative 
measures will continue to apply in the 109th 
Congress. The Speaker will continue to fol-
low the guidelines recorded in section 956 of 
the House Rules and Manual conferring rec-
ognition for unanimous-consent requests for 
the consideration of bills, resolutions, and 
other measures only when assured that the 
majority and minority floor leadership and 
committee chairmen and ranking minority 
members have no objection. Consistent with 
those guidelines, and with the Chair’s inher-
ent power of recognition under clause 2 of 
rule XVII, the Chair, and any occupant of the 
Chair appointed as Speaker pro tempore pur-
suant to clause 8 of rule I, will decline rec-
ognition for the unanimous-consent requests 
chronicled in section 956 without assurances 
that the request has been so cleared. This de-
nial of recognition by the Chair will not re-
flect necessarily any personal opposition on 
the part of the Chair to orderly consider-
ation of the matter in question, but will re-
flect the determination upon the part of the 
Chair that orderly procedures will be fol-
lowed; that is, procedures involving con-
sultation and agreement between floor and 
committee leadership on both sides of the 
aisle. 

4. RECOGNITION FOR ONE-MINUTE SPEECHES 
AND SPECIAL ORDERS 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 
TO ONE-MINUTE SPEECHES 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy an-
nounced on August 8, 1984, with respect to 
recognition for one-minute speeches will 
apply during the 109th Congress. The Chair 
will alternate recognition for one-minute 
speeches between majority and minority 
Members, in the order in which they seek 
recognition in the well under present prac-

tice from the Chair’s right to the Chair’s 
left, with possible exceptions for Members of 
the leadership and Members having business 
requests. The Chair, of course, reserves the 
right to limit one-minute speeches to a cer-
tain period of time or to a special place in 
the program on any given day, with notice to 
the leadership. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER WITH RESPECT 

TO SPECIAL-ORDER SPEECHES 
The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy an-

nounced on February 11, 1994, and February 
24, 1994, with respect to restricted special- 
order speeches, will also continue through 
the 109th Congress with the further clarifica-
tion that reallocations of time within each 
leadership special-order period will be per-
mitted with notice to the Chair. Upon con-
sultation with the Minority Leader, the 
Speaker’s policy, which began on February 
23, 1994, was reiterated on January 4, 1995, 
and was supplemented on January 3, 2001, 
will continue to apply in the 109th Congress 
as outlined below: 

On Tuesdays, following legislative busi-
ness, the Chair may recognize Members for 
special-order speeches up to midnight, and 
such speeches may not extend beyond mid-
night. On all other days of the week, the 
Chair may recognize Members for special- 
order speeches up to four hours after the 
conclusion of five-minute special-order 
speeches. Such speeches may not extend be-
yond the four-hour limit without the permis-
sion of the Chair, which may be granted only 
with advance consultation between the lead-
erships and notification to the House. How-
ever, at no time shall the Chair recognize for 
any special-order speeches beyond midnight. 

The Chair will first recognize Members for 
five-minute special-order speeches, alter-
nating initially and subsequently between 
the parties regardless of the date the order 
was granted by the House. The Chair will 
then recognize longer special orders speech-
es. A Member recognized for a five-minute 
special-order speech may not be recognized 
for a longer special-order speech. The four- 
hour limitation will be divided between the 
majority and minority parties. Each party is 
entitled to reserve its first hour for respec-
tive leaderships or their designees. Recogni-
tion will alternate initially and subsequently 
between the parties each day. 

The allocation of time within each party’s 
two-hour period (or shorter period if pro-
rated to end by midnight) is to be deter-
mined by a list submitted to the Chair by 
the respective leaderships. Members may not 
sign up with their leadership for any special- 
order speeches earlier than one week prior to 
the special order, and additional guidelines 
may be established for such sign-ups by the 
respective leaderships. 

Pursuant to clause 2(a) of rule V, the tele-
vision cameras will not pan the Chamber, 
but a ‘‘crawl’’ indicating morning hour or 
that the House has completed its legislative 
business and is proceeding with special-order 
speeches will appear on the screen. The Chair 
may announce other television camera adap-
tations during this period. 

The continuation of this format for rec-
ognition by the Speaker is without prejudice 
to the Speaker’s ultimate power of recogni-
tion under clause 2 of rule XVII should cir-
cumstances so warrant. 

5. DECORUM IN DEBATE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair’s announced poli-
cies of January 7, 2003, January 4, 1995, and 
January 3, 1991, will apply in the 109th Con-
gress. It is essential that the dignity of the 
proceedings of the House be preserved, not 
only to assure that the House conducts its 
business in an orderly fashion but also to 
permit Members to properly comprehend and 

participate in the business of the House. To 
this end, and in order to permit the Chair to 
understand and to correctly put the question 
on the numerous requests that are made by 
Members, the Chair requests that Members 
and others who have the privileges of the 
floor desist from audible conversation in the 
Chamber while the business of the House is 
being conducted. The Chair would encourage 
all Members to review rule XVII to gain a 
better understanding of the proper rules of 
decorum expected of them, and especially: to 
avoid ‘‘personalities’’ in debate with respect 
to references to other Members, the Senate, 
and the President; to address the Chair while 
standing and only when, and not beyond, the 
time recognized, and not to address the tele-
vision or other imagined audience; to refrain 
from passing between the Chair and a Mem-
ber speaking, or directly in front of a Mem-
ber speaking from the well; to refrain from 
smoking in the Chamber; to disable wireless 
phones when entering the Chamber; to wear 
appropriate business attire in the Chamber; 
and to generally display the same degree of 
respect to the Chair and other Members that 
every Member is due. 

The Chair would like all Members to be on 
notice that the Chair intends to strictly en-
force time limitations on debate. Further-
more, the Chair has the authority to imme-
diately interrupt Members in debate who 
transgress rule XVII by failing to avoid ‘‘per-
sonalities’’ in debate with respect to ref-
erences to the Senate, the President, and 
other Members, rather than wait for Mem-
bers to complete their remarks. 

Finally, it is not in order to speak dis-
respectfully of the Speaker; and under the 
precedents the sanctions for such violations 
transcend the ordinary requirements for 
timeliness of challenges. This separate treat-
ment is recorded in volume 2 of Hinds’ Prece-
dents, at section 1248 and was reiterated on 
January 19, 1995. 
6. CONDUCT OF VOTES BY ELECTRONIC DEVICE 
The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy an-

nounced on January 4, 1995, with respect to 
the conduct of electronic votes will continue 
in the 109th Congress. 

As Members are aware, clause 2(a) of rule 
XX provides that Members shall have not 
less than 15 minutes in which to answer an 
ordinary [rollcall] record vote or quorum 
call. The rule obviously establishes 15 min-
utes as a minimum. Still, with the coopera-
tion of the Members, a vote can easily be 
completed in that time. The events of Octo-
ber 30, 1991, stand out as proof of this point. 
On that occasion, the House was considering 
a bill in the Committee of the Whole under 
a special rule that placed an overall time 
limit on the amendment process, including 
the time consumed by [rollcalls] record 
votes. The Chair announced, and then strict-
ly enforced, a policy of closing electronic 
votes as soon as possible after the guaran-
teed period of 15 minutes. Members appre-
ciated and cooperated with the Chair’s en-
forcement of the policy on that occasion. 

The Chair desires that the example of Oc-
tober 30, 1991, be made the regular practice of 
the House. To that end, the Chair enlists the 
assistance of all Members in avoiding the un-
necessary loss of time in conducting the 
business of the House. The Chair encourages 
all Members to depart for the Chamber 
promptly upon the appropriate bell and light 
signal. As in recent Congresses, the cloak-
rooms should not forward to the Chair re-
quests to hold a vote by electronic device, 
but should simply apprise inquiring Members 
of the time remaining on the voting clock. 

Although no occupant of the Chair would 
prevent a Member who is in the well of the 
Chamber before the announcement of the re-
sult from casting his or her vote, each occu-
pant of the Chair will have the full support 
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of the Speaker in striving to close each elec-
tronic vote at the earliest opportunity. 
Members should not rely on signals relayed 
from outside the Chamber to assume that 
votes will be held open until they arrive in 
the Chamber. 

7. USE OF HANDOUTS ON HOUSE FLOOR 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy an-
nounced on September 27, 1995, which was 
prompted by a misuse of handouts on the 
House floor and made at the bipartisan re-
quest of the Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct, will continue in 109th Con-
gress. All handouts distributed on or adja-
cent to the House floor by Members during 
House proceedings must bear the name of the 
Member authorizing their distribution. In 
addition, the content of those materials 
must comport with standards of propriety 
applicable to words spoken in debate or in-
serted in the Record. Failure to comply with 
this admonition may constitute a breach of 
decorum and may give rise to a question of 
privilege. 

The Chair would also remind Members 
that, pursuant to clause 5 of rule IV, staff is 
prohibited from engaging in efforts in the 
Hall of the House or rooms leading thereto 
to influence Members with regard to the leg-
islation being amended. Staff cannot dis-
tribute handouts. 

In order to enhance the quality of debate 
in the House, the Chair would ask Members 
to minimize the use of handouts. 

8. USE OF EQUIPMENT ON HOUSE FLOOR 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy an-
nounced on January 27, 2000, as modified by 
the change in clause 5 of rule XVII in the 
108th Congress, will continue in the 109th 
Congress. All Members and staff are re-
minded of the absolute prohibition contained 
in clause 5 of rule XVII against the use of a 
wireless telephone or personal computer 
upon the floor of the House at any time. 

The Chair requests all Members and staff 
wishing to receive or send wireless telephone 
messages to do so outside of the Chamber, 
and to deactivate, which means to turn off, 
any audible ring of wireless phones before 
entering the Chamber. To this end, the Chair 
insists upon the cooperation of all Members 
and staff and instructs the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, pursuant to clause 3(a) of rule II and 
clause 5 of rule XVII, to enforce this prohibi-
tion. 

9. JURISDICTIONAL ISSUES 

The SPEAKER. Based on discussions with 
the relevant committees, the further mutual 
understandings contained in the final two 
paragraphs of the ‘‘Memorandum of Under-
standing Between Energy and Commerce 
Committee and Financial Services Com-
mittee’’ dated January 30, 2001, shall no 
longer provide jurisdictional guidance. 

The policy announced in the 102d Congress 
with respect to jurisdictional concepts re-
bated to clause 5(a) of rule XXI—tax and tar-
iff measures—will continue to govern but 
need not be reiterated, as it is adequately 
documented as precedent in the House Rules 
and Manual. 

The 109th Congress established the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. The Chair 
would announce that the Speaker’s referrals 
of measures to the Select Committee on 
Homeland Security of the 108th Congress will 
not constitute precedent for referrals to the 
new committee. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO 
THE PERMANENT SELECT COM-
MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 11 of rule X, clause 11 of 

rule I, and the order of the House 
today, the Chair announces the Speak-
er’s appointment of the following Mem-
ber of the House to the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence: 

Mr. HOEKSTRA of Michigan, Chair-
man. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING COM-
MISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 40 United States Code, 175 and 
176, and the order of the House of 
today, the Chair announces the Speak-
er’s appointment of the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. PELOSI) 
as members of the House Office Build-
ing Commission to serve with himself. 

f 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO 
NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, your com-
mittee appointed on the part of the 
House to join a like committee on the 
part of the Senate to notify the Presi-
dent of the United States that a 
quorum of each House has been assem-
bled and is ready to receive any com-
munication that he may be pleased to 
make has performed that duty. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2005. 

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Under Clause 2(g) of 

Rule II of the Rules of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, I herewith designate Mr. 
Gerasimos C. Vans, Deputy Clerk, to sign 
any and all papers and do all other acts for 
me under the name of the Clerk of the House 
which he would be authorized to do by virtue 
of this designation, except such as are pro-
vided by statute, in case of my temporary 
absence or disability. 

If Mr. Vans should not be able to act in my 
behalf for any reason, then Ms. Marjorie C. 
Kelaher, Assistant to the Clerk or Mr. Daniel 
J. Strodel, Assistant to the Clerk should 
similarly perform such duties under the 
same conditions as are authorized by this 
designation. 

These designations shall remain in effect 
for the 109th Congress or until modified by 
me. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL. 

f 

PROVIDING AMOUNTS FOR IN-
TERIM EXPENSES OF THE COM-
MITTEE ON HOMELAND SECU-
RITY IN THE FIRST SESSION OF 
THE 109TH CONGRESS 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a reso-
lution (H. Res. 10) and ask unanimous 

consent for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. NEY) to explain the pur-
pose of the resolution. 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON) for yielding to me. 

I rise today in support of the resolu-
tion to provide interim funding for the 
Committee on Homeland Security in 
the first session of the 109th Congress. 
The Committee on Homeland Security 
was not established as a permanent 
committee until this Congress. It was a 
select committee previously. There-
fore, they did not fall under the House 
rules providing interim funding for 
other committees. We have a series of 
interim funding for our existing com-
mittees. 

This resolution will provide the nec-
essary funds for the committee to con-
tinue its work from January 3 through 
March 31. The committee will then re-
ceive funding, we hope, for the dura-
tion of the 109th Congress; and that is 
when we will attempt by that time to 
bring out a permanent funding resolu-
tion for all committees so it would 
then receive its funding for the dura-
tion of the 109th Congress, all the pub-
lic committees of the House. 

Once the committee funding resolu-
tion is adopted, then the system will go 
back to its regular order. I ask support 
for this legislation. 

(Mr. LARSON of Connecticut asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, further reserving my right to 
object, I want to take a moment to 
both thank and applaud the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. NEY) for his diligence in 
determining the need for and pursuing 
the necessary funding for the authority 
for the new Committee of Homeland 
Security. 

I think he has described amply the 
need and the necessity under which the 
circumstances arose and why this reso-
lution is so important. 

Third, I wanted to just take a brief 
moment to reflect on the extraordinary 
efforts of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COX) and the former rank-
ing minority member, Jim Turner, who 
is no longer with us, who took a skel-
etal concept of a committee and have 
turned it into a robust working reality. 

I would like to extend my own deep 
sense of appreciation to former rep-
resentative Jim Turner for his extraor-
dinary leadership and contributions on 
national security issues and, in par-
ticular, homeland security during the 
108th Congress. 

As the first ranking member of the 
Select Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, he vigorously pursued oversight 
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and legislation to enhance the security 
of the American people. His diligent 
and purposeful efforts have prompted 
the leadership of our country to move 
faster with a strong and smart sense of 
purpose to preserve and protect the se-
curity of our Nation. 

During the first 2 years of the Select 
Committee on Homeland Security’s ex-
istence, his work resulted in a number 
of significant initiatives and related ef-
forts that we pause and honor today. In 
particular, in April of last year former 
Representative Turner released a 90- 
page comprehensive plan to eliminate 
the threat of al Qaeda to the United 
States. The report, which includes over 
a hundred specific recommendations, 
sets forth a strategy to win the current 
war against al Qaeda and like-minded 
groups. Produced with the assistance of 
Democratic leadership and other com-
mittees, winning the war on terror re-
affirms the commitment and need to 
prevail in the U.S. struggle against ter-
rorism. 

b 1745 

The comprehensive plan played a 
large role in the introduction later in 
the 108th Congress of winning the War 
on Terror Act, H.R. 5291, designed to 
implement a series of initiatives and 
defeat terrorists and enemies. 

Mr. Turner’s accomplishments and 
what he was able to do in conjunction 
with the gentleman from California 
(Mr. COX) serve as a standard for the 
way that committees should proceed in 
this area. I cannot commend him 
enough and will present further acco-
lades attesting to the attributes of Mr. 
Turner and the outstanding job he did 
on behalf of the State of Texas and this 
great country of ours. His service was 
exemplary, and I think this body owes 
him a great deal of gratitude for the 
performance that he undertook, along 
with the gentleman from California 
(Mr. COX) on this committee, and to see 
this committee today come to fruition 
as a full standing committee I think is 
a tribute to both of their hard work 
and zeal. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
COX) will continue on. Mr. Turner, of 
course, is no longer in this body but 
will long be remembered for his dili-
gent effort, his straightforward man-
ner, his gentleman-like way that he 
dealt with both sides of the issue and 
the manner in which he was able to 
bring these very important issues to 
the floor of this House to proceed in 
protecting this great Nation of ours 
from threat, from dangers abroad and 
here at home. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say three things. 
First, I want to thank Chairman NEY for his dili-
gence in determining the need for, and in pur-
suing the necessary funding authority for the 
new Committee on Homeland Security. 

Second, as the original co-sponsor of this 
resolution with Chairman NEY, I want to take 
a moment to ensure that Members understand 
its purpose. Although House rule X provides 
temporary interim funding for committees 
which existed in the 108th Congress, and 

which the House rules have recreated in the 
109th Congress, this temporary interim fund-
ing provision only applies to committees which 
succeed themselves in the new Congress. 
The former Select Committee on Homeland 
Security no longer exists, and the House rules 
have created a new, permanent standing 
Committee on Homeland Security to take its 
place. Because of this change, and in the ab-
sence of this resolution, the new Committee 
on Homeland Security would not have re-
sources to operate until the House adopts the 
Omnibus Committee Funding Resolution 
sometime in March. 

By adopting the resolution, the House puts 
the new select committee on essentially the 
same temporary funding basis as other com-
mittees. 

Third, I want to take a moment to reflect on 
the extraordinary efforts of Chairman COX, and 
Ranking Minority Member Jim Turner, who 
took the skeletal concept of a committee, and 
turned it into a robust, working reality. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend my own 
deep sense of appreciation to Representative 
Jim Turner for his extraordinary leadership 
and contributions on national security issues 
and, in particular, homeland security during 
the 108th Congress. As the first ranking mem-
ber of the Select Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, he vigorously pursued oversight and 
legislation to enhance the security of the 
American people. His diligent and purposeful 
efforts have prompted the leadership of our 
country to move faster, with a strong and 
smart sense of purpose, to preserve and pro-
tect the security of our nation. During the first 
2 years of the Homeland Security Committee’s 
existence, his work resulted in a number of 
significant initiatives and related efforts that I 
honor today. In particular: 

In April of last year, Representative Turner 
released a 90-page comprehensive plan to 
eliminate the threat of al-Qaeda to the United 
States. The report, which includes over 100 
specific recommendations, sets forth a strat-
egy to win the current war against al-Qaeda 
and like-minded groups. Produced with the as-
sistance of the Democratic leadership of other 
committees, Winning the War on Terror reaf-
firms the commitment needed to prevail in the 
U.S. struggle against terrorism. The com-
prehensive plan played a large role in the in-
troduction later in the 108th Congress of the 
Winning the War on Terror Act, H.R. 5291, de-
signed to implement a series of initiatives to 
defeat our terrorist enemies. 

In February, 2004, Representative Turner, in 
concert with his Democratic colleagues on the 
Select Committee on Homeland Security, re-
leased a comprehensive report, entitled Amer-
ica at Risk: Closing the Security Gap, identi-
fying the significant security gaps that contin-
ued to remain across the United States more 
than 2 years after the attacks of September 
11. The comprehensive 135-page report iden-
tifies shortcomings in our homeland security 
efforts and recommends specific actions to en-
sure America is as safe as it needs to be from 
terrorist attack. An additional six oversight re-
ports were subsequently issued on specific 
homeland security topics. 

In September 2004, Representative Turner 
released a comprehensive 130-page report, 
entitled Transforming the Southern Border: 
Providing Security and Prosperity in the Post- 
9/11 World, calling for the transformation of 
the U.S. Southern Border to enhance security 

and promote economic prosperity. The result 
of a 6-month oversight effort, which included 
visits to multiple U.S. border communities, the 
report highlights the many security gaps that 
exist on the southern border and offers policy 
recommendations to close them. The com-
prehensive report was followed later in the 
108th Congress with the introduction of the 
Secure Borders Act, H.R. 5130, to strengthen 
U.S. border security. 

In addition to these efforts, Representative 
Turner, either alone or in concert with his 
Democratic colleagues, sponsored 12 home-
land security legislative initiatives during the 
108th Congress. Among other subjects, Rep-
resentative Turner’s efforts resulted in the in-
troduction of the Prepare Act (H.R. 3158), 
containing unprecedented proposals to reform 
the U.S. first responder grant system by deter-
mining—for the first time—the essential capa-
bilities needed to protect American commu-
nities; and the Rapid Cures Act (H.R. 4258), 
designed to develop a national plan to develop 
countermeasures to protect Americans against 
the threat of bioterrorism. 

Mr. Speaker, these are only a few examples 
of the extraordinary contributions made by 
Representative Turner to our national home-
land security effort. His leadership within the 
Democratic Caucus, and as a Member of the 
House on national security matters, has set a 
heightened standard for all of us to emulate. 
On the day that we create the first-ever per-
manent Committee on Homeland Security, it is 
fitting that we remember and honor the service 
and dedication of Representative Jim Turner. 

Mr. Speaker, needless to say, as an original 
co-sponsor of this temporary funding resolu-
tion for the new Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, I urge each of my colleagues to support 
our country’s continuing efforts to fight ter-
rorism by voting in favor of this resolution. 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Con-
necticut, our ranking member, for sup-
porting the resolution and also agree 
with his good and kind words about Mr. 
Turner. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PEARCE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 10 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. INTERIM EXPENSES OF THE COM-

MITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY. 
For interim expenses of the Committee on 

Homeland Security, there shall be paid out 
of the applicable accounts of the House of 
Representatives not more than $1,396,480.26. 
SEC. 2. LIMITATION. 

Amounts shall be available under this reso-
lution for expenses incurred during the pe-
riod beginning at noon on January 3, 2005, 
and ending at midnight on March 31, 2005, ex-
cept that the amount available during any 
month may not exceed $465,493.42. 
SEC. 3. VOUCHERS. 

Payments under this resolution shall be 
made on vouchers authorized by the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, signed by the 
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chairman of such Committee, and approved 
in the manner directed by the Committee on 
House Administration. 
SEC. 4. REGULATIONS. 

Amounts made available under this resolu-
tion shall be expended in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Committee on 
House Administration. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res. 
10. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATE 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that during the first ses-
sion of the 109th Congress: One, on leg-
islative days of Monday when the 
House convenes pursuant to House Res-
olution 8 the House shall convene 90 
minutes earlier than the time other-
wise established by that resolution 
solely for the purpose of conducting 
morning hour debate; and 

Two, on legislative days of Tuesday 
when the House convenes pursuant to 
House Resolution 8: 

(a) before May 16, 2005, the House 
shall convene for morning hour debate 
90 minutes earlier than the time other-
wise established by that resolution; 
and 

(b) after May 16, 2005, the House shall 
convene for morning hour debate one 
hour earlier than the time otherwise 
established by that resolution; and 

Three, on legislative days of Monday 
or Tuesday, when the House convenes 
for morning hour debate pursuant to 
an order other than House Resolution 
8, the House shall resume its session 90 
minutes after the time otherwise es-
tablished by that order; 

Four, the time for morning hour de-
bate shall be limited to the 30 minutes 
allocated to each party, except that on 
Tuesdays after May 16, 2005, the time 
shall be limited to 25 minutes allocated 
to each party and may not continue be-
yond 10 minutes before the hour ap-
pointed for the resumption of the ses-
sion of the House; and 

Five, the form of proceeding for 
morning hour debate shall be as fol-
lows: 

(a) the prayer by the Chaplain, the 
approval of the Journal and the Pledge 
of Allegiance to the flag shall be post-
poned until resumption of the session 
of the House; 

(b) initial and subsequent recogni-
tions for debate shall alternate be-
tween the parties; 

(c) recognition shall be conferred by 
the Speaker only pursuant to lists sub-

mitted by the majority leader and by 
the minority leader; 

(d) no Member may address the 
House for longer than 5 minutes, ex-
cept the majority leader, the minority 
leader or the minority whip; and 

(e) following morning hour debate, 
the Chair shall declare a recess pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I until the 
time appointed for the resumption of 
the session of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
f 

EXPRESSING CONDOLENCES AND 
SUPPORT FOR ASSISTANCE TO 
VICTIMS OF EARTHQUAKE AND 
TSUNAMIS THAT OCCURRED ON 
DECEMBER 26, 2004, IN SOUTH 
AND SOUTHEAST ASIA 
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a res-

olution (H. Res. 12) expressing condo-
lences and support for assistance to the 
victims of the earthquake and 
tsunamis that occurred on December 
26, 2004, in South and Southeast Asia, 
and ask unanimous consent for its im-
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 12 

Whereas on December 26, 2004, a powerful 
earthquake measuring 9.0 on the Richter 
Scale occurred off the west coast of Northern 
Sumatra, Indonesia; 

Whereas the undersea earthquake created 
massive tsunamis that struck several coun-
tries throughout South and Southeast Asia, 
as well as on the coast of East Africa; 

Whereas the giant waves caused death and 
destruction on a nearly unprecedented scale, 
killing more than 140,000 people and leaving 
millions homeless; 

Whereas many thousands of people were 
killed in Indonesia, Sri Lanka, India, and 
Thailand, and numerous others were killed 
in Somalia, Malaysia, Maldives, Bangladesh, 
Kenya, Burma, and elsewhere; 

Whereas an estimated one-third of the 
earthquake and tsunami victims were chil-
dren, and many thousands more have been 
left orphaned or separated from their fami-
lies; 

Whereas thousands of visitors and tourists 
from nearly 40 countries were killed in this 
natural disaster; 

Whereas between 3,000,000 and 5,000,000 peo-
ple throughout the affected region are lack-
ing basic survival requirements as a result of 
the tsunamis and there remains the risk of 
numerous additional deaths due to shortages 
of clean water, adequate shelter, food, sani-
tation, and basic healthcare; 

Whereas the United States and other do-
nors have, to date, pledged an estimated 
$2,000,000,000 in emergency and long-term re-
construction assistance; and 

Whereas the human cost of this disaster 
transcends mere statistics and has resulted 
in deeply personal tragedies for countless 
families in the region and throughout the 
world: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) mourns the horrific loss of life caused 
by the earthquake and tsunamis that oc-
curred on December 26, 2004, in South and 
Southeast Asia; 

(2) expresses its deep condolences to the 
families of the many earthquake and tsu-
nami victims; 

(3) applauds the prompt humanitarian re-
sponse to the tsunami tragedy by govern-
ments, the United Nations and other inter-
national organizations, and nongovern-
mental organizations; 

(4) recognizes the generous outpouring of 
support for relief efforts from private citi-
zens around the world, including in the 
United States; 

(5) affirms its commitment to additional 
generous United States support for relief and 
long-term reconstruction efforts in areas af-
fected by the earthquake and tsunamis; and 

(6) urges continued attention by donors 
and relief agencies to the needs of vulnerable 
populations in the stricken countries, par-
ticularly the thousands of children who have 
been left parentless and homeless by this dis-
aster. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) is rec-
ognized for 1 hour. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on H. 
Res. 12, the resolution under consider-
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield half 

my time to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) and ask unanimous 
consent that he may control that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I stand in support of 

House Resolution 12 which the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS), 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH) 
and I introduced earlier today with nu-
merous of our colleagues. It expresses 
the deep condolences of the House of 
Representatives for the victims of the 
massive earthquake and tsunamis that 
struck South and Southeast Asia on 
December 26, 2004, and affirms our com-
mitment to additional generous sup-
port for relief and reconstruction ef-
forts. 

The destruction wrought by this dis-
aster is nearly incomprehensible. The 
confirmed death toll is nearly 150,000, 
approximately one-third of whom were 
children. Those countries that were 
hardest hit, Indonesia, Sri Lanka, 
India and Thailand, each lost many 
thousands, and the deadly effects were 
felt as far away as the eastern coasts of 
Africa. Millions of people are affected 
and lack the basic food, water, shelter 
and medical care necessary for sur-
vival. But, as the resolution notes, the 
human cost of this disaster transcends 
mere statistics and has resulted in 
deeply personal tragedies for countless 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:06 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04JA5.REC H04JA5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH38 January 4, 2005 
families in the region and throughout 
the world. Our prayers are with the 
victims, their families and the many 
men and women working tirelessly to 
provide critical assistance to those 
still at risk. 

I am proud of the swiftness and the 
magnitude of the relief effort that has 
been organized during the past week 
and a half. The United States has 
stepped forward with an initial com-
mitment of $350 million, and we are 
providing crucial transportation and 
logistic support for the larger relief ef-
fort. The current total of international 
commitment stands at approximately 
$2 billion. I fully expect additional re-
sources will be required, and we must 
all recognize that reconstruction from 
this epic catastrophe will not be a 
short-term project. 

It is fitting we consider this resolu-
tion on the first day of this new Con-
gress. This effort is the latest instance 
in a long American tradition of human-
itarian generosity, and our actions 
demonstrate our belief that the earth-
quake and the tsunamis of December 26 
were not primarily an Asian tragedy 
but a human tragedy. The people of the 
United States and all people of good-
will stand in solidarity with the many 
victims. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I might consume, 
and I rise in strong support of this res-
olution. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), my good friend and 
distinguished colleague, the chairman 
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, for sponsoring this critical res-
olution, and I want to express my 
thanks to the chairman and ranking 
member of our Subcommittee on Asia 
and the Pacific for their outstanding 
work on this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to extend my 
deepest and heartfelt sympathy to the 
people of the countries so deeply 
stricken by the earthquake, the 
tsunamis and their after-effects. 

This disaster has taken some 150,000 
lives and left millions homeless, sepa-
rated from their families, with no ac-
cess to clean water, shelter, food, sani-
tation or health care. 

Mr. Speaker, late in December we all 
watched in shock as the news emerged 
detailing the horrors from the earth-
quake and tsunami-affected region. 
The initial reports of some 14,000 killed 
were simply stunning at the time, but 
a week later the numbers are 10 times 
higher, and with the horrendous death 
toll, we find there are countless more 
who are missing, including many 
American citizens. 

The numbers of people killed, miss-
ing, wounded or left homeless are noth-
ing short of overwhelming, and the 
mind struggles to grasp that a tragedy 
of such dimensions is possible. But the 
destruction and the numbers are all 
too real, and the needs of the survivors 
are real as well. 

Our resolution affirms the rock-solid 
commitment of the American people 
and the government of the United 
States for relief and long-term recon-
struction assistance in the areas af-
fected by both the earthquake and the 
tsunamis, and it urges continued atten-
tion by all donors to the needs of the 
survivors, particularly the most vul-
nerable population, the children. 

Mr. Speaker, every country has the 
moral obligation to help the millions 
of people affected by the earthquake 
and the tsunamis. There is a human 
imperative to ensure that the survivors 
of this tragedy obtain much-needed hu-
manitarian relief, but we must also 
work with the international commu-
nity to help in the long-term recon-
struction of the disaster-stricken coun-
tries, reconstruction efforts which will 
be needed for many years to come. 

I want to pay particular tribute to 
our military for their heroic assistance 
in this gigantic humanitarian crisis. 
No organization on the face of this 
planet could perform the miracles that 
our men and women in our military are 
doing every minute of every day as this 
crisis unfolds. 

Mr. Speaker, I find it an outrage that 
some of the wealthiest oil-rich States 
have pledged only a pittance, even 
though since oil prices are at sky-high 
levels they have received an enormous 
windfall; in the case of Saudi Arabia, 
some $50 billion last year, that is 
$50,000 million. 

Our resolution applauds the prompt 
humanitarian response of the United 
States, the American people, many of 
our friends and allies, international or-
ganizations and relief bodies. We must 
continue to support these efforts as 
long as they are necessary. 

The gentleman from Illinois (Chair-
man HYDE) and I will continue to work 
to determine the best way the Congress 
and the American people can continue 
to help the affected countries over the 
long run. It is only fitting, Mr. Speak-
er, that the first legislative act of this 
Congress is a truly bipartisan effort to 
demonstrate the generosity and the 
caring of the American people. 

b 1800 
I firmly hope that this spirit of bipar-

tisanship may spread to some of our 
other efforts in the 109th Congress. I 
urge all of my colleagues to support H. 
Res. 12. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. LEACH). 

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
distinguished chairman and distin-
guished ranking member for bringing 
this very thoughtful resolution to the 
floor. 

What the world is witnessing with 
this tsunami in the Indian Ocean is a 
tragedy of awesome dimensions which 
the executive branch of the United 
States, the Congress, and the American 
people are determined to address in the 
most compassionate way possible. 

I stress the word ‘‘compassion’’ be-
cause in international affairs today, 
the issue of motives is on everybody’s 
mind. I would like to make it very 
clear that the only motive of the 
American people is compassion. There 
may be geopolitical spinoffs to any ac-
tions any government at any time 
makes or does not make, but this is an 
issue of people; and it is the obligation 
of the people’s House of the United 
States to reflect the heart and soul of 
our constituents, and this we are doing 
in this resolution. 

It is true that this issue is a long way 
from home. It is also true that it is ex-
pensive. Beyond that, it is impressive 
to me how unprecedented the initial re-
action has been. In less than 2 weeks, 
hundreds of millions of dollars of as-
sistance have already been brought to 
bear. Indeed, a kind of competitive 
compassion has been precipitated in-
volving nation states, international or-
ganizations, nongovernmental organi-
zations, and faith-based institutions. 

As the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS) mentioned, it is particu-
larly impressive what the United 
States military has been able to do in 
very short order. It is the institution of 
our society that can act the quickest 
in the face of every kind of emer-
gencies. Our military has become, in 
essence, an instrument of peace in a 
way that it was not necessarily de-
signed to be, but which we as the 
American people want it to perform. 

Finally, let me stress that in addi-
tion to the issue at stake, this is an in-
credibly important time in human his-
tory to attempt to develop models of 
concern and action that bring people 
together rather than tear them apart. 
To the degree that a model of compas-
sion which may or may not be competi-
tive is contrasted with models of accel-
erating hate, we have hope that other 
kinds of disasters that may be man- 
made instead of nature-made can be 
addressed in similar kinds of ways. 

This is a beginning, somewhat hor-
tatory resolution of the United States 
Congress; but it is meaningful because 
it is a commitment. I would simply 
like to stress how impressed I am how 
every Member of Congress, every con-
stituent that has talked to me, every 
member of the executive branch is 
committed to doing the utmost we con-
ceivably can. 

This is an issue, as the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LANTOS) men-
tioned, of a human dimension, not any 
other kind. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ), a distinguished member of the 
Committee on International Relations 
and the chairman of the House Demo-
cratic Caucus. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS), the distinguished rank-
ing member of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, for his early work 
on this, along with the chairman. 
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As a cosponsor, I rise in strong sup-

port of this resolution expressing our 
condolences and our support for addi-
tional assistance to the victims of the 
natural disasters in South and South-
east Asia. It is hard to find words to ex-
press our sympathy, our condolences, 
and for that fact our admiration for 
the strength and courage of the people 
in the many countries who survived 
the devastating earthquakes and 
tsunamis only 10 days ago. 

I am proud that the United States 
has pledged $350 million in aid, bring-
ing the total aid pledged worldwide to 
approximately $2 billion; but we will be 
called upon to do more. 

It is almost impossible to com-
prehend that over 150,000 people died 
and that an additional 3 to 5 million 
are living without the basic necessities 
to survive. Unfortunately, these sur-
vivors now face a new threat from dis-
ease and starvation. Right now, ruined 
transportation, infrastructure, and 
communication systems are hampering 
some aid efforts. The international 
community needs to address these seri-
ous problems to ensure aid reaches all 
those who need it. We must house, feed, 
and protect the people who survived 
and help these same people rebuild 
their homes, their economies, and their 
lives. That is why the United States 
and other donor countries have pledged 
our involvement now and in the future. 
But it is also the individual contribu-
tions of Americans that make the dif-
ference and show our collective com-
passion and understanding. 

It is impossible to calculate the num-
ber of people who lost family members 
or whose homes, towns, and villages 
were destroyed; and I often think about 
how would we feel if this catastrophe 
happened in our homes, our towns, our 
States, or our country. We must also 
remember that each person lost was an 
individual whose life touched many 
others. In New Jersey in my own dis-
trict, we have families from the im-
pacted countries; and I extend my 
deepest sympathy to anyone who has 
lost a family member or a loved one. 

I also want to recognize the gen-
erosity of Americans and private citi-
zens around the world. Just as the 
world supported the United States and 
the victims of the families of the vic-
tims of the 9/11 attacks, our citizens 
have shown their sympathy and com-
mitment to the victims of the tsunami. 
In particular, I want to thank our 
troops who are on the front lines in the 
disaster areas, bringing food, water, 
medical assistance, and other relief to 
those who need it most. 

Finally, even in the midst of our 
mourning, I believe that from the ashes 
of this tragedy new opportunity will 
arise. In Sri Lanka, rebels and the gov-
ernment are working to provide relief 
together. In Indonesia, the United 
States and the international commu-
nity are all working to provide assist-
ance to those affected by the disaster. 
In the United States, we have a great 
opportunity to show our empathy and 

our generosity to the world. I believe 
we can lead not only in war but in re-
lief, and that we need to be as com-
mitted to fighting disease, famine, and 
tragedy as we are to fighting the war 
on terror. Then we will win the hearts 
and minds of many people in this coun-
try, as well as show America to be the 
beacon of light that it is. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON), my learned colleague. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me this time and for his kind remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very solemn 
occasion on which we meet here to-
night: 150,000 people have perished in 
an unforeseen disaster that took place 
a little over a week ago. The world has 
joined hands to try to help these people 
who suffered in Indonesia and the en-
tire region. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
WEXLER) and I are co-chairmen of the 
Indonesian Caucus, and we have been 
working with people in the Indonesian 
Government because they have moved 
so rapidly towards democracy and the 
things that we believe in in this coun-
try. It is tragic at this moment in his-
tory that they have suffered, along 
with Sri Lanka, India, and the rest of 
that region, so heavily because of this 
horrible tragedy that occurred just a 
short time ago. President Bush has re-
sponded. This country has responded to 
the tune of $350 million, as the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS) 
and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HYDE) have just recently stated. That 
is great. Our military has responded 
very rapidly. That is important as well. 

But the American people, if I were 
able to talk to them tonight, could re-
spond in an equal fashion. If I were al-
lowed, Mr. Speaker, and I know I am 
not allowed to speak directly to the 
American people, but if I were, I would 
say, if they want to make contribu-
tions to help our government help the 
people of that region, they could con-
tact and make contributions through 
www.usafreedomcorps.gov. I know I 
cannot say that because we are not 
able to make that kind of a plea from 
the well to the American people. But if 
I could, I would once again ask them to 
make contributions through 
www.usafreedomcorps.gov because that 
would help augment what the United 
States Government is trying to do to 
help the people of this region. 

As many as 5 million people, as many 
as the people in the whole State of In-
diana, could adversely be affected if 
they do not get the resources necessary 
to help with the potential health prob-
lems and the infrastructure problems 
that occur over there. We want to 
make sure that the world tragedy that 
has occurred in that region does not 
get any worse, and the best way to do 
that is to make sure the resources they 
need get there as quickly as possible. 

We are doing our part as a govern-
ment, but the American people and the 
rest of the people could help as well if 
they choose to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
leagues, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS) and the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HYDE), for bringing this 
resolution forward tonight, along with 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH). 
We really appreciate what our govern-
ment and the President is trying to do. 
The President has appointed former 
President Bush and President Clinton 
to head up an effort to raise additional 
resources. We appreciate that, and we 
urge the American people to help as 
well in any way that they can. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), an indefati-
gable fighter on behalf of suffering peo-
ple across the globe. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, let me add my great apprecia-
tion to the distinguished gentleman 
from California (Mr. LANTOS), the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Chairman HYDE), 
and the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
LEACH) for recognizing the need for 
this Congress on the very day of our 
swearing-in ceremonies to offer to the 
people of the world our deepest sym-
pathy, and also our ability to be able 
to understand a horrific tragedy that is 
unspeakable. 

We note 140,000 who may have died by 
the tsunami, but it may be growing, 
150,000, 160,000. As I listened to the re-
marks being made by the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE), I noted as we 
have worked together on these issues 
that more than one-third are children, 
and how we can all recall the day of 9/ 
11 when it came to our attention in 
New York that so many children had 
been left behind because of the tragedy 
and death of their parents. 

Now not only do we have children 
that have died, but we have children 
that are left behind. So I say to those 
in Indonesia and Sri Lanka, Thailand 
and India, Somalia, Malaysia, 
Maldives, Bangladesh, Kenya, Burma, 
and many other places, that we recog-
nize that no words can comfort you for 
this tragedy. 

But out of this enormous tragedy I 
believe that the world can now take its 
rightful place as a healer, as a place 
where there is caring, there is nur-
turing. And so for the $350 million, al-
though many of us recognize that the 
initial response was not what we want-
ed it to be, today we come in celebra-
tion and acknowledgment of the lead-
ership that has been given by this Na-
tion. We are grateful for the $350 mil-
lion; but more importantly, I am grate-
ful for the words of the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HASTERT) that we will do 
more. 

I think it is also important to state 
for the record $2 billion around the 
world has been promised. That shows 
that the world can work together for 
peace for humanitarian causes. Might I 
also say in a special note and special 
prerogative that I would like to con-
gratulate those in the city of Houston 
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and acknowledge the work that was 
done by that city. 

On December 27, 2004, over 75 persons 
joined in a very small room in my Fed-
eral building and organized a Houston’s 
Solution For Tsunami Victims. The 
representatives were from the council 
offices of Indonesia, Sri Lanka, the 
Council Office of Thailand, Pakistan, 
India and the Vietnam community and 
others. 

b 1815 

What we wanted to do is not to be 
selfish and to separate ourselves but we 
wanted to have the Houston mark on 
this terrible tragedy. And so to my col-
leagues, the City of Houston is orga-
nizing as a city. Some of our ideas will 
be, of course, to adopt cities in those 
regions to be part of the long-term re-
build of schools and hospitals and as 
well to provide medical supplies and 
other dollars to be part of the larger ef-
fort. My hat is off to that effort. In 
fact, our first event will be this Sun-
day, January 9, in Houston, Texas. 

Might I close by saying this is what 
can be done all over the Nation and I 
know it is being done. I will also ask 
my colleagues to join me in supporting 
legislation that I am filing, a resolu-
tion on temporary protective status of 
those individuals in this country whose 
documentation may be expiring and 
therefore are not able to go back to 
these devastated countries will be al-
lowed to stay here until their nations 
are rebuilt. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues on this important 
effort. 

I thank the leaders who have put for-
ward this resolution. They are vision-
aries but most importantly they are 
humanitarians. I am glad today this 
Congress is standing up to be called not 
just a Congress but people who care, 
who believe in the world family. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from California 
(Mr. ROHRABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of this resolution. I 
would like to express my appreciation 
to the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HYDE) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) again leading, 
being the moral leaders of this body 
concerning issues of human rights and 
humanitarian concerns. I appreciate 
their leadership. I am a very grateful 
follower. I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH) for his 
leadership on this issue as well. 

This resolution does express our con-
dolences to the people of Asia and East 
Africa devastated by this incredible 
tsunami which on December 26 hit this 
region and has cost at least 140,000 
lives. It is a staggering number of lives. 
It is hard to comprehend how many 
people have lost loved ones and are suf-
fering. In this time of need, the world 
has responded in a manner unprece-
dented in its size and scope to a catas-
trophe that is unprecedented. Between 
private and public donations, the relief 

effort so far has totaled over $3 billion. 
The distorted characterization of a 
confused United Nations official not-
withstanding, America can be espe-
cially proud that in this time of need 
our people and our government have 
stepped forward. In addition to govern-
ment aid, which sometimes people 
overseas only recognize the govern-
ment aid, a significant amount of dona-
tions have come from charitable orga-
nizations and private donations in 
which our people voluntarily give out 
of a loveness in their heart and a con-
cern for humanity. As we speak, finan-
cial and material donations, private 
sector as well as public, continue to be 
pledged. 

However, all the relief does not di-
minish the anguish and personal pain 
of so many tens of thousands, hundreds 
of thousands of people who have lost 
loved ones. And to those people, you 
have the prayers of the American peo-
ple and our hearts are with you. Every 
day there are new stories of a family 
having lost both mother and father or 
parents who have lost their children. 
Communities have been demolished 
and the hard work in piecing these peo-
ple’s lives together will take many, 
many years. 

The people of the United States stand 
with these people who are in need and 
who have been affected by this horrible 
tragedy. Incidentally, many of those 
who have been suffering from this nat-
ural disaster are Muslims. I would hope 
that these people in the Islamic world 
understand that America is stepping 
forward with generosity to help these 
people not because they are Muslims or 
whatever their faith is but because we 
care about them as human beings. We 
hope that they put that in perspective 
when they are trying to analyze what 
the United States is all about. 

Compounding this tragedy, of course, 
is an economic issue that we need to 
discuss as well and that is the lapse of 
a 30-year-old WTO agreement for man-
ufactured apparel. This would not even 
come up and people would not under-
stand it had it not been for the tsu-
nami. A critical part of Sri Lanka’s 
and Thailand’s as well as Indonesia’s 
economy deals with producing this ap-
parel. With the ending of this agree-
ment, of the quota system for apparel, 
we can expect that China will benefit 
dramatically even though China has 
not suffered from this natural disaster. 
It will benefit and $2.5 billion of trade 
will be taken from Sri Lanka alone, for 
example. 

I think in light of this tsunami trag-
edy and the current labor practices in 
China that an extension of this agree-
ment is not only in the best interests 
of our friends in Thailand and Sri 
Lanka but for all countries who believe 
in standards of labor and human rights 
practices. I would suggest that we go 
back to those quotas as of January 1 
and postpone the elimination of the 
quotas for 2 years in order to help 
those countries that are now suffering. 

I would also like to recognize the 
people of Thailand and the royal fam-

ily of Thailand who have cared for 
thousands of refugees and people over 
the years from Burma, Laos, Cambodia 
and Vietnam. For over 30 years they 
have taken in refugees and so gener-
ously cared for them. Now they are in 
need of help and it is up to us to help 
the people of Thailand. Our relief ef-
forts and our donations go with a great 
deal of understanding that the Thais 
have themselves been generous and it 
is our time to be generous to them. Re-
lief workers are now struggling to re-
unite families and find loved ones that 
are dead and their remains brought 
back to the family. As they do, the 
people of Thailand are going to be suf-
fering. We know that. I know those 
people. Let us keep them in mind and 
their suffering in mind. As we move 
forward, let us do ourselves proud by 
doing what is right and that is what is 
happening throughout America and the 
free world today. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, let me 
also thank the chairman and the rank-
ing member for putting forth House 
Resolution 12, of which I am a cospon-
sor, which I do think is very significant 
in light of what we have witnessed in 
the aftermath of the tsunami over the 
last 10 days. 

I want to say, first of all, that this 
resolution as we know talks about a 
number of things that we need to do 
and that to some extent we have al-
ready done. One is to provide humani-
tarian assistance. I know the President 
has pledged $350 million, which may 
seem like a lot, but I frankly think 
that we probably will end up needing 
significantly more in terms of humani-
tarian assistance. In addition to that, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS) mentioned long-term recon-
struction, development assistance be-
cause we must remember that many of 
the people no longer have a means of 
livelihood, fishermen who no longer 
have their fishing boats, farmers whose 
land may be salted and have no longer 
the ability to farm. We have to think 
in terms of long-term reconstruction 
and development aid. 

And finally what I call the early 
warning system. There has been a lot 
of discussion and I think there is a 
need to expand the tsunami early 
warning system that exists in the Pa-
cific not only to the Indian Ocean but 
also possibly to the Atlantic Ocean and 
throughout the world. We know that 
this can be done fairly inexpensively. 
We are talking about maybe 5 to $10 
million for the Atlantic, maybe $20 
million at the most for the Indian 
Ocean. I think this has to be part of 
our effort to make sure that this event 
never occurs again. 

I just also wanted to say I was, of 
course, disappointed with the early 
stages of the President’s response, but 
when he said that he wanted now to 
provide all appropriate assistance, I 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:06 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00040 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04JA5.REC H04JA5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H41 January 4, 2005 
certainly take him at his word and I 
appreciate the fact that now we are 
moving forward. He has not only pro-
vided a public element with the $350 
million but sent his brother and Sec-
retary of State Powell overseas and 
now we have the private element with 
the two former Presidents that are in-
volved. We should be very happy with 
the fact that more private American 
assistance has been pledged than even 
the $350 million in government assist-
ance that the President has promised. I 
know that at some point we may have 
to do an appropriations bill, perhaps an 
emergency appropriations bill to re-
plenish the assistance that has already 
been out there, and I certainly know 
that over the next few weeks that the 
chairman and the ranking member and 
the members of the Appropriations 
Committee will be looking at that. I 
think it is very important. 

The last thing that I did want to 
mention is the fact that in my district, 
as many of my colleagues have men-
tioned, we have a large number of In-
dian Americans, Sri Lankan Ameri-
cans, South Asians from many of the 
countries that have been impacted. It 
is amazing to see the outpouring from 
these communities and from the public 
in general in terms of providing money, 
providing clothing, providing medical 
supplies. The outpouring that we have 
seen I think is really a symbol and a 
reality of what Americans are all about 
from all walks of life. 

Again I want to thank my colleagues 
for putting this resolution together 
and the other commitments that I ex-
pect will be forthcoming over the next 
few weeks. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. FERGUSON). 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the chairman and thank the 
gentleman from California as well for 
bringing this resolution to the floor. As 
a mark of respect for the victims of the 
Indian Ocean earthquake and the re-
sulting tsunamis, I rise today in strong 
support of this resolution, as a cospon-
sor of this resolution, to honor the vic-
tims and to show my support for the 
humanitarian aid that our country is 
helping to provide with our partners 
from around the world. My prayers go 
out to the victims and their families 
who have been struck by this horrific 
tragedy, in particular, the large Asian 
and Indian community that resides in 
my district and, in fact, in all of our 
State of New Jersey. 

Currently the estimated death toll is 
more than 140,000, in some cases over 
150,000 people in South and Southeast 
Asia and East Africa. Between 3 and 5 
million people throughout the affected 
region are lacking basic survival re-
quirements, access to clean water, ade-
quate shelter, food, sanitation and 
health care. Contaminated water 
sources in the affected countries have 
increased the risk of cholera, dysentery 
and malaria. Approximately 500,000 
people have been displaced in Indo-

nesia; more than 889,000 are displaced 
in Sri Lanka; 3.5 million people are af-
fected in India; and more than 10,000 
are injured in Thailand. In addition, 
between 15,000 and 30,000 may be af-
fected in Somalia; 12,000 are displaced 
in Malaysia; and approximately 12,000 
are displaced and 300,000 affected in the 
Maldives. These numbers are astound-
ing. We must continue to do all that we 
can to help the millions who have been 
affected by this disaster. I strongly 
support all efforts by our country and 
the many others that are helping to 
meet the call for financial and vol-
untary relief. In fact, it is my hope to 
travel to the affected areas very soon 
to help do my part in seeing that the 
relief effort under way is a success. 

Further, I would like to recognize the 
strong support of the American people. 
They have heeded the call to help their 
neighbors across the globe with a dedi-
cation and a determination that is an 
embodiment of our American spirit. We 
have banded together as a Nation and 
have continued our longstanding tradi-
tion of donating our considerable re-
sources to our fellow men and women 
around the world. Again, let me thank 
Chairman HYDE and Ranking Member 
LANTOS for bringing this important 
resolution to the floor. I am proud to 
be a cosponsor. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to my good 
friend, the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
for yielding me this time. I also want 
to commend him and the chairman of 
the committee, my colleague from Illi-
nois, and all of those who have spoken. 
I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion. I also want to commend the peo-
ple of my district and people through-
out America who have risen to the oc-
casion. 

I noted with pride on New Year’s Eve 
African-American churches in my dis-
trict who had turned their traditional 
watch meeting night into an appeal for 
the people who have been affected. I 
took great pride in Chinatown in my 
district a few days ago when my Chi-
nese constituents, Chinese Americans, 
were organizing relief efforts to send 
money and medical aid. I also took 
great pride when my Tamilian friends 
from Sri Lanka came to express the 
support that they not only were seek-
ing but were also giving. This is a tre-
mendous effort on the part of not only 
organized governments but organized 
citizens throughout America. I am 
pleased to be a part of it. Again I com-
mend Chairman HYDE, Ranking Mem-
ber LANTOS and all of those who have 
spearheaded this resolution. 

b 1830 
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairman for yielding me this time. 

I rise in support of this resolution. I 
think we all watched in shock at the 

devastation caused by the December 26 
earthquake and the subsequent tsu-
nami. I led a delegation to Gujarat in 
2001 to assess the damage after the 
earthquake that shook India, and that 
devastation, that tragedy, was inde-
scribable. And after that quake, the 
world community pulled together, as 
did the people of India, including In-
dian Americans, to address the human-
itarian disaster. But the quake there in 
magnitude was less than this quake. 
This quake was 9.0. And the effect has 
been such that the death toll today is 
over 150,000. 

As we have heard on the floor, mil-
lions have been left homeless. Indeed 
the images of death and destruction 
that we have seen on television are so-
bering. It is difficult to comprehend 
the extent of the damage because the 
devastation stretches across 5,000 miles 
and 12 countries. It stretches across 
geographical and cultural and religious 
lines. 

As is often the case in extreme dis-
aster, we also see the best in the 
human spirit. There has been an out-
pouring of support across our country 
from both individuals and from busi-
nesses. Members from the Los Angeles 
County Fire Department’s disaster re-
sponse team have been dispatched to 
Sri Lanka. Niagara Water Company of 
Irvine, California, has donated 55,000 
gallons of water. 

The actions taken by the United 
States Government speak louder than 
any statement can. Not surprisingly, 
first on the scene was the United 
States military. An aircraft carrier 
task force was immediately diverted 
from Hong Kong to the Gulf of Thai-
land, and a Marine Expeditionary 
Force from Guam was dispatched to 
the Bay of Bengal. No other organiza-
tion in the world can tackle the 
logistical challenge of getting these 
types of assets on location to assist the 
people in need. As a matter of fact, the 
local governor in Aceh said that the 
U.S. Navy helicopters appeared to him 
like ‘‘angels,’’ in his words, as they ar-
rived to deliver supplies to those peo-
ple in need. 

Through this challenge we see oppor-
tunities for the United States to make 
a lasting impression in South and in 
Southeast Asia. Cooperation between 
the U.S. and India is expanding like 
never before. The U.S. regional com-
mand center for this unprecedented re-
lief operation has been established in 
Thailand. And the U.S. and Indonesian 
military forces are working together 
for the first time in many years. 

The United States stands by the peo-
ple of South and Southeast Asia during 
this catastrophe. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN), the dean of 
the California delegation. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I give thanks to the chairman 
and ranking member for having this 
resolution before us this evening. When 
we turn on the TV, when we read the 
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news and we learn of just the scope of 
the magnitude of this disaster, it is 
simply staggering. In India and Sri 
Lanka and Thailand and Indonesia, 
Malaysia, the Maldives, Bangladesh, 
Burma, even Kenya and Somalia on the 
African coast, the devastation is sim-
ply stunning. And it is important that 
the United States show leadership to 
the world and to the victims in coming 
to grips with this. I really cannot 
think of an event in my lifetime that 
has been this enormous in terms of loss 
of life and long-term implications for 
this part of the world. So I am glad 
that we are here on this first day of the 
109th Congress to show the world that 
we stand ready and in solidarity with 
those who have lost their lives, those 
who have lost members of their family, 
and certainly there are those from 
other parts of the world visiting South 
Asia. 

I want, as others have mentioned, to 
give great thanks to my constituents 
in Silicon Valley first started by Amer-
icans who were from South Asia or 
whose families were originally from 
South Asia, organizing volunteer ef-
forts; and the response has been dra-
matic and huge from every corner of 
Silicon Valley to step forward and to 
help with the relief effort. However, as 
others have mentioned, our assistance 
is going to be needed for some time to 
come. 

I heard on the radio news this morn-
ing that in some of the towns, 80 per-
cent of the teachers have been lost, 85 
percent of all the police officers have 
died. The infrastructure of civilization 
for many of the towns and localities is 
simply gone. So we will look to so 
many of our fellow citizens to do vol-
unteer efforts and to donate gener-
ously. They are not disappointing us. 
But it is the institution of the United 
States Government that is going to 
have to be in with a helping hand to 
help these parts of the world become 
civilized again, to come up from the 
muck that the tsunami brought to 
them and to take once again their 
place in the world. I am pledged to 
work with all of my colleagues in the 
House towards that end. I am proud 
that the Speaker and the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. PELOSI), our lead-
er, each made this tragedy part of their 
opening remarks at the start of the 
109th Congress. I thank them for that. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Long before she joined the Congress, 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI) was a fighter for all humane 
and humanitarian endeavors across the 
globe. She expresses the views of all 
Democrats on this important humani-
tarian crisis. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished ranking member of 
the committee for his kind words and 
for his great leadership. And I thank 
the gentleman from Illinois, the two of 

them, for bringing this very important 
resolution both to the floor. They both 
have been champions for humanitarian 
causes and human rights throughout 
the world. I thank the gentleman from 
California (Mr. LANTOS), especially for 
his work on the Human Rights Caucus. 
And, in fact, the definition of human 
rights and our attention to the condi-
tion of mankind extends to the issue 
that is before us today. 

As the world knows, 9 days ago we 
witnessed on television the most de-
structive power of nature, a powerful 
earthquake and subsequent tsunami 
that took more than 150,000 lives and 
seriously injured hundreds of thou-
sands more across Asia. The unspeak-
able devastation the world has wit-
nessed in these areas presents a chal-
lenge not only for the millions of peo-
ple who are struggling to recover and 
rebuild but also for all of us who are 
called by our faith and our common hu-
manity to help those in need. 

Nothing can give back all that has 
been lost, but the actions we take 
today and in the days ahead help to 
keep the epic disaster from becoming 
even more far reaching. In a tragedy 
such as this one, there is only the 
smallest measure of inspiration that 
can be taken from the devastation. 

But if there is anything hopeful to be 
found in the aftermath of the tragedy, 
it is that the worst of Mother Nature 
has brought out the best in human na-
ture. Americans have donated hundreds 
of millions of dollars in private dona-
tions. The coordinated efforts by 
USAID, the International Red Cross, 
UNICEF, OXFAM and Care and many 
others are providing quick and vital re-
sources. Relief workers are struggling 
24 hours a day to distribute supplies 
and medical care to the injured and 
homeless. The United States Govern-
ment has pledged $350 million in emer-
gency assistance for the region. And 
when the victims of the disaster in 
Asia see our soldiers and ships and hel-
icopters bringing food, supplies, and 
medical care, they see the compassion 
that is the best of America. 

The chairman and ranking member 
of the Committee on International Re-
lations and I in my capacity as ranking 
member on the Foreign Operations, Ex-
port Financing and Related Programs 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 
we have traveled the world to see our 
assistance at work, and we know that 
when the U.S. military becomes in-
volved in humanitarian assistance, 
they are the best. They are well orga-
nized. They get the job done in record 
time. We are very proud of them and 
all that they do and certainly in the 
case of the tsunami. 

All of these things are critical, but 
much more needs to be done. It is esti-
mated by the United Nations that 1.8 
million people will need food aid, 1.8 
million people. Roads and bridges will 
need to be rebuilt to get that aid to the 
people who need it. Millions of people 
are homeless and in need of shelter. 
The statistics are daunting, but we 

must not lose sight of the power of the 
United States to soften nature’s blow. 
The statistics are staggering, but we 
remember every single individual as a 
person who is affected by this. A com-
passionate and generous response from 
the United States is essential to save 
these individual lives and to stabilize 
the entire region. 

While there has been a strong initial 
response to the crisis, there must be 
initiative to assist in the longer-term 
reconstruction process. The United 
States must take the lead by providing 
a multi-year assistance package that 
does not come at the expense of other 
disaster relief efforts around the world. 
I hope that a package of aid and assist-
ance for the victims of last week’s 
tsunamis will be the first significant 
bipartisan accomplishment of this 
109th Congress, and I know under the 
leadership of the gentleman from Illi-
nois and the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LANTOS) and our distinguished 
Speaker in his beautiful words today 
about the disaster that we have a good 
chance that that will be possible. 

There is a passage in the Bible that 
speaks to the power of the spirit at 
times such as this: ‘‘The bricks have 
fallen down, but we will rebuild with 
dressed stone; the fig trees have been 
felled, but we will replace them with 
cedars.’’ As one who kind of likes vic-
tories, I understand the strength of ce-
dars, but we will replace and rebuild. 

I kind of think another passage from 
the Bible is appropriate here. It is ap-
propriate on many occasions, but I 
thought of it the minute I saw the tsu-
nami, and that is in the Old Testament 
they tell us that to minister to the 
needs of God’s creation is an act of 
worship, to ignore those needs is to dis-
honor the God who made us and them. 
So we can have an act of worship by 
ministering to the needs of these peo-
ple. 

I especially want to mention the 
country of Indonesia that has been dev-
astated by the crisis. Indonesian health 
authorities reported Sunday that the 
tsunami may have killed 100,000 people 
in the Aceh province alone. This nat-
ural disaster comes after the Indo-
nesian Government has performed mas-
sive military operations and frankly 
brutal acts of violence against the ci-
vilian population of Aceh in recent 
years. 

The international response presents 
an opportunity for the government of 
Indonesia to form a new partnership, a 
fresh start, with the people of Aceh. It 
is critical that the Indonesian Govern-
ment continue to open the region to re-
lief organizations, nongovernmental 
organizations, and the media. It will 
take a long time. It will require a great 
deal of help. The scars may never heal 
entirely, and the memories of loved 
ones lost will linger forever. But with 
the help of people of the world, the peo-
ple of the affected countries will re-
cover and rebuild. 

Already we see people who were 
strangers to each other before the dis-
aster standing together, some of them 
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right in this very room, and today with 
this resolution and with the actions 
that will be necessary in the coming 
days to give substance to our words, we 
say to them the people of the United 
States stand with them. We can say 
that with great assurance because of 
the leadership of the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LANTOS) and those 
kind words, again, of the Speaker this 
morning. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the leader for her powerful and elo-
quent statement. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA), a distinguished mem-
ber of the Committee on International 
Relations and ranking member of the 
Asia and the Pacific Subcommittee. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman from California 
for yielding me this time and also ex-
tend my appreciation to the chairman 
of our committee for the support and 
cosponsorship of this important resolu-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, this certainly has been 
a tragic crisis in Southeast Asia, and I 
do not know if my colleagues know 
that I am probably one of the few Mem-
bers who has ever personally experi-
enced what it means to go through a 
tidal wave and so sad to hear from the 
media reports and learning in some 
parts of this region when the reefs and 
the beaches are sucked into the ocean 
and the water recedes some 300 yards 
from the reefs and the children and 
people not knowing the nature, that 
this is how a tidal wave comes about. 

b 1845 

And then, the children playing and 
the fish flopping all over the place 
thinking this is a blessing from God, 
and then knowing that they should be 
running in the opposite direction when 
the tidal wave hits. This is really a sad 
situation. 

Mr. Speaker, what I really wanted to 
address and share with my colleagues 
is a certain criticism that has been 
brought not only to the world commu-
nity, but to our Nation, suggesting 
that our country has been stingy in 
giving assistance to those who are in 
need. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. 

Mr. Speaker, in the Wall Street Jour-
nal article on 31 January, and accord-
ing to a USAID report, in the year 2000, 
our country donated over $56 billion in 
international assistance. Eighteen per-
cent of that alone came from the gov-
ernment. $33.6 billion, or 60 percent, 
came from private donors, $3 billion 
from corporations, $3.4 billion from re-
ligious organizations, $18 billion from 
individual donations alone, not even 
counting foundations and from public 
organizations and universities. 

I suggest that the next time we get 
criticisms from others suggesting that 
our Nation has not been generous in 
giving assistance to those in need real-
ly needs to be corrected. And I am 

very, very glad not only from Sec-
retary Powell, but from President 
Bush, that we need to make certain 
corrections. 

Mr. Speaker, I will insert for the 
RECORD the full text of this editorial 
commentary in the Wall Street Jour-
nal of 31 January. I urge my colleagues 
to support this resolution. 
[From the Wall Street Journal, Jan. 3, 2005] 

FAR FROM STINGY 
Across the world, the reaction to Asia’s 

tsunami is bringing out the best in human 
nature. Fund-raising appeals, disaster-relief 
teams, military assets—all are being mar-
shaled for the victims of this tragedy. 

Which makes it all the more outrageous 
that a top United Nations official chose this 
week to accuse the U.S. and other Western 
nations of being stingy with assistance to 
poorer nations. ‘‘We were more generous 
when we were less rich,’’ Undersecretary- 
General for Humanitarian Affairs Jan 
Egeland lectured on Monday. ‘‘And it is be-
yond me why we are so stingy, really.’’ 

Now, complaints about U.S. miserliness 
are more routine than the earthquakes and 
floods that strike the globe. A favorite 
‘‘fact’’ of international critics is that while 
the U.S. government nearly always ranks 
first in absolute amounts of foreign aid, it 
tends to fall last among industrial countries 
in aid as a percentage of gross national prod-
uct. The one-tenth of one percent that Wash-
ington devoted to foreign assistance, they 
say, is nothing compared with what the U.S. 
could afford. 

The problem is that, as with so many ques-
tions of accounting (say, Oil for Food), the 
U.N. and other international bodies rely on 
unreliable ledgers. Groups like the Develop-
ment Assistance Committee (part of the Or-
ganization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development) tend to look only at ‘‘official’’ 
government aid. What this misses is that 
Americans have never trusted government 
institutions to dole out assistance. Instead, 
we open our wallets for private groups that 
are better at targeting money where it’s 
needed, tracking projects, cutting waste— 
and getting results. 

When it comes to this sort of giving, no-
body beats Americans. According to a 2003 
report from the U.S. Agency for Inter-
national Development, U.S. international as-
sistance to developing countries in 2000 was 
$56 billion. Yet just 18% of that was ‘‘offi-
cial’’ government assistance. Some $33.6 bil-
lion—or 60%—came from the private sector. 
Corporations shelled out nearly $3 billion. 
Religious groups weighed in with $3.4 billion. 
Individuals provided $18 billion. To say noth-
ing of funds from foundations, private and 
voluntary organizations, or universities. 

Cynics mark this generosity down to a 
U.S. tax code that encourages giving. Yet 
most research shows that Americans view 
donations as a duty. Philanthropy magazine 
reports a study showing the average U.S. 
contribution outweighs the average German 
or French one seven- or eight-fold. This 
sense of responsibility is often motivated by 
faith; some 60% of American donations go to 
religious groups or causes. 

None of this sits well with the U.N., whose 
own budget relies on state dollars. A chas-
tened Mr. Egeland was forced later this week 
to claim he’d been misinterpreted and to ac-
knowledge U.S. generosity. But behind this 
apology is the U.N.’s longstanding belief that 
what’s really needed is for the U.S. and oth-
ers to raise taxes to pay for more public for-
eign aid. 

That approach reigns in Western Europe 
and explains what’s wrong with so much of 
current foreign aid. Europeans have come to 

view private donations as a failure of the 
state and expect their governments to col-
lect billions in taxes to shuffle along to slow- 
moving and unaccountable international bu-
reaucracies. The result is a lose-lose situa-
tion. Giving countries see their own econo-
mies depressed by higher taxes and receiving 
countries find the aid too often enabling 
strongmen or perpetuating poor policies. 

A far better approach, at least in the pub-
lic sphere, are initiatives such as President 
Bush’s Millennium Challenge Account. By 
tying long-term assistance to improvements 
in specific economic and political goals— 
such as cracking down on corruption or es-
tablishing rules of law—foreign aid brings 
about real reform. This approach drives U.N. 
bureaucrats nuts, a sure sign it’s on the 
right track. 

Today’s priority in Asia is immediate hu-
manitarian relief. The list of U.S.-based pri-
vate and religious organizations already 
working in the area is stunning. And it’s 
good to see the U.S. decision effectively to 
go around U.N. bureaucracy by working di-
rectly with a coalition of Japan, Australia 
and India to coordinate relief. Meanwhile, we 
can expect the federal government to con-
tinue its tradition of generosity in the up-
coming weeks—a tradition that resulted in 
$2.4 billion in humanitarian relief last year 
along, or 40% of the world total. 

But future money, both public and private, 
should be aimed at developing the sort of 
governments and economies that will be 
equipped to deal with disasters on their own. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, we have 
no additional requests for time. In con-
cluding, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I again want to express my deep ap-
preciation to my friend and distin-
guished colleague, the chairman of our 
committee, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE). I want to say that all 
of us here are profoundly proud of the 
generosity of the American people, the 
generosity of our government, and the 
extraordinary skill and heroism of our 
military in facing up to this crisis. 
Those who cannot get over their mind-
less anti-Americanism should look at 
what the American people, the Amer-
ican government, and our military 
have done in the last few days con-
cerning this crisis, and they will need 
to rethink their mindless hatred of this 
great Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER). 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
in support of H.R. 12 expressing the 
condolences of this House and the sup-
port for the people of the countries 
that have been impacted by the tsu-
nami in Asia. 

A friend of our country, Sri Lanka, 
was one of the countries most dev-
astated. Sadly, Sri Lanka lost at least 
30,000 of its citizens, and that toll may 
rise well into the 40,000 range. I serve 
as co-chairman of the Sri Lanka Cau-
cus in the House and I have traveled 
personally to Sri Lanka. I have seen 
firsthand many of the areas now dev-
astated by the tsunami, and my heart 
and prayers and those of my colleagues 
go out to the people of Sri Lanka at 
this difficult time. 
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Today many Americans are still un-

accounted for who were in Sri Lanka 
when this tragedy struck, but as we 
deal with that loss and also work to 
help the nearly 1 million living sur-
vivors who are now displaced in Sri 
Lanka, we continue to move forward 
and we want to express our support. 

Secretary of State Colin Powell plans 
to be in Sri Lanka this Friday to ex-
press our support and to see firsthand 
what more we can do, and I am proud 
of the support that the United States 
Government has been providing. In the 
early hours of the day after Christmas, 
top U.S. Government officials began 
the work of aiding Sri Lanka and the 
entire region, immediately moving 
money to the affected areas and send-
ing out teams to survey the damage for 
accurate assessment of needs. To date 
our President, President Bush, has 
pledged $350 million in relief in recov-
ery assistance, and already $13 million 
has been allocated to our friend Sri 
Lanka alone. 

The Department of Defense and 
USAID have established a regional co-
ordination center in Sri Lanka to co-
ordinate our relief efforts to the region 
as well as this friendly country. Hun-
dreds of USAID and military personnel 
are on the ground in Sri Lanka helping 
to assist the relief efforts. I would also 
note that the men and women of the 
United States military are fully en-
gaged helping Sri Lanka. In this re-
gion, the United States has committed 
a vast majority of military assets to 
the region: 20 ships, 14 strategic lift 
cargo planes, and 48 helicopters. The 
USS Bonhomme Richard Expeditionary 
Strike Group is in route to Sri Lanka, 
as well as a ship capable of producing 
90,000 gallons of fresh water every day. 
We have also instituted a cash for work 
program, helping the local economy 
and cleanup efforts at the same time. 

Mr. Speaker, there is so much that 
we can do, and I want to thank our 
friends in the private sector who have 
stepped forward. We in the United 
States are doing our part and we want 
to do more. We are working in partner-
ship with the world in this effort to aid 
Sri Lanka, and the Indian government 
in particular has been very helpful in 
the Sri Lanka mission. 

The United States will continue to 
help Sri Lanka and the entire region as 
long as needs are there. We stand in 
support and we express our condo-
lences, and our prayers go out to the 
people of Sri Lanka. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, like people every-
where, I mourn the devastation and loss of life 
caused by the massive tsunami in South Asia. 
The enormity of the disaster is staggering and 
I extend my condolences to those around the 
world touched by this tragedy. My thoughts 
and prayers are with the victims and their fam-
ilies in this time of overwhelming need. 

I applaud the outpouring of support by the 
many nations, organizations and individuals 
across the world who have responded quickly 
to the disaster. By working together, we will 
help rebuild the lives of the residents of South 
Asia. 

I will travel to South Asia next week and, 
through the generosity of numerous hospitals 
in my district of El Paso, Texas, will deliver 
medical supplies to assist in some small way 
with the relief and rebuilding process. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the resolution before us today, and ask all 
Americans to continue to keep the victims of 
this terrible tragedy in their prayers. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my-
self, my family and the constituents of the 17th 
District of California, I would like to express 
our heartfelt condolences to the victims and 
their families of the tsunami natural disaster. 
As the number of victims continues to in-
crease, America is united in mourning the 
staggering loss of lives—many, many of whom 
are children. 

In the last week, the millions of people af-
fected by the tsunami have faced terrifying ob-
stacles. But the global community stands in 
solidarity with the 12 affected nations. While 
the United States and other governments have 
promised humanitarian aid, private citizens in 
the United States have also shown an amaz-
ing outpouring of generosity and compassion. 
In my own congressional district, which has 
experienced a number of natural disasters, a 
number of compassionate people are reaching 
out to the South Asia disaster victims. For ex-
ample, the Salinas Rotary Club, along with 
other Rotary Clubs across the country, is or-
ganizing to supply ‘‘Shelter Boxes’’ that con-
tain basic necessities like tents and sleeping 
bags. 

Humanitarian assistance is desperately 
needed on an unprecedented global scale. 
The international community has pledged $2 
billion, with a contribution of $350 million from 
the United States, but it is clear that more will 
be required of many. I intend to support an 
emergency funding bill for U.S. tsunami aid 
and I urge the President and the Republican 
leadership to be generous, as the world com-
munity was to the United States in the wake 
of 9/11. 

In addition to our efforts to help the sur-
vivors of this tragedy, we must also work to 
ensure that we can better alert people to simi-
lar events in the future. The United States 
should lead the world in implementing a global 
ocean observing system. The recently-re-
leased U.S. Commission on Ocean Policy final 
report noted the importance of using observa-
tion systems to help us to prevent the loss of 
life and property and be better stewards of the 
oceans. One of my priorities in the coming 
year will be to continue pushing for implemen-
tation of the U.S. Commission recommenda-
tions. 

Millions of people were left homeless and 
facing terrifying obstacles as a result of this 
tsunami. But I hope they can take some sol-
ace in knowing that people across the globe 
stand in solidarity with them. Not only have 
governments promised extensive support, but 
private citizens everywhere are digging into 
their own pockets to give what they can. This 
outpouring of generosity and compassion is 
amazing and reaffirming. No matter cultural 
differences or physical distance, in times of 
crisis we always come together to help one 
another. As the New Year begins, I pray for 
the quick recovery of those affected by the 
disaster and hope that the compassion shown 
during this crisis continues far into the future. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to support the resolution and join all 

Americans in an expression of condolences to 
the people and countries that have been dev-
astated by last week’s tsunami. In particular, I 
want to offer my personal sympathy to: Am-
bassador Sen of India, Ambassador 
Brotodiningrat of Indonesia, Ambassador 
Subasinghe of Sri Lanka, and Ambassador 
Piromya of Thailand. 

Tsunamis are walls of water that inundate 
coastal areas with little or no warning, often 
taking many lives and causing extensive prop-
erty damage. They are initiated by sudden un-
derwater disruptions and in this regard they 
differ from wind generated waves because the 
power they pack is not limited to the surface. 
Tsunamis are usually started as a result of an 
undersea earthquake, which for years was 
considered to be the sole cause of tsunamis. 
Research is now showing that tsunami gen-
eration involves intricate interactions between 
earthquakes, landslides, and sympathetic vi-
brations between the quake and the ocean 
above it. 

Tsunamis have been known since 426 B.C., 
and between 1990 and 2001 there were 11 
major tsunami events in the Pacific Rim, killing 
over 4,000 people and causing hundreds of 
millions in property damage. Before this week, 
the most devastating tsunami occurred in 
1755 in the Atlantic which killed 60,000 people 
and destroyed much of Lisbon. By compari-
son, the death toll from the Banda Aceh tsu-
nami could exceed 150,000 on top of the un-
thinkable numbers of displaced, orphaned, 
and injured. Subsequent disease and un-
treated injuries will undoubtedly add to these 
statistics. 

The President has already pledged $350 
million in direct support to the affected coun-
tries on top of the medical, infrastructure, and 
logistics support from the U.S. Military. I want 
to encourage my colleagues in the Congress 
to work together as we did last fall to provide 
nearly $14 billion in relief to the Southeastern 
states and Caribbean nations following the 
four devastating hurricanes. 

Former Presidents Clinton and Bush are 
leading the Nation’s private fundraising activi-
ties, and I want to ask all Americans, to con-
tribute whatever they can to the relief efforts 
for what is likely history’s most deadly natural 
disaster. 

Beyond these immediate needs, I want to 
encourage you to work with me in developing 
programs that will help to minimize losses suf-
fered in future natural disasters. The National 
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion and the U.S. Geological Survey lead the 
United States in the research, monitoring, and 
warning of tsunamis and other natural disas-
ters. For example, the Deep-ocean Assess-
ment and Reporting of Tsunamis Project 
(DART) can detect ocean level anomalies as 
small as 1⁄2 inch in 20,000 feet of water to de-
termine if a tsunami event is occurring in the 
deep sea. This system was useful to avoid a 
false alarm in response to an Alaskan earth-
quake in 2001. DART stations cost about 
$250,000 to purchase and around $125,000 
per year to maintain. Stations are now located 
off the coasts of Alaska, the Pacific Northwest, 
and Chile, but we need to consider how this 
system can be expanded to other parts of the 
world. 

Even with detection systems such as DART, 
notification alarms and awareness programs 
must be implemented for them to be effective. 
The first waves took 2–3 hours to hit Phuket 
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(Thailand), Sri Lanka, and India after the initi-
ating quakes. Even a few minutes of warning 
can make a huge difference if preceded with 
the proper awareness training. For example a 
1993 tsunami followed an earthquake in Japan 
by a mere 6 minutes. Although 200 people 
perished, 1,200 people escaped the waves by 
running inland as soon as they felt the shak-
ing. 

Research on the causes of tsunamis is also 
needed. One of the most severe tsunamis in 
recent history occurred in Papua New Guinea 
in July 1998. The initiating earthquake was 
unexceptional at a magnitude of 7.1—the size 
of an earthquake that strikes somewhere in 
the world about every 3 weeks. Geological 
modeling strongly suggested that the quake 
caused an underwater landslide that together 
triggered the exceptional size tsunami. Other 
preliminary research indicates that under 
some conditions, tsunamis may be detectable 
from aircraft or satellites using radar or 
radiometers miles away from coastal areas. 

In this regard, I look forward to working with 
the Science Committee to identify opportuni-
ties for natural disaster detection and warning, 
and I look forward to hearing tomorrow’s brief-
ing from Dr. David Applegate from USGS and 
General D.L. Johnson from NOAA. 

In addition to these financial and research 
initiatives, I want to remind my colleagues of 
the friends and families of the victims within 
the United States who also need our assist-
ance. 

Many national from affected countries that 
reside in the United States on either a perma-
nent or temporary basis. Some have no one 
left to provide monetary support and no home 
due to demolition by the violent waves and 
flooding. It is in the spirit of rebuilding and 
internationalism that I will introduce legislation 
to give nationals from affected countries that 
reside in the United States an opportunity to 
establish eligibility for Temporary Protected 
Status (TPS). 

This legislation would grant TPS to eligible 
nationals from specified countries who pres-
ently reside in the United States. TPS relief 
under this proposal will provide a necessary 
but temporary respite from deportation that will 
permit eligible applicants to work and live law-
fully in the United States pending the restora-
tion of a habitable homeland that is not laden 
with disease. Additionally, this proposal will 
allow eligible aliens to travel abroad and to re-
turn to the United States and be treated the 
same as any returning alien provided TPS— 
which will be helpful to family members of tsu-
nami victims. I ask all of you to support this 
legislation and to join together in pledging the 
maximum level of resources to make the re-
covery of the affected areas expedient. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I join my House 
colleagues in extending condolences to the 
victims of the earthquake and tsunamis that 
recently battered South and Southeast Asia as 
well as parts of East Africa. Generated by a 
magnitude 9.0 earthquake on December 26, 
massive tsunamis devastated whole villages in 
Thailand, Indonesia, Sri Lanka, and India. 

The degree of this calamity has shocked 
and saddened all Americans, and I am 
pleased that through their representatives, the 
American people have an opportunity to for-
mally express their grief for the more than 
150,000 people who perished. 

Our sorrow for those lost, however, should 
not distract us from the immediate humani-

tarian crisis gripping the region. The World 
Health Organization (WHO) has suggested 
that between three to five million people lack 
basic survival requirements, including access 
to clean water, adequate shelter, food, sanita-
tion, and health care. 

The WHO is also warning of an imminent 
health crisis, as contaminated water sources 
increase the risk of cholera, dysentery, ma-
laria, and dengue fever. 

As the world community responds to this 
natural disaster, I hope and expect that the 
United States Government and the American 
people will be on the forefront of efforts to pro-
vide immediate and long-term aid. President 
Bush has so far committed $350 million for 
disaster relief, and I am hopeful that this 
amount will increase as we get a clearer pic-
ture of the devastation that has taken place. 

In the meantime, U.S. Government agencies 
are on the ground. The U.S. Air Force has 
transported 43,000 lbs of food, supplies, and 
equipment to the region, and helicopters from 
the USS Abraham Lincoln are shuttling sup-
plies into northern Sumatra. The Defense De-
partment is deploying Navy and Marine Corps 
supply ships and dispatching military medical 
teams to the most isolated and hard-hit areas. 

In addition, USAID, the federal agency re-
sponsible for the distribution of foreign aid, is 
now assessing the damage and individual 
country needs. These assessments will help 
better direct the emergency aid that is already 
flowing to the region. USAID will also identify 
the long-term goals to rebuild local economies, 
housing and infrastructure. 

The President has also enlisted former 
Presidents George H.W. Bush and Bill Clinton 
to lead nationwide private fundraising efforts 
which are sure to generate large amounts of 
private donations. The American people are 
compassionate, and they will certainly give 
generously to help tsunami victims regain their 
health and their livelihoods. 

My thoughts and prayers go out to all those 
impacted by the tsunamis, including the esti-
mated 5,000 Americans in the region who 
have not yet been heard from. I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution. 

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today with 
a heavy heart to share my condolences with 
the victims of the tsunami in South Asia. The 
magnitude of destruction and devastation left 
in the wake of this tragic disaster is incompre-
hensible. I join all Americans who are heart-
broken by the images of towns and villages 
washed away and of the thousands of or-
phaned children who will grow up as survivors 
of this disaster. 

As the United States and the international 
community work to provide relief for the vic-
tims of this tragedy, I urge my colleagues to 
ensure that our efforts to assist in the recon-
struction not be short-lived. While it is impera-
tive that we immediately provide the nec-
essary funds for relief work and humanitarian 
aid, we must ensure that as we assist in this 
recovery effort, and provide long term assist-
ance to rebuild the infrastructure and commu-
nities devastated by this disaster. Beyond fi-
nancial and humanitarian assistance, the 
United States must lead an international effort 
to implement a global tsunami warning and 
detection system so we can avoid future trag-
edies. 

During this time of recovery, governments 
and citizens from around the world have 
worked together to help those in need, regard-

less of politics, race and religion. It is my sin-
cere hope that out of this tragic situation a 
lasting spirit of cooperation and mutual respect 
can emerge. Hopefully this unprecedented co-
operation can be used as a trigger to 
jumpstart the prospects for peace and coexist-
ence throughout the region. 

My thoughts and prayers are with the vic-
tims and their families. 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, it is a peculiar and 
embarrassing mark of man’s fallen nature that 
so often it takes tragedy for human beings to 
see past our differences and into each others’ 
hearts. Two weeks ago, a tragedy of incom-
prehensible magnitude struck our brothers and 
sisters on the other side of the world. It was 
the day after Christmas, actually, when much 
of the world was still celebrating, that an 
earthquake beneath the Indian Ocean set off 
massive tsunamis that have devastated island 
and coastal countries in southeast Asia and 
east Africa. The sum total of those killed, in-
jured, diseased, and orphaned by the tsunami 
is larger than the populations of many coun-
tries. And yet, it is also a mark of the dignity 
of man that, in the face of such tragedy, we 
do see beyond our differences—cultural, polit-
ical, religious—and see to it, with all our 
strength, that right is done. 

The tsunami’s waters will recede, Mr. 
Speaker, but the waves of prayers, love, and 
generous support—already making their way 
over the ocean—will not. Nor will the attention 
of the world—nor the attention of this body— 
until the victim nations recover. 

As we meet today, millions of people have 
been displaced from their homes and commu-
nities, and millions more are without the basic 
needs of survival—food, shelter, clean water, 
and health care. Countless children have lost 
their parents, and are now at the mercy of, at 
best, the crippled social institutions of their 
homelands, and at worst, we now learn, 
human traffickers. When faced by devastation 
and misery of this magnitude, when we see 
the grief of parents who had to choose which 
of their children to save, or hear stories of en-
tire villages destroyed by the waves, there 
seems so little we can do. 

But on the contrary, Mr. Speaker, there is 
so much we must do. President Bush has 
pledged $350 million in relief and recovery as-
sistance, dispatched Secretary of State Powell 
and Florida Governor Bush to the region to 
assess the situation, and tasked former Presi-
dents Clinton and Bush to lead American fund 
raising for the relief effort. Thousands of our 
armed forces and America’s civilian relief 
agencies are already on the scene helping the 
relief effort—transporting food, medical sup-
plies, mobile hospitals, and water-purifying 
equipment to the scene. And the generosity of 
the American people will continue to lead the 
way in the recovery, and in the effort to miti-
gate the long-term consequences of the dis-
aster. The waters will recede, and life will one 
day return to normal. All humanity’s mission is 
to bring that day about before another life is 
needlessly lost. And the world should know 
that the American people and their Congress 
will help until no more help is needed. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to express my most sincere condolences to 
everyone affected by the devastating tsunami 
that ravaged Southeast Asia on December 26. 
My thoughts and prayers go out to those who 
perished that day and to their families. 

The destructive tsunami that shook South-
east Asia claimed the lives of over 156,000. 
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Just this morning, I read the heart-wrenching 
story of a 13-year-old boy in Indonesia who 
lost his father, mother, and brother to the 
shocking natural disaster. Countless other 
families have been altered: thousands of chil-
dren have lost their mothers and fathers, par-
ents have lost their sons and daughters, men 
and women have lost their husbands and 
wives. The world has not seen a tragedy of 
this magnitude in decades, and my heart 
breaks for those who grieve the death of their 
family and friends. 

Despite the horrendous impact of this over-
whelming tragedy, I am moved by the inter-
national outpouring of support and compas-
sion to help the tsunami victims as they strug-
gle to overcome the loss of loved ones and 
piece their lives together. The people of the 
world and of Southeast Asia have come to-
gether to take care of one another. Strangers, 
who themselves are struggling to find suffi-
cient food and clean water, are taking in or-
phans who lost their families. International aid 
workers from countries, rich and poor, and 
large and small, have traveled to Southeast 
Asia to help provide essential materials to tsu-
nami victims. 

Back in my district, a telethon hosted by a 
local television station along with efforts of the 
local branch of the American Red Cross 
helped Rochesterians raise $365,000 to help 
fund the disaster relief efforts. In Buffalo, var-
ious religious organizations have come to-
gether to raise money. The India Association 
of Buffalo raised $38,000 in a benefit held last 
Thursday and plans to continue fundraising. 

The number of people attempting to give 
money overwhelmed charity organizations col-
lecting money for tsunami relief. Donations 
have ranged from $10 to thousands of dollars, 
and people from all economic brackets are 
giving what they can to help alleviate the suf-
fering of their fellow fathers, mothers, hus-
bands, wives, and children. 

When speaking of international natural dis-
aster relief, President Dwight Eisenhower once 
said, ‘‘These are deeds of peace. They speak 
more loudly than promises or protestations of 
peaceful intent.’’ I hope that the worldwide 
generosity will continue until the need no 
longer exists, and that the solidarity among 
people from around the world will persist. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise representing the great people of South 
Florida and join with them in extending our 
most heartfelt condolences and thoughts to 
the people who have been devastated by the 
most recent tsunami in Asia. We offer them 
our prayers. 

Mr. Speaker, as the world continues to 
focus on the wrath of this dreadful disaster, it 
is important to remember the people who have 
perished. It is important to help the people 
who have survived and are now picking up the 
pieces and restarting their lives. 

Across 11 nations, over 155,000 people are 
dead and millions were left homeless. These 
incredulous numbers, rising by the day, hide 
the human facet of this appalling disaster. 
Countless images of men and women holding 
their children tight, frantically running towards 
the helicopters with aid. Never-ending lines of 
families hoping for clean water and food. 
Thousands upon thousands of men, women 
and children desperately looking among the 
rubble upon what was once their homes and 
lives. 

Mr. Speaker, this catastrophe is one of un-
believable magnitude and challenges all na-

tions to join in the relief efforts. I am proud of 
our brave men and women in the military who 
are currently manning the lifeline to the dev-
astated regions. From the crew of the USS 
Lincoln to the Seahawk pilots, these young 
Americans continue to show the generosity— 
the heart and conscience of—our Nation. I am 
also tremendously proud of the volunteers 
across the globe who, in a moment’s notice, 
picked up and journeyed to Asia to help in any 
way they could. I applaud President Bush’s 
decision to call upon former Presidents Clinton 
and Bush to raise money for victims. 

As we know Mr. Speaker, the greatest 
source of America’s generosity—our es-
sence—is not our government; it’s the heart of 
the American people. I call upon all Americans 
to give and give generously to organizations 
that are on the ground, helping the countless 
victims in the devastated region. In South Flor-
ida, organizations such as the American Red 
Cross of Greater Miami & The Keys, The As-
sociation of Indians in America, Catholic Char-
ities of the Archdiocese of Miami, and the 
Greater Miami Jewish Federation; to name a 
few. 

Mr. Speaker, we in Congress also have an 
obligation to help the people who have been 
devastated by the tsunami. As the newly se-
lected co-chair of the India Caucus, I am con-
fident that Congress will do its part in bringing 
assistance to the peoples of the regions that 
were hit. In India itself Mr. Speaker, the gov-
ernment increased its death toll to 9,571 dead 
and also raised its missing total to 5,914 peo-
ple missing. As horrific as these numbers are, 
it is encouraging to hear of the joint coopera-
tion between our two peoples and nations. 
The joint cooperation between the two nations 
to aid the people of India is clearly evident Mr. 
Speaker, as the Navies of India and the 
United States continue to work together and 
share information. America stands ready to aid 
the people of India. 

Again, I would like to extend our deep con-
dolence to the families of the many earth-
quake and tsunami victims. We also affirm our 
commitment to the peoples of the affected re-
gions and urge continued attention by relief 
agencies to the needs of the vulnerable popu-
lations. Our prayers and thoughts are with the 
victims of this horrible devastation. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of the resolution expressing support 
and condolences to the victims of the earth-
quake and tsunami in South and Southeast 
Asia. I also want to commend Chairman HYDE 
and Ranking Member LANTOS for their leader-
ship on the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of South and 
Southeast Asia are faced with a natural dis-
aster of an unprecedented scale. Over 
150,000 people are dead and the World 
Health Organization estimates that between 3 
and 5 million people are lacking basic survival 
requirements. Unfortunately, these numbers 
seem to rise with each passing day. Our con-
dolences and prayers go out to all of those 
who have been affected by this deeply per-
sonal tragedy. But beyond our prayers, the 
people affected will need the assistance of the 
international community to prevent the out-
break of disease which threatens to take as 
many lives as the tsunami. 

The humanitarian response by the affected 
governments, the United Nations, and NGOs 
working in the region has been impressive in 
the face of tremendous need and daunting lo-

gistics. The outpouring of private contributions 
from all over the world should reaffirm our 
faith in humanity. But the magnitude of the 
need will remain long after the initial humani-
tarian response has provided people with shel-
ter, food, clean water, and medical care. 

The $2 billion already pledged by the United 
States and other donors is an excellent down- 
payment, but I think we are only beginning to 
glimpse the massive undertaking that recon-
struction will be. I hope that the House will 
rapidly consider the legislation that Chairman 
HYDE and Mr. LANTOS are working on to pro-
vide substantial emergency assistance to the 
affected survivors, to help them rebuild their 
homes and their lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the resolution and to commit themselves 
to supporting the additional relief we can cer-
tainly expect to be necessary. 

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to offer my condolences to the hun-
dreds of thousands affected by the tsunami in 
Indonesia, Sri Lanka, India, Thailand, Somalia, 
Malaysia, and other countries. 

December 26 will ever be a day etched in 
our memories and in our hearts as we strug-
gle to comprehend the magnitude of loss as-
sociated with this disaster. 

Our great country is often viewed as a lead-
er in the world and I know that the President 
will ensure that our country maintains this role 
by mobilizing the necessary humanitarian and 
economic assistance for both immediate and 
long-term relief, whether it be the $350 million 
already pledged or more as each day brings 
us a deeper understanding of the total impact 
of this disaster. 

We have long held prosperous relationships 
on economic and security issues with many of 
the countries that have been affected such as 
India and Malaysia. 

If we fail to adequately meet the needs of 
those affected by committing to advancing a 
strong recovery in both the Asian and African 
nations that have been affected, the long-term 
worldwide economic and political con-
sequences of this natural disaster could be 
even more severe. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to express 
my deepest condolences and support to those 
affected by the earthquake-generated 
tsunamis that struck numerous countries in 
South Asia and East Africa on December 26, 
2004. This enormous natural disaster, which 
has so far claimed more than 150,000 lives, 
including many Americans, requires a robust 
response from the international community. 

I am pleased that the United States is taking 
a leading role in the relief and recovery efforts. 
We should continue to partner with the United 
Nations, non-governmental organizations, and 
other members of the international community 
to render humanitarian assistance throughout 
the region. I look forward to working in Con-
gress to increase America’s contributions to 
this effort as additional needs required for 
long-term rebuilding are identified. 

Over the past 10 days, the outpouring of 
condolences and financial support from the 
American people has been tremendous. The 
efforts of the thousands of Americans who are 
giving of their time, money, and resources are 
truly reflective of the American spirit, and they 
exemplify our Nation’s values and ideals. I join 
with my colleagues today in support of the 
House resolution. 
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Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay 

my respects and give my deepest condo-
lences to those who have suffered through 
one of the worst natural disasters in history. 

As our nation celebrated the holiday season 
with our loved ones, a tragedy of epic propor-
tions was occurring half a world away. An 
earthquake with a magnitude of 9.0 off the 
coast of Indonesia triggered a massive tsu-
nami that engulfed several countries through-
out South and Southeast Asia. The total after-
math is not yet known as the number of lives 
lost continues to rise to immeasurable levels. 

Though this tragic disaster destroyed lives, 
families, and entire economies, it did not de-
stroy the strength of character and sense of 
purpose displayed by the victims who continue 
to fight daily for survival. The victims of this 
tsunami are not alone in their struggle. Across 
our great Nation, Americans, together with the 
world community, have exhibited their gen-
erosity of spirit as they pray for the suffering 
families and continue to give monetary assist-
ance to those in need. 

More than 150,000 people have been killed 
with millions more affected. These numbers 
are already impossible to comprehend yet 
countless others are missing. 

We are now presented with a defining his-
torical moment as a nation and as an inter-
national community. We must share the fiscal 
and emotional burden that will only get worse 
for our brothers and sisters in Southeast Asia. 
We cannot under-fund, undercut, or under-
mine our relief efforts by failing to follow 
through on our promises as a government or 
our compassion as Americans. 

9/11 will always be remembered in our na-
tion as a time of crisis and devastation, yet 
also a time of perseverance and unity. We 
survived this horrific event because of the re-
solve exhibited by our Nation’s people and the 
support received from the international com-
munity. The tragedy that has struck Southeast 
Asia is no less of a crisis and no less dev-
astating. 

It is the responsibility of the United States 
and the world community to continue the aid 
and assistance of these countries during their 
time of need. During times of crises are when 
the integrity of a nation and its people are 
judged in history. I am encouraged by the 
overwhelming response and generosity shown 
by the people across this world. It is the 
human way to respond; it is the American way 
to respond. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RENZI). Without objection, the previous 
question is ordered on the resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

EXPRESSING SORROW OF THE 
HOUSE AT THE DEATH OF THE 
HONORABLE ROBERT T. MATSUI, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM 
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

privileged resolution (H. Res. 11) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 11 
Resolved, That the House has heard with 

profound sorrow of the death of the Honor-
able Robert T. Matsui, a Representative 
from the State of California. 

Resolved, That a committee of such Mem-
bers of the House as the Speaker may des-
ignate, together with such Members of the 
Senate as may be joined, be appointed to at-
tend the funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House be authorized and directed to take 
such steps as may be necessary for carrying 
out the provisions of these resolutions and 
that the necessary expenses in connection 
therewith be paid out of applicable accounts 
of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate 
these resolutions to the Senate and transmit 
a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. STARK) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER), pending which I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this reso-
lution. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, as the dean 

of the California delegation, I offer this 
privileged resolution expressing the 
profound sorrow of all of us within the 
House of Representatives at BOB MAT-
SUI’s passing. I am honored to sponsor 
this resolution in an attempt to memo-
rialize BOB’s contributions to Congress 
and to our Nation. 

Like all of us, I was shocked to hear 
the news that someone as vibrant as 
BOB MATSUI is no longer with us. He 
has been a forceful leader in Congress, 
and he will be missed. I will miss his 
counsel and his friendship, having been 
honored to serve with him during his 
time in Congress as a fellow Califor-
nian and on the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

But first of all, my thoughts and con-
dolences go to his family, BOB’s wife 
Doris, his son Brian, daughter-in-law 
Amy, and granddaughter Anna. 

I just got around I guess to opening 
his Christmas card a day or so before 
the sad news came and was reminded of 
a night early on when Brian, who is 
now an adult with an adult life, and he 
could not have been more than 5 or 6 at 
the time, and he was at a reception 
with BOB and Doris and myself and 
choked on a chicken bone, and the con-
sternation we all had, patting Brian on 
the back and getting him through the 
chicken bone incident. So as I say to 
Brian and to Doris, BOB’s memory will 
live with them and give them great 
support as they move ahead in their 
lives. 

In his time here, BOB demonstrated 
and embodied the utmost integrity. He 
knew and understood the purpose, the 
greater purpose, really, which we in 
the House are entrusted with. He lived 
by and set high standards in public 
service. In a word, he was a statesman. 
He went through the experience of 
being interned during World War II, 
and it never made him bitter. He never 
lost his spirit. Rather, it gave him re-
solve for his own convictions and his 
sense of public service. 

He started in Sacramento after a 
brief career in law, and then he came 
to Congress in 1979, starting out with 
the Committee on the Judiciary and 
then with the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations, and then later join-
ing the Committee on Ways and Means 
where he really became our resident 
expert on Social Security and was ac-
tive in trade and tax policy issues as 
well. He tackled those issues, as I am 
sure any of my colleagues who have 
discussed Social Security with him 
know, with sharp intellect, deep con-
victions, and compassion for what was 
right. But he was fair. He had a sense 
of humility and one of respect I think 
of his colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle. 

I do know one thing, that BOB MAT-
SUI would have wanted to be here to 
lead the Democrats in the fight to pro-
tect Social Security in this coming ses-
sion of Congress. He was prepared for 
it. He was geared up for it. He had been 
spending his time over the last several 
weeks before his sad passing to lead us 
in the effort to protect Social Security. 
His convictions of compassion mark his 
work on behalf of disadvantaged chil-
dren and families in our country as 
well. 

BOB championed expanded health 
care coverage for children and was a 
tireless advocate for child welfare. In-
deed, he joined many of us in opposing 
our own administration during the wel-
fare reform issues in 1996, and he intro-
duced key legislation to expand job 
training and education programs to 
help people in poverty. We lost that 
battle in 1996, but he remained stead-
fast in his commitment to ensure that 
people got lifted out of poverty, not 
just kicked off the welfare rolls. 

So as the new year began, I had 
looked forward to his counsel and 
working with him side-by-side as it 
were on our committee on important 
issues. 

His spirit will continue to inspire us 
in the days ahead and with gratitude 
for all he has done, we will carry on his 
work and do all we can to honor his life 
and his contributions to the American 
people. I know that the House tonight 
will adjourn in his honor, and on New 
Year’s he adjourned sine die. We say so 
long, old friend. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by express-
ing my appreciation to my California 
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colleague (Mr. STARK). We have worked 
jointly on this resolution, and it is 
with a great deal of sadness obviously 
that we are here at this moment. 

We just completed the debate on the 
resolution that had to do with the loss 
of now it appears about 150,000 lives 
from the tsunami that has taken place 
in South and Southeast Asia. And then 
we come to the next resolution, talking 
about one man, an individual who has 
made a great contribution. And when 
you juxtapose the resolution with the 
loss of 150,000 lives and now we are 
talking about BOB MATSUI, we cannot 
help but think about the fragility of 
life. 

BOB MATSUI is an individual who of-
fered so much to this institution, but 
he offered so much to me personally, 
just as I know he did to others of my 
colleagues who are going to be speak-
ing tonight and many of those who are 
not going to be able to be here this 
evening. 

b 1900 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI) in her statement when she 
was turning the gavel over to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Speaker 
HASTERT) this morning I think said it 
very well when she talked about the 
combination of intellect and passion 
that BOB MATSUI demonstrated in his 
life. 

We all know that BOB was a tremen-
dous intellect, very thoughtful, very 
deliberative on issues that he tackled, 
but he also at the same time had a 
deeply felt passion in the pursuit of his 
agenda, and I will tell my colleagues 
that I shared that agenda in some 
areas and I shared his passion. I do not 
know that I have quite the intellect 
that BOB had, but I shared his passion. 

We worked together through the 
1980s and the 1990s in pursuit of the 
global trade agenda, and I know there 
is a lot of controversy in this House on 
that issue, but BOB and I worked arm 
in arm to try and get Bill Clinton trade 
promotion authority. I remember the 
kind of energy and the thought that 
BOB put into this, and he had boundless 
energy when it came to this. He was a 
slight person, but boy, I will tell my 
colleagues, when he put his mind to an 
issue, he really was very, very diligent 
in pursuit of that. 

We worked together on a wide range 
of individual trade agreements, going 
back to the North American Free 
Trade Agreement. Every single year, 
BOB MATSUI and I worked together to 
try and grant what we used to call 
most-favored nation trading status for 
the People’s Republic of China, and 
then ultimately we worked together on 
the granting of permanent normal 
trade relations. 

I happen to believe that that vision 
that BOB had was a very positive one 
and has played a big role in improving 
the quality of life and the standard of 
living for people all over the world, and 
I think that when we look at this insti-
tution it is a tragic irony, I mean, that 

this has come. We are not only sad but 
we are very shocked. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
STARK) and I, Mr. Speaker, were just 
talking about the news and what BOB 
went through at the end because it did 
come as a great surprise to him and to 
Doris and to Brian and Amy and little 
Anna that he was going in for a check-
up, and then it ended up, of course, 
that because of this infection he was 
going to not survive. So when this news 
came out it was a shock to all of us. 

I heard it just as I was getting on the 
airplane to fly back here on Sunday, 
and I was just taken and I could not 
help but think about immediately all 
of the great experiences that I had 
traveling, working on joint California 
issues, working, as I said, on the trade 
agenda and realizing how dedicated 
this guy was and what a horrible loss 
this will be for this institution and for 
us as individuals. 

So I join, as the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. STARK) has just said, in ex-
tending personally my thoughts and 
prayers to Doris and Brian and his fam-
ily as well. We all got that picture of 
their family that was just sent to us, 
and we could not help but be moved 
seeing that photograph of them, know-
ing what a wonderful, wonderful family 
they are. 

I just have to say that I am very, 
very saddened, and my thought and 
prayers go to those family members. 
We have learned how fragile life truly 
is. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMPSON). 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
California (Mr. STARK) for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am both saddened and 
honored to rise today in memory of our 
friend BOB MATSUI. We can barely 
glimpse a man’s greatness in a single 
floor statement, but I will try. 

American heroes have customarily 
run toward towering figures of many 
words, but today, our Chamber and our 
Nation honors a man whose contribu-
tion was not the quantity and volume 
of words but, rather, the quality and 
the effectiveness of both his spirit and 
his skill. 

Many will speak from the floor to-
night of the landmark, legislative 
achievements of this extraordinary 
man. Many more will honor his life-
time of legislative victories and how 
they directly improved the lives of mil-
lions of Americans spanning several 
generations. Single mothers with in-
fants. Civil rights. Our Nation’s most 
vulnerable seniors. BOB provided more 
than a voice for those who could not 
speak for themselves. He provided vic-
tory. He provided results. He won mon-
umental battles, not by being the loud-
est but by being the smartest and the 
most informed person in the debate. 

The Greeks have told us that death is 
hardest on those it leaves behind. This 

House has lost a rare statesman. Doris, 
Brian, Amy and Anna have lost a de-
voted and loving husband, father and 
grandfather. I have lost a mentor and 
my best friend in this Congress, and 
our Nation has lost a tireless, compas-
sionate and brilliant leader. To the 
Members I say, in the year that lies 
ahead of us, let us make sure that this 
Chamber is worthy of his grace and his 
legacy. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
happy to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DOO-
LITTLE), my very good friend from 
Rocklin. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman very much for the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, while I, like our other 
colleagues, was really shocked to learn 
of this sad news, I think it was exactly 
a month ago today on the final day of 
the 108th Congress that BOB and I ex-
changed a warm greeting in the eleva-
tor, wished each other happy holidays 
and fully expected to see him back here 
with all the rest of us starting out 
today in the 109th Congress. 

I had the privilege of representing 
the adjoining region to BOB MATSUI, 
who represented the City of Sac-
ramento and certain surrounding 
areas. He and I got to know each other 
pretty well. We had some real conten-
tious issues, one specific contentious 
issue that the Chamber is aware of 
dealing with water supply and flood 
control in our region, and we battled 
over that for a long time. 

BOB was a fearless advocate for his 
constituency, and it always impressed 
me as we went through this process of 
advocating our points of view and com-
ing to the realization that we would be 
best served by trying to find some com-
mon ground and putting that into law. 
We got to know each other on a per-
sonal basis, and it was really a delight-
ful experience. I think our constituents 
assumed we were bitter enemies, but 
that was not the case. The disagree-
ments were never personal, and we ac-
tually became friends, and I always en-
joyed seeing him. 

I knew he was a good family man. He 
cared a great deal about that, and from 
time to time we would sit back there in 
the back rows and visit with each other 
a little bit about that. He was very 
proud of his son Brian, first love Doris 
a great deal, and proud of his daughter- 
in-law and of his new granddaughter, 
relatively new, 16 months old I believe. 

Like the gentleman from California 
(Mr. STARK), I was opening that Christ-
mas card myself, well, just last week in 
Rocklin. That was one of the ones I 
saw, big beautiful card and filled with 
pictures of his family, and he was a 
very committed man, a very effective 
representative. 

Sacramento has a lot today because 
of work that he did, a lot of fine ac-
complishments from improving the air-
port to light rail taking off, getting 
started with him, and developing and 
extending the lines and so forth, the 
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massive amount of flood control work 
on the levies and so forth that is going 
on, a lot. He has left quite a legacy. 

I shall miss him and I am truly sorry 
that this has happened. It is a shocking 
event, and my prayers are with Doris 
and Brian and Amy, his daughter-in- 
law, and Anna, the granddaughter. I 
thank my colleagues for this oppor-
tunity to offer my thoughts. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN). 

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is 
very difficult to come to terms with 
BOB’s loss. It was a shock and so tragic. 
He was kind and decent beyond meas-
ure. He put a human face on the all too 
often theoretical debates on health 
care, Social Security, child welfare and 
tax policy, and he was always a voice 
of reason. 

BOB cared about the challenges real 
people faced, children in foster care, 
workers struggling for a fair shot and 
seniors whose Social Security checks 
make the difference between life in or 
out of poverty. 

In 1988, BOB helped the Nation come 
to terms with the terrible wrong our 
government committed against Japa-
nese Americans during World War II. 
BOB and his family were forced into an 
internment camp when he was 6 
months old. His parents were both 
U.S.-born citizens, but they lost their 
home and family business during the 
three-and-a-half years their family was 
interned. 

BOB became the first Japanese Amer-
ican elected to the Sacramento City 
Council and one of the first Japanese 
Americans in Congress. He spent his 
career fighting injustice. Among his 
many efforts, he established a task 
force I was privileged to co-chair with 
him to give Members of Congress with 
diverse backgrounds a better under-
standing of the grave threats that 
Israel and the Israeli people face. 

On a personal level, I considered BOB 
one of my closest friends in this insti-
tution. We spent time together, often 
when I took advantage of the fact that 
our Bethesda homes were close by each 
other and hitched a ride with him. 

I know BOB’s center of gravity was 
his family, his wife Doris, his son 
Brian, his daughter-in-law Amy and 
what he made clear was the most ador-
able granddaughter in the whole world, 
Anna. He was so proud of Brian and his 
accomplishments, his clerking for the 
Supreme Court of the United States 
and making more money in his first 
year in a law firm than even Members 
of the United States Congress. 

He cared deeply about his efforts to 
make a difference through public serv-
ice and the principles and values of the 
Democratic Party, and this took him 
to the position of sacrifice as chairman 
of the Democratic Congressional Cam-
paign Committee. 

Janet and I were so grateful for our 
friendships over the decade with BOB 
and Doris. We want to extend our deep 
condolences to the family, the entire 

family during this sorrowful time. This 
is an enormous loss for his family, for 
his friends and for this entire country. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
very distinguished gentleman from 
California (Mr. HERGER). 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California for the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, today we mourn a 
friend and able colleague. It is a tre-
mendous loss to each of us and to our 
country. 

BOB MATSUI was someone that vir-
tually everyone in the Sacramento 
area knew and respected. Indeed, I was 
not elected to Congress until 1986, al-
most 10 years into BOB’s service in the 
House, but my wife Pam and I already 
knew BOB and his wife Doris. One real-
ly could not be from the Sacramento 
area and not know and have tremen-
dous respect and admiration for the 
Matsuis and for their work in the com-
munity. 

As a representative of a congres-
sional district to the north of Sac-
ramento, I worked frequently with BOB 
on issues of regional importance to 
northern California. He was a pas-
sionate and effective advocate for his 
constituents on a myriad of issues, par-
ticularly on flood control, one of the 
most critically important issues for 
those of us who live in flood-prone 
northern California. 

He will certainly be remembered by 
all of us as a leader on these and many 
other issues important to the region 
and as an able and dedicated voice for 
his constituents. 

I also had the pleasure of serving 
with BOB for many years on the House 
Committee on Ways and Means. A 
long-time supporter of free trade, BOB 
was willing and determined to reach 
across the aisle and work together on 
the challenging issue of trade policy. 

b 1915 

He worked hard for policies that ex-
panded trade, but that also ensured 
that it was fair and that the playing 
field was level for American companies 
and agricultural producers. Those ef-
forts went a long way to helping ex-
pand economic opportunities for our 
northern California region as well as 
the Nation. 

In all his dealings, both public and 
private, BOB MATSUI personified integ-
rity. It was an honor to have called 
him a friend. On behalf of my wife, 
Pam, and me, I would like to extend 
our personal, heartfelt condolences to 
the Matsui family, his wife, Doris; his 
son and daughter-in-law, Brian and 
Amy; and his granddaughter, Anna, for 
their tremendous loss. They can be 
proud knowing that their husband, fa-
ther, and grandfather worked incred-
ibly hard to serve the people he rep-
resented, always with the noblest of in-
tentions and always with the level of 
intellectual honesty, ability and skill 
that commanded enormous respect 
from everyone who knew and worked 

with him. He will be greatly missed by 
all. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I rise to join my colleagues in paying 
tribute to an extraordinary human 
being, BOB MATSUI. Like so many oth-
ers across this country, the celebration 
of this new year was for me shaken by 
the incredibly sad news of BOB’s de-
mise. I awoke this Sunday expecting to 
be consumed with the challenges and 
work of the new year, only to be 
stunned to learn of the passing of an 
old friend. 

Libby and I had only a couple of days 
before shared the beauty of BOB’s fam-
ily that he and Doris send out each 
year at this time, reflecting on the last 
time we shared a meal with them, only 
a couple weeks before at a dinner table 
here in Washington, knowing of the 
pride that BOB felt in Doris’ profes-
sional accomplishments and how often 
he mentioned Doris and Brian and his 
family in conversations on subjects 
here in Washington. 

There is a Greek proverb: ‘‘The meas-
ure of man is what he does with 
power.’’ By this measure, or really by 
any measure, BOB was indeed a great 
human being. Although he had signifi-
cant power here in Washington as a 
senior Member of this House, he was 
viewed as a soft-spoken advocate for 
the things that he believed in and the 
people he represented. And yet on more 
than one occasion I have seen his tem-
per flare at injustice. 

BOB was a great and principled pol-
icymaker. He gave a great deal of 
thought to the issues and the decisions 
before he spoke, and often took posi-
tions that were not popular but that 
represented his principles. He also was 
willing to grow and adjust those prin-
ciples, certainly being committed to 
more trade, and yet over time he recog-
nized that trade was more than just 
counting how many widgets crossed 
country lines, but how that trade af-
fects people. 

He was committed to not only Social 
Security but to retirement security, 
and took a very forceful stance in this 
House about the concern that we do 
more to help those who have no retire-
ment, not just to add to the retirement 
of those who already have much. 

It was my good fortune to serve with 
him on the Committee on Ways and 
Means, to come on that committee as a 
new member and find BOB as someone 
that I could turn to when I had a prob-
lem for personal advice and always get 
a thoughtful hearing and sound advice. 

While his passing is most premature, 
we can only seek to renew our strength 
inspired by his very strong example, to 
remember the causes that he cham-
pioned and how he championed them, 
and to be strengthened in our efforts 
by his spirit and his fight for fairness, 
to stand up for what is right for the 
American people. 
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It is fitting for us to honor BOB with 

our words, but certainly we must honor 
him in this Congress with our actions, 
to continue to champion the causes 
that he would champion and had so 
often, from this very microphone. Cer-
tainly that is true with regard to So-
cial Security, as he stood up to those 
who would destabilize, privatize and 
piratize it. Without our ally, our work 
will be harder, our burden will be 
greater, and our responsibility will also 
be greater. 

As the Los Angeles Times editorial-
ized about BOB recently, ‘‘He epito-
mized an ideal of public service that 
has largely vanished in a partisan Con-
gress.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we salute BOB by our 
deeds as well as our words tonight. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PEARCE). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HERGER) 
will control the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS), the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, a committee that BOB 
MATSUI served on for many years. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it is true 
that BOB and I were on the Committee 
on Ways and Means together; but, 
frankly, BOB and I go back a long way. 

This is especially difficult since just 
a very short time ago I was going 
through the Members’ Christmas cards. 
If you have been around a long time 
one tends to see the march of time in 
the cards. You get a very formal card 
from a new Member. Maybe he is not 
married. Or if married, it is just a very 
bright, young couple. Over the years, 
the family grows, not just in stature 
but in numbers. We just received one 
from the Matsui’s with a grandbaby 
prominently displayed. 

In 1978 in November in Sacramento, 
Members who had been elected to Con-
gress in that election got together as 
Members-elect in Sacramento. I had 
known BOB by virtue of his being on 
the Sacramento City Council. I was an 
assemblyman at the time and of course 
spent some time in Sacramento. There 
were three other Democrats, colleagues 
in the assembly, Vic Fazio, Julian 
Dixon, and Tony Coelho who had been 
an aide to a Congressman and been 
elected in that same election. To show 
Members how much things do not 
change, one of the freshmen in that 
class was the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LUNGREN) who has joined us 
once again as a Member. Another mem-
ber from the State Assembly who 
joined us that year, was the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LEWIS). 

All of us got together as newly elect-
ed Members from California. We stayed 
together because when you are in the 
same class, even if you are of a dif-
ferent party, you have common ties, 
notwithstanding the differences of pol-
icy positions that you take or often-
times the different committee direc-
tions that you take. It was my privi-

lege and pleasure to serve not only at 
the same time as BOB, but for a signifi-
cant number of years on the same com-
mittee. 

He was, as we now know even more so 
than we thought, in many ways a very 
private person. It was, I think, person-
ality as well as culture. But if one 
could get inside there, all of the com-
ments that Members have made in a 
very public way were also true of the 
private person. You often wonder, as is 
the case with some Members, how BOB 
would get elected if he had to go out 
and be gregarious among people. But 
when one meets Doris, you figure out 
how he did it easily: he just kept her in 
front of him. As some people have said 
with my wife, Sharon, they understand 
better once they have met the spouse 
how you get elected. But the most im-
portant thing was the couple and the 
union they formed. 

One of the things that some of the 
newer Members need to realize is that 
what occurs in committee and on the 
floor is business, and people go about 
their business in different ways. The 
reason we are going to hear a number 
of Members talk about BOB in the way 
that we will talk about BOB is because 
if you spend a little time getting to 
know the other businessmen, you can-
not help but get to know them as a per-
son. All of us are lamenting the passing 
of Congressman BOB MATSUI, but those 
of us who knew the person of BOB MAT-
SUI are perhaps lamenting even more. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield for 
the purpose of making a unanimous 
consent request to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. HARMAN). 

(Ms. HARMAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
tribute to a gentleman and a gentle 
man, BOB MATSUI. 

I will sorely miss my good friend and col-
league BOB MATSUI. California and America 
have lost a champion for justice, Social Secu-
rity, fair trade and opportunity for all. 

BOB’s courage was remarkable. Imprisoned 
in an internment camp as a young child, he 
worked to give freedom and dignity to others. 

Serving more than 25 years in the U.S. 
House of Representatives, most recently as a 
Senior Member of the powerful Ways and 
Means Committee, and Ranking Member of its 
Social Security Subcommittee, as well as 
Chairman of the Democratic Congressional 
Campaign Committee, BOB was an unfailing 
gentleman and a loyal friend. 

I met him early in his House career. Long 
before I thought of running for Congress I con-
sulted him, and he offered his support. 

Shortly thereafter, my key advisor and law 
firm colleague Vic Raiser died in a plane 
crash. BOB knew our relationship and called 
me. He said, ‘‘I cannot take Vic’s place, but I’ll 
sure try.’’ He made my race his top priority 
and personally contacted his donor base on 
my behalf. His efforts were critical to my vic-
tory and I referred to him thereafter as my 
‘‘mother.’’ 

At this time of sadness, my thoughts and 
prayers are with BOB’s extraordinary wife, 
Doris, son Brian and beautiful granddaughter, 

Anna. BOB leaves a huge void in this nation 
and a big hole in my heart. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. RANGEL). 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
all Members for participating in this 
tribute to someone whom we all be-
lieve was our best friend. This is so 
very unusual in a Congress that does 
not allow us to meet often or travel 
very much together that each one of us 
treasures so much those special per-
sonal relationships that we have. 

At a time when hundreds of thou-
sands of lives are being lost in Asia and 
in the Middle East, God has a way of 
reducing all of this and making it a lot 
more personal when it appears in the 
middle of the night. He just snatches 
away someone that you may have just 
taken for granted. Certainly the loss of 
BOB had everyone startled. How could a 
person with such fierce commitment to 
legislation and to the Congress who 
was so involved, and appeared to be 
looking so hard toward the next chal-
lenge, how could God have just 
snatched him away without any warn-
ing? But I have found over the years 
that it eases the pain, it does not re-
move it, but it eases the pain if during 
times like this you can think of how 
fortunate you were that in your life-
time you came across a person like BOB 
MATSUI. 

It also helps if you can thank God 
that you do not have to say I wish I 
had spent more time with him or I wish 
I had gotten to know him better or I 
wish I had told him how fond I was of 
him, or how much I appreciated his 
dedication to the committee, to the 
Congress, to the causes that he so truly 
believed in. And then it makes you feel 
a little better that you had a chance to 
say BOB MATSUI, we love you. 

It is hard for me to think of anyone 
that felt so strongly about his beliefs, 
and at the same time we hear over and 
over tonight that he was indeed a 
gentle man, how we can hear Members 
from both sides of the aisle saying we 
are human beings, we are dedicated, we 
do have different beliefs, but here was 
a guy who was able to take all of this 
and still manage to have friends on 
both sides of the aisle. 

b 1930 

Yes, the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means is so correct, be-
cause we always felt that we had two 
Members as being friends, because 
Doris was a partner, she was a friend, 
she was a supporter and, of course, 
Brian and Amy, they all had an oppor-
tunity to share their love and dedica-
tion to their father, to her husband, be-
fore he left. He did not just walk away 
from our lives but in his classy way he 
said good-bye to the family and left us 
here in the Congress and especially us 
in the Democratic Caucus with such a 
sense of pride and feeling how proud we 
were to be able to have a person of his 
caliber not only politically being our 
leader but on the Committee on Ways 
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and Means where so often we hear that 
he was an expert in Social Security 
legislation, but those of us who were 
privileged to serve on the committee 
knew that he was an expert in any-
thing that came before the committee. 
He was an expert in trade, he was an 
expert in pensions, he was an expert in 
welfare issues. And not because he was 
just a good lawyer and a good law-
maker but because he was compas-
sionate and understood where he came 
from and his commitment was trying 
to improve the quality of life of Ameri-
cans and human beings all over. He 
never forgot the struggles that he and 
his family had gone through and he al-
ways led us to believe that we could 
achieve even things beyond our expec-
tations in working with him. 

And so with all of this loss and in 
searching for something to thank God 
for doing, I can say I thank Him for 
sharing BOB with us and I thank Him 
for giving me the opportunity of hav-
ing told BOB MATSUI how much I loved 
him. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I am happy 
at this point to yield 3 minutes on be-
half of the Congressional Asian and Pa-
cific Islanders Caucus to the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. WU). 

(Mr. WU asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, today we stand 
together here in the people’s House to 
honor and mourn the loss of one of its 
true servants, BOB MATSUI. I am filled 
with sadness as we remember an out-
standing Member of Congress, an inspi-
ration to a generation of Asian Ameri-
cans, a leader and a good friend. It is 
not only a loss for those of us who had 
the privilege to serve with him, not 
just a loss for Asian Americans but a 
loss for this Congress and all Ameri-
cans. His wisdom and counsel will cer-
tainly be missed. Our thoughts and 
prayers are with his family during this 
time, with Doris, with Brian and Amy. 

BOB MATSUI believed in the value of 
public service. As a Congressman for 26 
years and as a city councilman and 
vice mayor of his beloved Sacramento 
before that, he understood that govern-
ment had a positive role to play in peo-
ple’s lives. Inspired by the calling of 
President Kennedy’s speech chal-
lenging Americans to ask what they 
could do for their country, BOB MATSUI 
dedicated his life to that challenge. 

BOB MATSUI was a mentor, a states-
man and a role model. As a founding 
member of the Asian Pacific American 
Caucus, he was able to provide his in-
sight and experience about the impor-
tance of public service and how to get 
the job done to many of us junior Mem-
bers. Several members of that caucus 
join me today in honoring BOB MAT-
SUI’s life and selfless service. 

As a senior member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, BOB MAT-
SUI was intricately involved in that 
committee’s complex portfolio and im-
portant public policy issues, including 

tax policy, international law and trade, 
Social Security, health care and wel-
fare reform. Most notably in recent 
years, BOB fought to preserve Social 
Security because he believed that the 
elderly and the disabled are entitled to 
the stability of a guaranteed income 
that allows them to live in dignity. 
Many of us will miss his voice in the 
coming debates on the future of Social 
Security. 

Those of us who had the privilege to 
know BOB MATSUI and to serve with 
him will be forever in his debt. His in-
tellect, his passion for justice, his dedi-
cation to the value of public service 
will continue to be guideposts for us 
all. BOB, wherever you are, it is a far, 
far better place now that you are there. 
Thank you for all the sound advice 
that I received from you over the 
years. My only regret is that I did not 
take a little bit more of it. Today we 
mourn the loss of a great man and a 
friend. He will be missed. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I am happy 
to yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
evening to pay tribute to a great lead-
er, to an extraordinary human being, 
our beloved BOB MATSUI. I rise with a 
heavy heart tonight as we remember 
BOB. I remember him as a fighter for 
justice, for our senior citizens, and for 
all those who have yet to realize the 
American dream. BOB’s quiet strength 
always amazed me. He was brilliant, 
yet he always listened and valued ideas 
and input from others. 

When I first ran for Congress, I re-
member that BOB came to my district 
and he helped me with my campaign 
with a variety of constituencies. Of 
course, my colleagues know I have a 
very vibrant port in my district and 
trade is such a critical issue. BOB 
taught me a lot about trade and helped 
me tremendously as we debated our 
trade policy in this body. Like myself, 
my constituents were inspired by BOB’s 
life as they got to know him, knowing 
that he spent his first formative years 
in an internment camp. But rather 
than turn bitter, BOB worked to ensure 
that those interned during those dark 
moments of American history were 
granted reparations for such a shame-
less act. BOB MATSUI used his personal 
experiences not in a selfish way but to 
heal the wounds of so many Japanese 
Americans and our entire country. For 
that, we owe him a debt of gratitude. 

Several years ago, BOB asked me to 
come to Sacramento to keynote the 
NAACP, I think it was the Sacramento 
NAACP’s annual Martin Luther King 
dinner. The respect and the love that 
BOB’s multiracial constituency had for 
him and for Doris was something to be-
hold. He was the epitome of a public 
servant and his constituents knew it, 
year after year after year. 

As we move into this very critical de-
bate to save Social Security, let us re-
member BOB’s commitment to save So-
cial Security and to ensure that our 
seniors in their golden years live the 

life that they deserve. We will have to 
fight, of course, twice as hard now that 
we do not have BOB with us, but BOB 
would want us to do just that. May the 
insights and the inspiration that BOB 
MATSUI brought to this and so many of 
our debates guide us to do the right 
thing and to uphold his extraordinary 
legacy. To BOB’s loving family, to 
Doris, to Brian, Amy and Anna, my 
thoughts and my prayers are with you. 
Thank you for sharing this giant of a 
human being with all of us. Our coun-
try and the world is a better place. 
May his soul rest in peace. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ), the chairman of the Democratic 
Caucus. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, as the chairman of the 
Democratic Caucus, I rise to pay trib-
ute to a great American, a dear col-
league, a good friend, one of our own, 
the late Congressman BOB MATSUI. 

I would like to offer my condolences 
to Doris, to Brian, to Amy, to Anna, 
and to his staff, both in California and 
in Washington, for the wonderful job 
they have done for him and the people 
of his State over the past 26 years. It is 
unique when a colleague of ours dies 
because we are called to look back at 
their accomplishments over the years 
and we begin to realize what a great 
human being they really were. We see 
our colleagues on the floor every day 
and we obviously know them, we like 
them, we have friendships but unfortu-
nately not until they leave us do we 
have an opportunity to think back on 
their careers. Looking at BOB’s career, 
it is easy to see that his passing is a 
great loss for America, a great loss to 
his constituents, a great loss to the 
United States Congress. He was and 
will be remembered for his work in the 
House of Representatives, for being a 
leading opponent of Social Security 
privatization, a supporter of free and 
then fair international trade, and a 
fair-minded tax writer who was a 
strong proponent of fiscal responsi-
bility. These contributions as a public 
servant over the past decades helped 
move our Nation towards a better and 
brighter future and that will be his 
lasting legacy. BOB MATSUI was held in 
the highest regard by all who knew 
him for his unquestionable honor, his 
keen intelligence and his heartfelt 
kindness. 

All of us in this institution are re-
ferred to as the gentlelady or gen-
tleman from the day we are sworn in as 
a Member of this body. However, BOB 
MATSUI truly deserved that title since 
he was truly the gentleman from Cali-
fornia. 

On a different level, BOB was a loving 
husband, father and grandfather. To as-
cribe so many positive qualities to one 
individual might be seen as the usual 
gilding of the lily. In case of BOB MAT-
SUI, it was simply the truth. My life, 
this House, and our country are better 
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off thanks to his life here on Earth 
with us. God bless you, BOB. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), 
who does not realize that among the 
other things that he has to thank BOB 
for is the fact that he will learn now he 
will have to sit next to me on the com-
mittee and he has been spared that all 
these years. 

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I look for-
ward to that but I must say I loved sit-
ting next to BOB MATSUI. 

When I came here Monday morning, 
having heard the news a few hours be-
fore, here is what I said to myself: This 
place is truly a different place without 
BOB MATSUI. There is for us a large 
hole in our ranks and in our hearts. He 
added so much to this institution that 
he loved. He added his exceptional vi-
tality to the notion we often say, this 
is the people’s House. BOB underlined, 
this was the House of all the people. He 
identified with the underdog, with 
those trying to climb up the ladder of 
life more than those who were already 
at the top. Opportunity meant every-
thing to BOB. Tax policy, his interest 
in EITC, to help those working lift 
themselves up, his interest in child 
care and health care for those who 
were leaving welfare for work. He 
fought also, we know, for the seniors of 
this Nation. And how hard he was 
fighting as illness overtook them, try-
ing to make sure that there was oppor-
tunity for elder citizens and not depri-
vation. 

In trade policy, as has been men-
tioned, my brother the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. RANGEL) is here, I think 
I would describe it this way about BOB. 
He saw opportunities in expansion of 
trade, but more and more he came to 
believe that as globalization expanded 
it was critical that expanded trade lev-
eled up and not leveled down. Where all 
of his ardor came from, I am not sure. 
Some no doubt from his family’s life 
experience and some of my colleagues 
knew more about that than I did. From 
him, he did not talk very much about 
it. I read in some of the reports that 
BOB was described as low-key and quiet 
and I see some of my colleagues shak-
ing their heads. Those press reports did 
not quite capture BOB MATSUI. 

b 1945 
He was gentle, that is true. And he 

was very dignified and in a way quiet. 
But he was a gentle person, focused, 
dedicated, tenacious, and tough. He did 
not claim to know all of the answers; 
but when witnesses came before the 
committee, he was insistent that they 
give straight answers to his questions. 
And the mightier they were, the wit-
ness, the mightier was BOB MATSUI’s 
determination. I will not mention the 
members of administrations who 
learned that firsthand. 

There has been reference to this 
Christmas card and I wish everybody 

who may be viewing this could see this 
picture, how it moved us. And let me 
close by reading just the last para-
graph of this card: ‘‘As we look at this 
special season through Anna’s eyes,’’ 
the granddaughter, ‘‘we feel a renewal 
of our family’s traditions. Let us cher-
ish these special moments and be 
thankful for what is most important in 
our lives, our family, our friends, and 
the blessings of everyday life. BOB, 
Doris, Brian, Amy, and Anna Matsui.’’ 

Our condolences to the family, to 
Doris, Brian, Amy, and Anna. BOB 
MATSUI was always looking to the fu-
ture. Now it is up to us to look to the 
future on behalf of BOB MATSUI. BOB, 
we love you. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It has really been a great honor and 
privilege for me to be able to at least 
control part of the time on our side on 
someone who is one of the most re-
spected and most honorable and out-
standing individuals that I have known 
in my lifetime, my friend BOB MATSUI. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. STARK). 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California for 
yielding me this time, and I yield 21⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR). 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me this time. 

I remember BOB MATSUI from young-
er days. We were all Sacramentons. I 
was newly married. Shary and I went 
to Sacramento to work in California 
State politics. And there in Sac-
ramento was this new enthusiastic po-
litical community rising because Cali-
fornia had just amended its constitu-
tion to set the legislature to hire full- 
time staff, and so it was a can-do city. 

And in the midst of this was this 
young graduate from the University of 
California who was a big champion of 
Berkeley and the Cal Bears, and he 
chose to run for city council. And a 
wonderful staff member named Steve 
Thompson introduced BOB to every-
body, and Steve was a staff member 
and active in Democratic clubs and po-
litical social life. My wife, Shary, was 
working for John Moss, who was the 
predecessor to BOB MATSUI. He was the 
Congressman at the time; and when 
John Moss retired, the city Democrats 
were split over who to support for that 
seat: the mayor, Phil Isenberg, a great 
popular person in Sacramento; or the 
young BOB MATSUI. And it was a rau-
cous grass roots primary battle. BOB 
won, and as they say, the rest is his-
tory. 

It is a shock that BOB is gone. He was 
too young, too talented, too much 
going for him as a new grandfather to 
have been taken from us. As Chair of 
the Democratic Congressional Cam-
paign Committee, he raised a record 
amount of money for the congressional 
Democrats. We counted on him to lead 
us into battle against the President’s 
proposals to privatize Social Security. 

When one is speaking about BOB, one 
has to talk about Doris, who conquered 
Washington politics in her own right 
and ended up in the Clinton White 
House. She and BOB were a classic po-
litical couple, really well known in 
D.C. as well as Sacramento. My heart 
goes out to Doris and the family, to 
Brian, Amy, and little Anna. 

BOB’s congressional district is one of 
the most significant in the United 
States because he represents the best 
staffed, most productive, best known 
political celebrities in the Nation’s big-
gest State capital, Sacramento. He was 
the Congressman for the Federal tax 
issues relating to California’s tax 
needs. I remember that BOB MATSUI 
had to carry the tax exemption for 
State legislators’ per diem. Can my 
colleagues imagine the likes of Jess 
Unruh, Willie Brown, Jerry Brown, and 
the entire 120 members of the senate 
and assembly counting on his ability to 
convince Chairman Rostenkowski that 
the California State legislators should 
have something that no Member of 
Congress had, a tax exempt per diem 7 
days a week for the entire legislative 
session? BOB had every legislator in 
California breathing down his throat. 
Their power in Sacramento meant ab-
solutely nothing here in Washington. 
They needed BOB to do it for them. No 
one thought he could pull it off, not 
against Rosty. But he did. 

California Democrats had a lot of po-
litical sorrow this last year. They lost 
the governorship in a recall election, 
lost many seasoned politicians like 
John Burton and Willie Brown and 
John Vasconcellos and Bryon Sher, 
just to name a few notables, to term 
limits. They lost in the unexpected 
death of former State senator Henry 
Mello and even lost their long beloved 
staffer, Steve Thompson. And now Con-
gressman BOB MATSUI is lost to us all, 
the biggest loss of all. 

BOB was a Member’s Member. His 
death has sent the State capital into a 
frenzy trying to decide who will run in 
the special election to replace him. 
Congress is abuzz with who will take 
his seat on the Committee on Ways and 
Means. The political world is won-
dering who will succeed him as Chair of 
the Democratic Congressional Cam-
paign Committee. 

But the fact of the matter is that no 
one can take his place. The son of Jap-
anese immigrants, whom our own gov-
ernment interred, he rose to be one of 
our Nation’s most respected Congress-
man. No one will take his place. They 
can only try to emulate what his serv-
ice means to the American spirit of 
public service in a democracy. When 
the Nation is experiencing what most 
people will certainly remember as a 
horrible year in the annals of modern 
history, a year that encompasses war, 
pestilence, and disease, thank God we 
had the goodwill of BOB MATSUI, a real 
American role model. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, in order to 
accommodate a number of speakers on 
both sides of the aisle, I ask unanimous 
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consent to extend my time for 1 hour 
and that the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) control my 
time. 

Pending that, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ESHOO). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 

distinguished dean of the California 
Democratic delegation for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight with a 
broken heart. And the way I would like 
to formulate my remarks tonight is 
having a conversation with BOB, be-
cause it is the best way I know how. I 
would say to him almost every time we 
were on the floor together, BOB, I want 
to tell you something. So, BOB, tonight 
I want to tell you some more things. 

We are broken hearted that you are 
gone and we cannot believe it. We have 
a hole in our hearts, and we have a hole 
in our caucus; and everywhere we have 
turned, we have seen you on the floor 
today. Our joy in being sworn in as new 
Members of Congress has been dimin-
ished because you are not standing 
here physically next to us. Thank you 
for being the kind of friend that you 
were. Just the best. Loyal, fun, serious, 
aggressive on all the right things. 
Thank you for never being embittered 
by the experience that your family, 
American citizens, third-generation 
Americans, were subjected to by their 
own government. And you grew and 
you rose, and you were an example to 
our country of what one can become 
because of the opportunity of America. 

You understood, BOB, thank you, 
that America is the best idea that was 
ever born. But you went beyond that 
because you reached deep inside of 
yourself and brought out the best in 
everyone, in the ideas that you brought 
here, in the ideas that you fought for. 

Remember how grateful we are to 
you that you carried us in the last 2 
years, that you believed and we were so 
proud that you were a Democrat, and 
you were the kind of Democrat that 
understood that if it was only good for 
the Democratic Party that that was 
not good enough, that we needed to be 
great for our country; and you believed 
that. 

Thank you for believing in Social Se-
curity. Thank you for the countless 
times that you said we are going to win 
that battle. Thank you for what you 
said to me the last time we were to-
gether: you know, Anna, that corpora-
tions by the law of the Congress cannot 
dip into their pension funds and borrow 
from them. Now why would it stand to 
reason that the American government, 
the Congress, the administration con-
tinues to dip into Social Security? 
That is not the right way to go. 

So all of your dignity, BOB, that mag-
nificent face of yours that took on age 
with wisdom, thank you for laughing 

when I said to you how proud I am, 
BOB, that your granddaughter bears 
the name Anna. He really laughed 
when I said that, said, I did not realize 
that you loved me so much. 

BOB, we all loved you. You showed us 
what it is to be a Member of the Con-
gress of the United States. In the 
House of the people of all of the people, 
you are always going to be standing 
next to us. What you did here is not 
lost. 

Thank you, Doris, for being the part-
ner that you are and always will be. 
Thank you, Brian, for being the son 
that you have been. Thank you, Amy, 
and thank you, Anna. We are going to 
treasure you always. But the most im-
portant thing is, BOB, we will never 
ever lose what you did here. We are 
going to carry it every day. It is the 
gold and the myrrh of all of us. Thank 
you, BOB. We love you. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT). 

(Mr. SPRATT asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
with heavy heart to pay tribute to a 
dear friend, an exemplary Member of 
this institution, and a great American. 
BOB MATSUI did more than represent 
the Fifth District of California. He rep-
resented the best in American politics. 
Indeed, if one asked me to describe an 
ideal Congressman, BOB MATSUI would 
be Exhibit A. In an institution that is 
sometimes short on comity and civil-
ity, BOB was mellow and civil by na-
ture. He had a first-class temperament 
as well as a first-class intelligence. 

b 2000 

But make no mistake about it: he 
was a fighter for what he believed in. 
He was a politician of principle and 
passion and prodigious energy as 
proved by the way he stumped the 
country for Democratic candidates, 
even as he suffered from the blood con-
dition that finally claimed his life. 
Whether the issue was taxes or trade or 
Social Security, the earned income 
credit, he always had an arsenal of 
facts at his disposal. On whatever the 
issue, your issue, you were always bet-
ter off if you ran your arguments by 
BOB and sought his support here in the 
well of this House. He became a leader 
in this House and an influence, not so 
much because of seniority or position, 
but because everyone liked him, re-
spected him, and knew his intelligence. 

When BOB spoke, he knew his stuff. 
He spoke with authority. He spoke sub-
stance and sense. I was last with him 
on December 15 for the better part of 
the day. We had a teleconference with 
36 reporters calling in. It lasted for 
more than an hour. We literally had to 
cut it off. Afterwards when I spoke 
with BOB, he was on the ceiling, just 
delighted with the response we had got-
ten, and ready to suit up, ready to do 
battle over Social Security. It was this 

sort of zest that made BOB MATSUI a 
delight and a joy to work with. 

On our side we have a deep bench and 
we will fill his committee position with 
a competent successor, but no one can 
surpass BOB’s mastery of the subjects 
which were his domain on either side of 
the aisle. The Congress has lost a great 
leader and the country a true patriot, a 
citizen, a third generation American 
who was interned as a child with his 
family who suffered an awful, terrible, 
unforgivable injustice. But he loved his 
country nevertheless and committed 
his life to making it better. 

We do not ask today for whom the 
bells toll. They toll for all of us, but es-
pecially for those of us who served with 
BOB MATSUI, loved him as a friend, and 
wonder if we will ever see his like 
again. To Doris and to Brian and Amy 
and little Anna, our hearts go out. But 
just as BOB lives on in all of you, he 
lives on in all of us who worked with 
him for years and years. His legacy is 
one that will last in this institution. 
Indeed, this great old institution of the 
Republic is a better place because he 
served here sacrificially for 26 years. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS). 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I am pleased to rise and speak in honor 
of a wonderful colleague and a beloved 
friend, BOB MATSUI. No one, but no one, 
was more able and more respected in 
this body than BOB MATSUI. I came 
here a little over 18 years ago, and I 
met this man who was so thoughtful, 
kind, and gentle. Sometimes in this 
body we call each other ‘‘the honor-
able, the gentleman, the gentle-
woman.’’ BOB MATSUI was honorable, 
and he was a gentleman. He was honor-
able in the truest sense of that word. 

I remember when I first came here in 
the fall of 1986. During freshman ori-
entation, we had a dinner at Statuary 
Hall. My 10-year-old son, John Miles, 
came with me; and BOB MATSUI took 
the time to engage my son in conversa-
tion. My young son, only 10 years old, 
really appreciated that. BOB MATSUI 
took the time to talk to him and al-
most treated him like another member 
of the freshman class. He grew to ad-
mire and like BOB MATSUI. When I in-
formed him that BOB MATSUI had 
passed, he said, ‘‘Daddy, I really liked 
him. I am sorry. I am so sorry.’’ 

We lost a colleague, and some of us 
have lost a friend. The American peo-
ple have lost a champion and a warrior 
who fought to protect Social Security 
and looked out for the young and all of 
those who have been left out and left 
behind in America. 

There are people in this business that 
we meet from time to time who love 
the world, but they do not necessarily 
like people. BOB MATSUI not only liked 
people, but he loved. He loved all of us, 
and we loved him. 

A few short years ago, I had the op-
portunity to spend a weekend in BOB’s 
district. He took me to a university 
where we had a community meeting 
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with students and faculty. We listened, 
we spoke, and we listened. As a matter 
of fact, on the campus when we arrived, 
there were chickens running all 
around. I said, BOB, I feel really at 
home with all of these chickens. So 
when I got up to speak, I said to the 
president of the university, I said, Mr. 
President, I know there is some con-
troversy about chickens on the cam-
pus, but do not move the chickens; let 
the chickens stay here. And BOB 
laughed and laughed, and we got an 
agreement out of the president that 
the chickens would remain on the cam-
pus. 

We visited schools, we visited a syna-
gogue, a church, and a service in mem-
ory of Dr. King. During that trip, I wit-
nessed the love that BOB MATSUI had 
for his people and the love that they 
demonstrated for him. 

I tell my colleagues, it seems so 
unreal, so unbelievable; it is almost 
impossible to comprehend the loss of a 
friend, the loss of a brother, a col-
league, a husband, a father, a grand-
father. What more can be said about 
this man? His life was not in vain. He 
gave of himself. He was just a warm, 
decent, good human being who treated 
each and every one of us with respect. 

When I was walking across the 
grounds of the Capitol today a few 
hours ago, a police officer came up to 
me and said, ‘‘Congressman, when you 
speak to Mrs. Matsui, please tell her on 
behalf of all of the Capitol Police offi-
cers that her husband was a good man 
and he treated us well.’’ 

As a Nation and as a people, this is a 
great loss. BOB MATSUI represents 
something very special. I, for one, I do 
not believe that we will ever be so 
lucky or so blessed to witness his like-
ness again. May God bless his soul. 

At this very difficult time, our pray-
ers and our thoughts are with his be-
loved wife, Doris; his son, Brian; his 
daughter-in-law, Amy; his grand-
daughter, Anna; his staff; and the peo-
ple of the Fifth Congressional District 
of California. May they find comfort 
and peace in the love and memory of 
this great and beloved man. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to our fellow 
Californian and BOB’s colleague on the 
Committee on Ways and Means (Mr. 
BECERRA). 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague and friend for yielding 
me this time. 

To Doris Matsui, Brian, Amy and 
Anna, we grieve with you; but more, we 
celebrate the life of a wonderful human 
being, as I know you will have an op-
portunity to do over the coming 
months and years as we all remember 
BOB MATSUI. 

I would like to talk to you, Anna, be-
cause right now it is perhaps difficult 
for you to grasp all that is being said 
about your grandfather, given that you 
are just a little over a year old. But in 
time, with the wonders of technology 
and the beauty of a democracy in the 
people’s House where every word that 

we speak in the well of this body is re-
corded for time immortal, perhaps you 
will have an opportunity to take a 
glimpse at what so many people 
thought of your grandfather. 

I will tell you he was a wonderful 
human being, a superb legislator and 
public servant and, perhaps most of all, 
a great American. I will tell you also 
that he graduated from a great high 
school 17 years before I did, at C.K. 
McClatchy High School in Sacramento, 
California. 

He cared a great deal about the peo-
ple he represented. He was a fighter 
and a champion. He knew when to 
fight, he knew how to fight, and he 
knew for whom he was fighting all the 
time. 

If you ever had an opportunity to 
converse with BOB MATSUI, you knew 
that his deepest conversations were 
spoken with his eyes. He had these eyes 
that somehow could convey what of-
tentimes words cannot, and you knew 
that when he spoke with his eyes he 
was speaking to you from conviction, 
with determination, focus, and experi-
ence. And if it were not his words, for 
sure his eyes would convince you of a 
direction to take, of what he was try-
ing to say, of where to go, of how to do 
it right. A handshake from BOB MATSUI 
was as sure a bet as the sun rising in 
the morning. 

If you knew BOB MATSUI, you knew 
that he cared deeply about family, 
about this country, and about what 
would happen to the next generation. 
We are going to miss him in this fight 
to create a better America, to preserve 
Social Security for our seniors and for 
the next generations to come. We are 
going to miss him when we talk about 
our relations with all of our friends 
around the world in trade. But we will 
carry on that fight, because he is a 
champion to us now as he was before he 
passed on. 

Anna, I say to you as you grow and 
have an opportunity to speak to your 
grandmother and your parents more 
about your grandfather, and as you 
read more about his many accomplish-
ments, I hope that you will look back 
at some of the words that were spoken 
by people who respected him so dearly 
and considered him friend, mentor, 
confidant, that this is a man who left 
so much for you to glean, to learn 
from, and this is a man from whom you 
will have an opportunity to say we can 
admire an American and certainly 
America can say that we can appre-
ciate this American. 

So, Doris, with all due respect to you 
and to Brian and to Amy, I think it is 
most appropriate for me to address my-
self to Anna because I believe the 
greatest gift that BOB MATSUI left us 
was the fact that he thought about the 
future; and, Anna, I suspect that he 
was thinking about you as much as 
anyone else. So with you Anna, God-
speed as you learn from a great man, 
BOB MATSUI. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MOORE). 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I am here tonight to pay tribute and 
honor to our good friend and fallen 
comrade, BOB MATSUI. My wife, Steph-
anie, and I just came from visiting 
with Doris at their home, and we put 
our arms around Doris and told her 
how much we loved her and loved BOB 
MATSUI. 

I cannot think of a more fitting trib-
ute to pay to BOB MATSUI than to say 
this: I have never heard BOB MATSUI 
say anything unkind about any other 
human being, and I have never heard 
any person in this Chamber say any-
thing unkind about BOB MATSUI. And 
that is somewhat unique, I suppose, be-
cause there are some unkind things 
said about other people in this Cham-
ber, but never about BOB or from BOB. 

I feel that we are going to miss BOB. 
I know we will miss BOB, and we will 
miss his intellect, his passion, his com-
passion, and the history that he 
brought to this body. I know Congress 
will miss BOB. I know that I am a bet-
ter person for having known BOB. And 
when God looks down on some cold, 
wintry night on this beautiful Earth 
and there are 1 million stars shining in 
the sky, I know one of those stars will 
shine brighter, and that will be BOB. 
We will miss you, BOB, and we love 
you. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE). 

(Mr. PRICE of North Carolina asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this is a House of diverse and 
talented Members, but among these 
Members, BOB MATSUI stood out in 
many, many ways. He stood out as an 
effective legislator; a senior member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
third ranking Democrat. BOB was a 
leader on trade issues. He was a promi-
nent spokesman among Democrats for 
those of us who favor an expansive 
trade policy for our country, with safe-
guards, to level the playing field in 
terms of environmental and labor 
standards. He was the foremost Demo-
cratic expert on Social Security, deter-
mined to fortify that program for fu-
ture generations. 

BOB MATSUI stood out as a com-
mitted leader of the Democratic Cau-
cus. He did an extraordinary job in 
what is our party’s toughest assign-
ment, that is, the chairmanship of the 
Democratic Congressional Campaign 
Committee, recruiting our candidates, 
raising untold amounts of money, 
keeping us motivated and focused. 

b 2015 

He had the toughest assignment in 
our caucus, and he did it with grace 
and with great effectiveness. 

BOB MATSUI stood out for his extraor-
dinary and distinctive personal story. 
As a child he was one of 120,000 Japa-
nese Americans interned in camps dur-
ing World War II. I learned about BOB’s 
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story early in my service in Congress 
as he helped many of us understand the 
need for the Japanese American Re-
dress Act, belatedly passed by this 
Chamber in 1988. 

BOB MATSUI stood out as a warm 
friend and supportive colleague. He was 
a man who took time to get to know 
his colleagues. He was a wonderful lis-
tener, a great encourager, always will-
ing to share credit and to seek a com-
mon basis for action. 

BOB was one of our most reasonable 
Members. Surely he was one of our 
most reasonable colleagues. He was 
persuasive precisely because we knew 
he was a man of his word, and we knew 
he was a man of utter integrity. 

Like many here, I considered BOB a 
close friend, generous with his counsel, 
with ready encouragement and will 
miss him greatly. 

My wife and I have also treasured our 
friendship with BOB and Doris Matsui 
as a couple. Doris has made major con-
tributions of her own to our country, 
particularly as a Deputy Assistant to 
the President and Deputy Director of 
Public Liaison in the White House for 
the Clinton administration, and she 
has been a strong and loyal partner to 
BOB in his endeavors. 

We extend our heartfelt sympathy to 
Doris and her family, hoping that she 
may draw comfort and strength from 
the outpouring of affection and respect 
from BOB’s and her many friends and 
admirers this evening and in the days 
to come. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I say to Doris, she married a 
nice man. 

The Congressman that we mourn to-
night can be described in many, many 
ways. It is not often that we use the 
word ‘‘nice’’ and people understand the 
fullness of what it means. BOB MATSUI 
was a nice person and a nice man. He 
was a committed man and a dedicated 
public servant. 

I enjoyed talking to him because we 
had a commonality. He started on the 
Sacramento City Council, and he made 
me feel that, coming from the city 
council in my town. 

He loved Sacramento. He rose to be 
the vice mayor of that town, but it 
made him sensitive to the local needs 
of people. So, even though I would view 
him to be the crafter, the definer of the 
modern day Social Security in these 
days, I know that he also understood 
when a pothole got your last tire, that 
made him a man who cared about the 
little things but understood the big 
things. 

I note his love and affection for the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Yes, if 
one can love a committee, BOB loved 
his committee. He loved his fellow 
committee persons. He loved his rank-

ing member, who he called chairman. 
They had a special bond and a special 
unity, cared about each other, and of 
course BOB was not a narrow thinker. 
One may have come from Texas, may 
have come from New York, Missouri or 
somewhere else, but he embraced you. 

I will never forget his steady hand in 
this last very challenging election 
cycle. If you did not toe the line, BOB 
had a way of giving you a call and 
making sure that what you needed to 
do to get good folk elected were elect-
ed. He stayed steadfast in the last days 
of the Louisiana election, but most of 
all his special story is worth noting, 
and to his wife Doris, his son Brian, 
daughter-in-law Amy and grand-
daughter Anna, he will go down as an 
icon of American history. 

I cannot imagine an internment. I 
have a history that relates to that, but 
I never was a slave, but yes, this hum-
ble Congressperson started his early 
life interned in the United States of 
America. His story is unfortunately 
part of America’s story, but even with 
that experience this giant of a man 
rose to be a leader in this Congress and 
to be able to turn us away from those 
ways that were wrong. 

Thank you, BOB, Congressman MAT-
SUI, for living amongst us. Thank you 
for being a man of honor. Thank you, 
Doris, Brian, Amy and Anna, for giving 
him to us. God bless you and may your 
soul rest in peace. 

I rise today to honor a fallen colleague, one 
who embodied everything a true public official 
is supposed to be. But ROBERT T. MATSUI was 
more than a Member of Congress, he was a 
husband, a father and a grandfather, but more 
than that he was a man of great character. His 
presence in this hallowed chamber for the last 
26 years will not soon be forgotten, but his 
presence in our hearts will live on even longer. 

ROBERT MATSUI was a dedicated public 
servant who had a long and illustrious career 
in California and here in Washington. He rose 
to great national prominence, but ROBERT 
MATSUI always had his heart and his values in 
his district in Sacramento. His dedication to 
local issues was shown by his years of service 
in the Sacramento City Council where he rose 
to the position of Vice Mayor of Sacramento. 
Throughout his tenure in Congress, ROBERT 
MATSUI never forgot the constituents who 
voted fourteen times to send him back to 
Washington. He championed the fight for ade-
quate flood control in the region and was inte-
gral in Sacramento’s transformation. He had 
big ideas for our Nation, but he never forgot 
the value of individuals and the importance of 
taking care of your district. All those who had 
the honor of knowing him could see he was a 
genuine person with real values. 

The thing I will always remember ROBERT 
MATSUI for was that his voice was gentle, but 
you knew that his spirit was strong In Con-
gress he was a tireless advocate and national 
spokesman for the preservation of Social Se-
curity. When he first campaigned in 1978 for 
the congressional seat serving Sacramento, 
California, he persuaded voters to elect him by 
promising that he would bring to the office ‘‘a 
new form of statesmanship,’’ anyone who 
knew him know that he brought statesmanship 
to a new level. His excellence and grace was 

known on both sides of the aisle. His pres-
ence will sorely be missed,but his heart and 
determination will stay with us all. 

At this time of grief it is hard to understand 
why a good man passed away in the prime of 
his life. But I hope his wife Doris, son Brian, 
daughter-in-law Amy, and granddaughter Anna 
will take solace in the fact that ROBERT MATSUI 
lived a full life of honor. There may be those 
who will live longer, but there will be few who 
lay claim to that same statement. We are all 
at a loss for a great leader in this body, but 
we suffer a greater loss of a good human 
being. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY). 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with great sorrow to join my col-
leagues in remembering and honoring 
our colleague, our dear friend, BOB 
MATSUI. 

BOB MATSUI was a fine man. He loved 
his family, he loved his country and he 
loved this House, the institution he 
served for 26 years, and in return, we 
loved him. 

He loved his family. He loved his 
country. We loved his gentle manner 
and incisive mind. We loved his tenac-
ity and fair-mindedness, his policy ex-
pertise and political skill. He was a 
true leader of this caucus and the Cali-
fornia delegation, a real hero to Japa-
nese Americans and a true fighter for 
economic opportunity, fiscal account-
ability and social justice. Like so 
many, I cannot imagine debating the 
future of Social Security and many 
other issues without BOB. 

While the Nation will suffer from his 
loss, the family’s loss is deeper and 
greater than we could possibly imag-
ine. My heart goes out to Doris, Brian, 
Amy and little Anna. He was so proud 
of Anna and was so happy to share pic-
tures of her with all of us, and Doris, 
you were truly his partner, and he 
spoke so often of Brian and Amy and 
their joy at Anna’s birth. I know he 
loved them and he was so proud of 
them. 

I also want to extend my condolences 
to his wonderful, hardworking staff, 
both here on the Hill and at the DCCC, 
his close circle of former staff, as well 
as to the people of the Fifth District of 
California. BOB was a kind, principled 
man, a valued colleague and a very 
dear friend. I will miss him greatly. 

We love you, BOB. You will always re-
main in our hearts and your out-
standing work will always be an exam-
ple to this House of Representatives. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER), our colleague. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, in my 30 years in the Con-
gress you have the honor and the privi-
lege of meeting so many people from so 
many different walks of life, not just 
my colleagues that I have served with 
in the House of Representatives but ob-
viously the people that I represent and 
the people who come to the Nation’s 
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capital to seek our help in so many en-
deavors that they are engaged in their 
families and their livelihoods, but 
there are a few who are very special. 
They stand out in our professional life. 
They stand out as our peers and our 
colleagues. 

BOB MATSUI was a very special per-
son, for all of the reasons that my col-
leagues have said here tonight. We all 
know that at his core was the gold 
standard in conviction, in morality and 
integrity and in giving us the unvar-
nished truth from time to time when 
we did not agree with him. 

I think that is one of the reasons we 
were so fond of him. When you had a 
disagreement with him, he sought you 
out and he wanted to discuss it with 
you, face-to-face, person-to-person, col-
league-to-colleague, trying to work out 
the difficulties to make this a better 
country, but when you discussed it 
with him, you understood that he was 
clinging to principle, and he was 
clinging to integrity because it was the 
core of his existence. 

Many have referred to the fact of this 
family’s experience in the internment 
camp, and I do not think there is any 
question but that gave him a compass 
to set a course on the issues of social 
justice and opportunity in this society 
and civil rights. It is unparalleled, I 
think. 

We all work in these fields, and we 
have some outstanding individuals in 
this Congress that I have served with 
over 30 years who have fought these 
fights. BOB was one of those. 

I had the opportunity to work with 
him on the reparations bill and in the 
Manzanar Historic Monument bill of 
one of the internment camps so that 
this country could remember what hap-
pened in the Tule Lake and the other 
internment centers. 

I do not know what else to say except 
that this is the loss of a really, really 
special person who was a wonderful 
friend, who was a great, great credit to 
this institution and who leaves behind 
a magnificent legacy along with a mag-
nificent family, a family that no 
spouse or father could have been more 
proud of than he was of Doris and Brian 
and daughter-in-law Amy and this new 
granddaughter Anna. 

To see him and Doris at public 
events, engaged in their community 
and the partnership that they had and 
their conferring back and forth on the 
issues and the battles that he was en-
gaged in, was a wonderful experience. I 
am going to miss him greatly. I think 
this country is going to miss him even 
more. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS), 
our wonderful colleague. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentlewoman very 
much for the time. 

I very much apologize being as late 
as I am. I meant to be here earlier, but 
I am glad I walked in as my colleague 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 

GEORGE MILLER) was making his re-
marks, for the emotion that we could 
feel in his very presence and voice is a 
reflection of how all of us feel, and I 
join in this celebration of our friend 
BOB MATSUI. 

All of us who care about public af-
fairs and the Congress absolutely know 
that fundamental to our success in 
solving people’s problems involves our 
understanding of just how important 
people are to our entire process. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) and I got to know 
each other first in Sacramento, and at 
that very time, overlapping our serv-
ice, our friend BOB MATSUI was serving 
on the city council. I learned to get to 
know BOB in a different venue, how-
ever, for he and I were elected in 1978 
and came here as freshman, not so long 
ago. 

BOB MATSUI, as you have heard from 
many a person, is a fabulous, fabulous 
reflection of the best of public affairs. 

I would like my colleagues to know 
that while we all believe public policy 
is what we should really be about, 
looking for the solutions to problems 
that the people care about, looking for 
alternative avenues for making a dif-
ference, when it comes to it in the final 
analysis we are all in this together. 

b 2030 

The American public has grown tired 
of that rhetoric that we hear all too 
often that reflects the fringe of our dia-
logue; and far from that fringe but 
rather right in the heart of the best of 
us was a personality we have been dis-
cussing today, ROBERT MATSUI of Sac-
ramento, of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, a wonderful, wonderful 
human being, who was willing to look 
you in the eye, tell you what he 
thought when he disagreed with you. 
All too often, and much more, he was 
putting his arm around you and telling 
you what you did well and what he 
thought of you on the positive side. 

If we could take the extreme from 
our rhetoric and the dialogue around 
here and remember BOB MATSUI sud-
denly because of that, this House, great 
as it is, would indeed be an even better 
place. 

I am pleased to take just a moment 
to express to Doris, their family, all 
their friends in Sacramento, how much 
we will miss them and how much we 
pain for especially his personal family. 
Our own friends in Sacramento who re-
main have talked often about the 
greatness of this man. We only had a 
chance by getting to know that by hav-
ing the privilege of serving with him 
here. 

With that, let me bid BOB adieu and 
join with all of his dear friends here in 
expressing our love and prayers for not 
just his family, but the future, the fu-
ture of those he served, and know that 
we will all miss his service. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 

We have heard tonight so many of 
our colleagues speak of BOB and de-

scribe BOB in so many different ways. 
He was a great American. We are in 
mourning in this House. His constitu-
ents are in mourning. California is in 
mourning, and the Nation has lost a 
giant. 

BOB was a giant through and 
through. He grew up in Sacramento out 
in the valley, went to Cal Berkeley, 
went to law school at Hastings College 
of Law. He was the first Asian Amer-
ican to hold a leadership position in 
the House of Representatives. When I 
became the chairperson of the Cali-
fornia Democratic Delegation in the 
108th Congress, and he had always been 
a mentor to me, he upped his 
mentorship of me at that time. It is 
something I have always been im-
mensely grateful for. 

We have talked about his leadership 
on a variety of issues: Social Security, 
the reparations bills, and health care 
for children. The list goes on and on. 
But we are mourning him today as 
someone we knew also as a friend. 

Some in the papers have said he was 
mild-mannered, and my thought was 
that the BOB I knew was tough as nails 
and focused. Yes, he was mild-man-
nered. He was polite is what he was, 
but he never lost focus on what he was 
for. He loved his parents because they 
gave him a framework to understand 
the world. And it is important to un-
derstand that a great injustice was 
done to his family and to him, but he 
was never bitter about that because it 
allowed him to appreciate also the gift 
he was given, as so many of us were, of 
opportunity here in America. 

I believe that is really what fueled 
his passion here for the issues he 
fought for, the opportunity that others 
should have that was given to him. It 
was not just limited to his constitu-
ents, whom he loved dearly, but was for 
all Americans. 

I can recall several years ago a situa-
tion in Silicon Valley. He was very in-
terested in technology. Entrepreneurs 
had been hit with a weird tax and had 
lost everything in the AMT-ISO dis-
aster. These were Silicon Valley peo-
ple, but BOB came from Sacramento 
and sat all day in San Jose to listen to 
their stories because he cared about 
them, whether they were his constitu-
ents or not. 

BOB was one of our most compas-
sionate Members, one of our most fo-
cused Members, but I also want to talk 
about BOB the family person. I do not 
think there was ever a son as brilliant 
as Brian, if you listened to BOB. Nor 
was there a daughter-in-law as wonder-
ful as Amy; and never a grandchild as 
creative and adorable as Anna; not to 
mention his wonderful spouse, Doris. 
Many of us have spouses. We love our 
spouses, but Doris had almost a unique 
relationship among spouses in the 
House because not only was she BOB’s 
life partner, she was BOB’s partner in 
political life and in policy life. She 
stood up for the people of the Fifth Dis-
trict of California every bit as much as 
BOB MATSUI stood up for those people. 
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We thank Doris for her many, many 
years of service with BOB for those con-
stituents and for Americans. 

Just a final word. BOB had said he 
was having a few health problems. I 
had no idea how serious they were; but 
certainly BOB MATSUI knew how seri-
ous they were. Even though BOB knew 
he was ill, he kept working for us. He 
was chair of the DCCC, not because he 
was on an ego trip. In fact, he did not 
want the job; we made him do it. He 
fought those fights because he believed 
that the ideals of the Democratic 
Party for Social Security, for a safety 
net, for education, for opportunity for 
hard-working people who play by the 
rules to get ahead, those were values 
that were core to him. And even 
though he put his own health at risk, 
he fought on for us. 

I want to thank Doris for allowing 
him to do that. It is a sacrifice that is 
immense. We all feel the loss today. I 
thank Doris; his wonderful son, Brian; 
Amy; his granddaughter, Anna. I think 
back on the many times we spent in 
California enjoying ourselves. He was a 
Cal graduate, but it did not stop him 
from being a Stanford fan as well, 
which I always appreciated. 

I loved BOB MATSUI, as did the entire 
delegation. We miss him a great deal. 
Other people will follow his steps, but 
no one will be able to fill them com-
pletely in our hearts. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chair of our California Democratic 
Delegation for her wonderful words 
about BOB MATSUI. 

Anyone who did not know BOB MAT-
SUI and just turned on the television 
tonight would have to be impressed by 
the array of comments from so many 
different Members of Congress on both 
sides of the aisle about this exceptional 
person. There is no way to exaggerate 
how wonderful he was. He was a person 
of great intellect and great passion. He 
was a person of great gentility and of 
great strength when it came to debat-
ing his points. 

Ever since Members and colleagues 
and staff on the Hill and reporters and 
the media learned of his death, they 
have come and said, BOB MATSUI would 
go out of his way to come by and say 
hello. He always smiled, he always 
asked about people’s well-being and 
how they were doing and could he be 
helpful. He was a gentle man. But 
again, he had a strength about him 
that if he thought on a matter of pub-
lic policy someone was abandoning the 
children of America or the seniors of 
America or America’s working fami-
lies, he made it quite clear to them 
that in his eyes he was losing respect 
for them because he thought that is 
what we came here to do. 

So many Members have talked about 
his talent, his personality, his love of 
family which was preeminent because 
at the end of the day that is, of course, 
what matters most. I visited Doris 

Matsui on Sunday evening to extend 
the condolences of BOB’s colleagues to 
her, and to say how magnificently re-
ceived BOB was after the election; that 
even though we did not win, every time 
his name was mentioned or he was in-
troduced, he would receive a standing 
ovation from the members of the 
Democratic Caucus because he dealt 
with them honestly. He worked so hard 
and so smartly for our success, it just 
was not to be; but they appreciated the 
leadership he provided. 

Just to talk about a few things, we 
had the occasion the last night that we 
were here, December 8, to have a din-
ner in appreciation of those who helped 
us in our efforts. We surprised BOB be-
cause it was turned on him, and we ex-
pressed our appreciation to him. The 
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL), the ranking member, was so elo-
quent and spoke from the heart about 
BOB MATSUI. It really was stunning to 
BOB. It was a gift that God gave us that 
we would have that opportunity to ex-
press appreciation to him. This is a 
very, very modest man and all of that 
attention was stunning to him. 

So when I said to Doris, remember 
the dinner and it was so wonderful, she 
said he talked about it so much and he 
talked about the toast of the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL) 
and how the Members expressed their 
appreciation and how surprised he was 
and how much it meant to him. 

So to my Democratic colleagues, 
thank you for the generosity that you 
extended to BOB MATSUI. I hope it is a 
comfort to those of us who loved him 
and all of us in our caucus that we did 
have an opportunity to say thank you 
to him in a very special way. It was 
quite remarkable. I think all of my col-
leagues will agree that my colleagues 
were clamoring for BOB to be re-
appointed to the DCCC. Indeed, he had 
that opportunity, and he was willing to 
serve, except God had other plans. 

It is important to note that in the 
summer of this year one of BOB’s very 
closest friends, Steve Thompson, ex-
actly BOB’s age, was diagnosed just a 
few weeks before he died, and it was a 
complete and total surprise. He, like 
BOB, was a very respected member in 
the Sacramento, California, commu-
nity. They were very dear friends since 
seventh grade. When BOB came to his 
new school, not a very athletic appear-
ance anyway, Steve was a big man on 
campus and he said he just wrapped his 
arm around BOB MATSUI and that made 
it okay for everybody, and they were 
friends for life. 

Nobody would have ever expected 6 
months ago that death would mean 
this summer for Steve and now for BOB. 
In any case, Steve’s death took a lot 
out of BOB. He seemed so saddened by 
it, as we are saddened by his passing. 
In any event, Doris told us that BOB 
left us peacefully, just the way he 
lived, surrounded by people who loved 
him. Again, Anna saying Da-da. He 
took her to his office on December 23, 
had their pictures taken in front of the 

Capitol. Well, when you have been here 
26 years, a picture in front of the Cap-
itol is a picture at your desk because 
he had a special office. It was his plan, 
and he was bragging about it that he 
was going to take Anna to be here 
today with him because she was born 
since the last swearing-in. Again that 
was not to be. 

In any event, when Anna is old 
enough to read about her grandfather, 
she will know he was one of the most 
dedicated public servants in our coun-
try. He was a true patriot, he was a de-
cent man, he loved his family, and he 
was a best friend to almost everybody 
in the Congress of the United States. 

There is so much to say, but every-
body knows that our thoughts and 
prayers are with Doris, Brian, Amy and 
Anna who shared BOBBY with us and in-
spired his commitment for a brighter 
future for America. 

Imagine that his family and he as a 
small child were in a Japanese intern-
ment camp. Again, as the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) 
said, it only heightened his love for 
America because he knew that we 
could do better and he would be a part 
of that. I will close by saying that one 
of the pleasures we had at this dinner 
on December 8, as the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) reminds me, I al-
ways said during the campaign that 
BOB MATSUI was a maestro, that he was 
orchestrating all of this activity all 
over the country. This man who unbe-
knownst to us had this diagnosis, and 
it was not supposed to be fatal, but the 
pneumonia was. 

b 2045 
In any event, he would be working so 

hard for senior citizens all day on a So-
cial Security issue and orchestrating 
hundreds, thousands of young people 
throughout the country to be involved 
in campaigns to make the future bet-
ter. He had a way of channeling the en-
thusiasm that he had for issues into 
the activism that was necessary to 
make a difference. 

At this party we gave him a baton 
recognizing the maestro that he was 
and is. We will just miss him terribly. 

The poet Longfellow wrote: 
‘‘Were a star quenched on high, 
For ages would its light, 
Still traveling downward from the sky, 
Shine on our mortal sight. 
So when a great man dies, 
For years beyond our ken, 
The life he leaves behind him lies 
Upon the paths of men.’’ 

BOB MATSUI’s light will always shine, 
one that will guide us to a better 
America, and that was his dream. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I would like to conclude by thanking 
all of those who have participated this 
evening as well as some of our col-
leagues who were unable to actually 
physically be here but who have pre-
pared their statements for our col-
league, a giant of the legislature, a 
man who warmed our hearts, who 
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broke our hearts when he died, some-
one who was never petty, always mod-
est but always a leader, always some-
one who could make America proud. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
add my remarks to the glowing ones we have 
heard regarding the untimely passing of our 
dear colleague, BOB MATSUI. To have known 
BOB MATSUI is to be heartbroken by his death. 
I believe that our Republican colleagues would 
agree. Especially for Democrats, however, the 
loss is profoundly felt three times over. First, 
there was the man whose human dimensions 
of kindness, consideration, and friendly per-
suasion made him instantly likeable and one 
of the most admired and respected members 
across the political spectrum. Second, there 
was the successful party leader, who had just 
completed his term as a hugely successful 
chair of the Democratic Congressional Cam-
paign Committee. And third, there was the 
Democratic seer of social security whom we 
were depending upon to lead us through the 
coming crucial social security debate, one of 
the several subjects whose byzantine com-
plexities BOB had mastered as third ranking on 
the Ways and Means Committee. Congress 
and the country could not afford to lose even 
one of these three BOB MATSUIs. Now, sadly 
we have lost all three. As we mourn the loss 
of one of the country’s most effective public 
servants, we celebrate our good fortune that 
BOB MATSUI gave his life to public service. 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
extend my condolences to the family of BOB 
MATSUI. BOB was my friend for 13 years. Even 
though we sat on opposite sides of the aisle 
we shared a bond as fellow Californians, and 
he always had my utmost respect. 

In this House BOB always strove to do the 
best for his district, his State, and his country. 
He entered Congress with a distinguished 
class in 1978 and made a lasting impression. 
His 26 years here were an example of how a 
man can be an effective promoter of his party 
and the consummate gentleman at the same 
time. Even in the most partisan of positions, 
chairman of his party’s Congressional Cam-
paign Committee, BOB took the high road and 
set an example for us to follow. He was a man 
of unparalleled integrity, compassion, intel-
ligence and dedication. 

I will miss BOB MATSUI. I know that the peo-
ple of California, the United States, and the 
Members of this body share my sentiments. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in pro-
found sadness to express my deepest sym-
pathy to the family and friends of the Honor-
able ROBERT MATSUI. I was shocked to learn 
of the untimely death of our colleague and 
friend BOB, with whom I was so fortunate to 
serve for 24 years. 

BOB was truly a great man who triumphed 
over adversity to help lead our Nation. During 
World War II the United States wrongfully in-
terned 120,000 American citizens and perma-
nent resident aliens of Japanese ancestry. 
From his earliest days, BOB faced this brutal 
devastation as he and his family were rounded 
up, torn from their home and sent to the deso-
lation of a detention camp in Tule Lake, CA. 

Tempered by tragedy, BOB walked from the 
darkness of that detention to lead the fight for 
passage of the Civil Liberties Act of 1988. 
That historic legislation acknowledged the fun-
damental injustice of the internment, apolo-
gized on behalf of the people of the United 
States and made restitution to those interned. 

He called upon us to serve a high purpose 
and reminded us that while we addressed the 
injustice done, we were also protecting funda-
mental American values enshrined in our Con-
stitution. 

This remarkable accomplishment gave 
added weight to United States human rights 
policy and credibility to our statements about 
other countries’ human rights violations. While 
no amount of apology or restitution fully 
rectifies the denial of human rights, BOB un-
derstood that the acknowledgment of this past 
injustice was an important step forward. BOB 
and I shared that commitment to improve civil 
rights and human rights all over the world. 

BOB MATSUI’s long involvement in public 
service resulted in an impressive record of 
success in Sacramento and Washington. 
Among other achievements he was a legisla-
tive leader on Social Security as a member of 
the House Ways and Means Committee. He 
rallied House Democrats with integrity and 
spirit as Chairman of the Democratic Congres-
sional Campaign Committee. 

We mourn the loss of a good and decent 
man, a leader with such virtue, a fellow Cali-
fornian, and a friend. We will carry a heavier 
burden without his strength to depend upon. 
My wife Annette and I extend our wishes of 
solace and peace for his wife Doris, his son 
Brian, his daughter-in-law Amy and his grand-
daughter Anna during this most difficult time. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
remember a dedicated public servant and 
great friend, ROBERT T. MATSUI. 

It was a privilege and honor serving with 
BOB. Although we only served together for one 
term, I learned a great deal from BOB—start-
ing when I worked at the other end of Penn-
sylvania Avenue—about protecting Social Se-
curity, expanding free trade, welfare reform, 
and giving American families more opportuni-
ties to prosper. 

His selfless determination, borne from his 
early childhood experiences—resulted in a life-
long commitment to heal our Nation’s wounds 
and make amends for past wrongs. 

Answering President John F. Kennedy’s 
call, BOB inspired generations of Americans 
who dedicated themselves to public service, 
including minorities and the Asian-American 
community in particular. 

His leadership in this Chamber resulted in a 
formal apology for the treatment of Japanese- 
Americans interned and discriminated against 
during World War II. 

BOB never shied away from difficult debates. 
While seeking innovative ways to help Amer-
ica’s employees stay competitive in the global 
economy, he championed President Clinton’s 
North American Fair Trade Agreement and se-
cured a strong, bipartisan vote in the House 
for permanent free trade relations with China. 

His efforts helped fuel the largest economic 
expansion in our Nation’s history, and opened 
new lines of communication and cultural un-
derstanding around the world. 

We will miss BOB’s strong and uncompro-
mising leadership on Social Security, a void in 
this Chamber that will be very difficult to fill. 

Mr. Speaker, ROBERT MATSUI was a man I 
was proud to call my friend. May God bless 
his wife Doris and the Matsui family in this dif-
ficult hour as we honor the memory of a man 
truly loved and respected by his peers and his 
country, and whose contributions will always 
be remembered in this Chamber. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to join my colleagues in expressing profound 

sorrow on the loss of one of this House’s most 
highly respected and widely regarded mem-
bers, the Honorable BOB MATSUI of Sac-
ramento. 

With his passing, we have lost a national 
conscience in Congress. Although I had the 
privilege to serve with him for only 2 of his 26 
years of distinguished service in the House, it 
did not take long for me to realize after arriv-
ing here as a freshman, that he was truly a 
man of distinction. His leadership in many 
ways was subtle, but firm and strong. 

I had the honor of serving with him on the 
Congressional Asian Pacific American Cau-
cus, and recognize today, along with many 
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders, his 
long-standing commitment and contributions to 
the progress of our communities. It was 
through his diligence, as many have recounted 
and memorialized this evening, that healing 
and justice was brought through the enact-
ment of Civil Liberties Act of 1988, which au-
thorized reparations and a formal apology to 
surviving Japanese Americans who had been 
detained in U.S. concentration camps during 
World War II. This is just but one of the lasting 
landmark accomplishments of his leadership. 

On so many other accounts and in so many 
other ways, he was there for those in need of 
a voice in Congress. A reliable and true public 
servant, for the disadvantaged, for our seniors, 
and for our young Americans, who he inspired 
with his example and character. 

BOB MATSUI was gifted leader who epito-
mized the noblest qualities of public service. 
On behalf of the people of Guam, I extend our 
deepest sympathies to his wife, Doris and 
their family and to the people of the fifth Dis-
trict of California. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, when I 
opened my holiday cards this season, one in 
particular stood out. It was bigger than the 
others. It was more colorful. It had several pic-
tures instead of just one. It was from the Mat-
sui family, and just about every picture in-
cluded young Anna Matsui, BOB’s only grand-
child. 

The love that this man had for his family, 
and this little girl in particular, practically 
jumped off the page. It saddens me deeply 
that Anna won’t grow up knowing more of her 
grandpa, but I am certain that her parents and 
her grandmother will not let her forget him. 
She will grow up strengthened by his leader-
ship, his integrity, and his kindness. 

I couldn’t look at Anna’s pictures without 
thinking that, when BOB was her age, he was 
living in an internment camp with other Japa-
nese-Americans who had been rounded up 
and incarcerated after the attack on Pearl Har-
bor. It was, of course, one of the great stains 
on our Nation’s history, and BOB spent his 
public life trying to somehow correct that ugly 
injustice. I imagine that BOB’s connection to 
Anna was stronger because his own early 
years were so unsettled, because he wanted 
his granddaughter to have a childhood full of 
innocence and happy memories. 

BOB MATSUI stood out in this Chamber—for 
his policy intellect; for his sense of compas-
sion and justice; for the esteem he earned on 
both sides of the aisle; but most of all for his 
fundamental decency. That decency was ap-
parent in his work, whether he was securing 
flood protection for Sacramento or fighting for 
Social Security. And there’s no question that 
we’ll miss BOB MATSUI’s expertise as we de-
bate the future of Social Security this year. 
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There was no separation between BOB MAT-

SUI’s private virtues and public virtues. They 
were one and the same. He treated everyone 
with respect; he didn’t raise his voice a lot; he 
was a lot more steak than sizzle. To be hon-
est, these are qualities that are not in abun-
dance around here these days. I hope that our 
memories of BOB MATSUI will lead us to con-
duct ourselves with greater civility in this new 
Congress. 

Very few of us knew that BOB was sick, 
which is why the news of his death came as 
such a shock. But that modesty was con-
sistent with the way BOB lived. Rather than go 
public with his illness, he preferred simply to 
be surrounded by the love of his family. 

Of course, even the most unassuming 
among us have another side to them. As I 
was reading the obituary in the Sacramento 
Bee, I was taken aback by one friend’s re-
membrance—of a shirtless BOB MATSUI in the 
stands at a Cal football game rabidly rooting 
for his team and challenging the other team’s 
fans. 

Now, if you asked the Members of this body 
to rank their colleagues in order of most likely 
to remove their shirt off at a football game 
. . . BOB would’ve finished close to 435th of 
435. And remember that includes more than 
70 women. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with BOB’s 
wife, Doris Matsui, whom all of us know as an 
impressive advocate and public servant in her 
own right. And with Brian, Amy and Anna Mat-
sui and everyone who loved this dear man. 
BOB MATSUI—rest in peace. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
celebrate the life of a man who represented 
the best in American politics and government. 

Congressman MATSUI was what many of us 
aspire to be as lawmakers. He was a pas-
sionate advocate for his constituents, upheld 
the highest ethical standards, and conducted 
himself with the utmost civility. 

He never failed to be there for others who 
were less experienced. When I first ran for 
Congress, he served as my mentor. BOB vis-
ited my district several times, and we became 
good friends. I appreciated his advice and 
benefited greatly from his expertise on issues 
such as Social Security. 

But I was most impressed with how BOB 
went about his daily business calmly and with 
a composure that helped him gain the respect 
that he deserved. 

His devotion to others was remarkable and 
unrelenting, and he could always be relied 
upon to do the right thing. His contributions to 
our country, particularly on behalf of Japanese 
Americans, will never be forgotten. 

We are all better for his efforts. While I am 
greatly saddened that he is no longer with us, 
it is my honor to be able to recognize and pay 
tribute to such a fine American. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
support this resolution to express profound 
sorrow upon the death of Congressman MAT-
SUI. I join my colleagues to honor and remem-
ber my good friend Congressman BOB MATSUI, 
a true leader in the House of Representatives 
whose passing leaves us all with a sense of 
great loss. 

I would like to thank my colleagues, Con-
gressman STARK and Congresswoman 
LOFGREN, and the rest of the California Demo-
cratic Delegation for their swift leadership to 
pay tribute to our friend, BOB. 

I would like to say ‘‘thank you’’ to Doris, his 
wife and life-long partner, to his son Brian, his 

daughter-in-law Amy, and to his grand-
daughter for sharing him with us in Congress. 
In addition to the adoration of his wonderful 
family, BOB had the love and respect of both 
his constituents and his colleagues. He was a 
courageous and passionate leader who served 
California’s Fifth Congressional District for 26 
years. 

As a Member of Congress and as chair of 
the Congressional Asian Pacific American 
Caucus, CAPAC, I had the honor of working 
with Congressman MATSUI. BOB was instru-
mental in making CAPAC a reality, and served 
as a CAPAC executive board member since 
its inception in 1994. 

Throughout his career, Congressman MAT-
SUI championed causes affecting civil liberties 
and immigrants’ rights. As a dedicated mem-
ber of the Asian Pacific Islander American, 
APIA, community, BOB fought for a formal 
apology from our government for its wrongful 
internment of Japanese Americans during 
World War II. Congressman MATSUI and Sec-
retary Norman Mineta led the way in passing 
the Civil Liberties Act of 1988. As an American 
of Japanese ancestry, Congressman MATSUI 
helped obtain the land necessary for the Na-
tional Japanese American Memorial, which 
recognizes Japanese American patriotism and 
honors members for never losing faith in the 
basic principles embodied in our Nation’s Con-
stitution. 

Along with Congressman MATSUI and Sec-
retary Mineta, I experienced internment as a 
young Japanese American during World War 
II. BOB was only 6-months old when he and 
his family were interned at the Tule Lake 
camp just months after the attack on Pearl 
Harbor. BOB understood the injustice of intern-
ment and sympathized with the other loyal 
Americans who suffered at the hands of the 
government in which they never lost faith. 

BOB MATSUI listened to people, and set 
about helping them with compassion and dig-
nity. Whether he was fighting for flood control 
on behalf of his constituents in Sacramento or 
defending those without a voice, BOB dedi-
cated his entire career to public service. From 
the time he worked as a member of the Sac-
ramento City Council, to serving as the vice 
mayor of Sacramento, and finally as a U.S. 
Representative starting in 1978, BOB MATSUI 
served as a constant reminder of what integ-
rity and dedication can accomplish in public 
office. 

Congressman MATSUI truly believed in the 
U.S. Constitution and its promise of ‘‘a more 
Perfect Union.’’ He relied on those values em-
bedded in the Constitution in fights to ensure 
adequate healthcare for children and provide a 
safety net for needy families and the elderly. 
BOB’s leadership as the third ranking Demo-
crat on the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee and the ranking member on the Social 
Security Subcommittee earned him the reputa-
tion as an expert on tax and trade policy, So-
cial Security and welfare programs. In the 
109th Congress, BOB’s presence, heart, and 
soul will be missed during the great debate 
over Social Security. 

Mr. Speaker, BOB MATSUI should ultimately 
be remembered for his civility, his dignity, and 
his service to others. He was a selfless role 
model whose footprint will forever be imprinted 
on our Nation’s history. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the life and legacy of the 
Honorable ROBERT MATSUI who served Sac-

ramento, CA, for 27 years. Just last month, 
Representative MATSUI was reelected to an-
other term by a winning percentage of 71.4 
percent. Sadly, he passed from this life on 
New Year’s Day, January 1, 2005. 

For the past 2 years, I have been honored 
to serve with Representative MATSUI on the 
Ways and Means Committee and its Social 
Security Subcommittee. During that time, I ob-
served that BOB had a deep understanding of 
Social Security and tax policy, which was re-
flected in his masterful handling of committee 
work and interactions with colleagues. 

He was a Congressperson’s Congress-
person. He was a great leader. He was gen-
erous with his time and his talent. He was will-
ing to share the limelight. On several occa-
sions he invited me to serve as ranking mem-
ber on the Social Security Subcommittee, 
what a privilege. His generosity will be sorely 
missed. 

As the 109th Congress convenes today, it is 
fitting that we honor BOB MATSUI’s legacy. 
During the 109th Congress we will undertake 
discussions on gutting the Social Security pro-
gram, a program that BOB understood as an 
important safety net for not only senior citizens 
but also disabled persons and minor children 
of deceased parents. BOB was a strong pro-
ponent of the idea that privatizing Social Secu-
rity would lead to its demise by making it fi-
nancially unviable. He worked tirelessly to re-
form the program and make it operate more 
efficiently, without compromising its purpose. 

A biblical proverb states that ‘‘Good men 
must die, but death cannot kill their names.’’ 
Representative ROBERT MATSUI’s legacy will 
live on in the Congress as we continue his 
longstanding work to preserve Social Security 
and our country’s ideals of helping those who 
need and deserve it. We will miss him, but his 
name will not be forgotten. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, the death of 
Congressman ROBERT MATSUI is a tremen-
dous loss for his family, the families he rep-
resented in California and everyone who knew 
him. BOB was a wonderful man, a kind and 
gentle spirit who loved his job and the people 
he worked for, and I feel privileged to have 
served as his colleague in the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 

Throughout his distinguished career in pub-
lic service, Congressman MATSUI, a third gen-
eration American, vigorously defended justice 
and fairness—values forged very early in his 
life when his family was imprisoned in the Tule 
Lake internment camp in California during 
World War II. Despite being interned as a 
young boy, BOB remained optimistic and de-
termined that everyone should be treated 
equally and with respect. He believed in the 
promise of America and took from his experi-
ence, a strong belief in civil rights as well as 
a passion for public service. 

In Congress, Mr. MATSUI was steadfast in 
acting on these values, championing basic 
rights for all Americans and leading the effort 
in which the U.S. Government formally apolo-
gized to Japanese Americans for the World 
War II internment program. In the 26 years 
that he served in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, BOB rose to national prominence 
as a senior member of the powerful Ways and 
Means Committee, a national spokesman for 
Social Security, and as the first Asian Amer-
ican in the leadership of Congress. 

As a crusader for America’s seniors, Mr. 
MATSUI led the fight to preserve Social Secu-
rity. He reached out to Members, new and old, 
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helping them understand the complexities of 
Social Security as well as its impact on the 
daily lives of our seniors. 

BOB truly exemplified a gentleman. He 
served with distinction and integrity, winning 
the respect and admiration of all who worked 
with him. 

I extend my deepest condolences to the 
Matsui family—his wife Doris, son Brian, 
daughter-in-law Amy and granddaughter 
Anna—as well as to his staff and the people 
of California. BOB’s integrity, devotion and 
compassion will be greatly missed. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today with 
a sad heart to honor a great man, a dedicated 
public servant and a good friend. In our own 
ways, each of us will miss something special 
about BOB MATSUI. Let me share with my col-
leagues my own experience with him. 

BOB MATSUI gave me my first job on Capitol 
Hill. In July, 1979, I went to work for him as 
a part-time assistant, entering constituent in-
formation into a computer, and then helping to 
write legislative correspondence. BOB was a 
freshman Member then, but even at that time 
I realized he was to have a long and brilliant 
career in the Congress. Twenty-two years 
later we reunited on the floor. Just recently I 
showed him a photograph we took together on 
the steps of the Capitol. The color was faded 
and the paper brittle. But I kept it throughout 
the years to remind me of the first Member of 
Congress who gave me an opportunity in pub-
lic service. 

BOB MATSUI embodied the best values of 
public service. He believed so strongly in op-
portunity here at home and through sensible 
trade policies abroad. It was an honor to have 
had the opportunity to learn from a man who 
put the good of his constituents and of Ameri-
cans generally over partisanship and political 
one-upsmanship. It is a lesson I have strived 
to apply during my own tenure in this body. 

BOB MATSUI set an example for all of us 
with his integrity and dedication. He will be 
greatly missed. 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, it is with great sad-
ness that I rise to express my deepest regrets 
over the loss of my friend and colleague, BOB 
MATSUI. 

My thoughts and prayers are with the Mat-
sui family—especially Doris, Brian, Amy, and 
Anna. 

Our country has lost a great leader. BOB 
MATSUI personified integrity and passion. He 
served California and America with great con-
viction and dedication to his beliefs. 

BOB MATSUI was an inspiration to all Ameri-
cans. Although he was taken to a Japanese 
American internment camp at only 6 months 
old, he never gave up his dedication to 
bettering our great country. He later became a 
leader of the movement for redress of Japa-
nese-Americans interned during World War II. 
Even though much time had passed, he still 
sought justice for all Americans. 

BOB MATSUI also fought tirelessly for Amer-
ica’s senior citizens. As ranking member of the 
Social Security Subcommittee, he worked dili-
gently to protect seniors’ retirement funds He 
strongly opposed risky schemes to privatize 
Social Security and worked to make seniors 
aware of the faults of these plans. 

As chair of the Democratic Congressional 
Campaign Committee, BOB MATSUI passion-
ately believed in the message of the Demo-
cratic Party, and dedicated himself tirelessly to 
spreading that message. 

BOB MATSUI is an inspiration to all Ameri-
cans. His strong desire to serve his commu-
nity and his country led him to become one of 
the most beloved leaders of this Congress. 

BOB MATSUI will be missed by his country, 
his community, his family and his friends. He 
will long be remembered as a great American 
statesman. 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay tribute 
to our departed college, BOB MATSUI. BOB was 
an extraordinarily talented patriot and Member 
of this House. 

BOB’s generation of House Members struck 
out to change the world—or at least change 
their government in the aftermath of Water-
gate and the abuses of power in the Nixon ad-
ministration. He did change the world, rep-
resenting a district in California and rep-
resenting the House on the world stage. 

He was a unique political mind and political 
talent. While he was passionate for caring for 
the less fortunate in our society, he was also 
pragmatic about how democratic ideals and 
reforms come about on the world stage. 

We shared the philosophy that world trade 
engenders better relationships between na-
tions and offers a greater opportunity to 
spread democracy to developing nations or 
nations that were not traditionally democratic. 

BOB’s greatest legislative talent—and there 
were many—was his down-to-earth ability to 
comprehend and explain in laymen’s terms all 
matters related to Social Security. In this polit-
ical season when the President has made 
clear his intention to raid Social Security, we 
will most certainly miss BOB’s leadership in 
this important and fundamental debate in Con-
gress. 

Today the Nation says goodbye to a decent 
and big minded colleague. BOB was not afraid 
to learn. And he was not afraid to forgive. 
Even after his family was interned as a child— 
with Japanese Americans at the outbreak of 
WWII—BOB forgave the people who impris-
oned his family. He forgave his country, then 
he went on to serve this Nation with enormous 
talent. 

BOB wanted to make the world better. He 
did make the world a better place and he 
made the House of Representatives a better 
place given his presence in it. He deeply be-
lieved in what he said, but he was open 
enough to listen to—and hear—the ideas of 
others, as well. 

I will miss him . . . we will all miss him. And 
we offer our deepest condolences to his dear 
wife, Doris, and his son, Brian. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to 
honor one of our country’s great leaders, and 
a dear friend Congressman ROBERT MATSUI. 

BOB MATSUI was a valued colleague to 
every member of the House. He was a leading 
expert on countless issues that have a pro-
found effect on the lives of millions of Ameri-
cans, not the least of which is Social Security. 
From his seat on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, BOB fought on behalf of seniors and 
children, and sought to build thoughtful bipar-
tisan consensus on one tough issue after an-
other. 

BOB approached this job with grace, fair-
ness, and dignity. Even though he was chair-
man of our Party’s political committee, he 
never put partisanship above principle. His in-
telligence was only exceeded by his compas-
sion. We always refer to one another as ‘‘gen-
tleman’’ and ‘‘gentle lady’’ on this floor, but 
there is no Member of Congress for whom the 

term ‘‘gentleman’’ is more appropriate. It is in-
deed fitting to hold this tribute on the day we 
swear in the new Congress, because the way 
BOB conducted himself should be a model for 
all of us—freshmen and senior Members alike. 

BOB was a cherished friend and valued 
mentor to both my late husband Walter and 
me. When Walter was first elected to Con-
gress, BOB was one of the first people he 
sought out to ask for advice on his new job. 
As usual, BOB was generous with his time and 
his wisdom. We both learned much from him 
and I have relied on his policy insights and his 
political instincts more times than I can re-
member. I know that I will still instinctively look 
for him on the floor during a tough vote. 

Mr. Speaker, BOB and Doris Matsui were 
there for my family and for me when Walter 
passed away. Today I extend to Doris, Brian, 
Amy, Anna, and BOB’s staff my most heartfelt 
condolences. I understand how difficult this 
time is for them. But I am buoyed by knowing 
that strength in families is never more evident, 
and important, than during times of adversity 
and grief. The Matsuis are a strong and won-
derful family, and that, perhaps, is BOB’s finest 
legacy of all. 

We will miss BOB MATSUI very much. But we 
will never, ever forget him. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, this 
past Saturday, our country lost two beloved 
public servants. Representative ROBERT T. 
MATSUI and former Representative Shirley 
Chisholm leave us behind, but our national 
consciousness will never forget their consider-
able contributions to pursuing equality and so-
cial justice for all Americans. Representatives 
MATSUI and Chisholm dedicated so much of 
themselves to others, and the outpouring of 
support demonstrates the deep impact each 
had on the lives of others. 

Both leaders rose from humble beginnings 
to the heights of Congress. Representative 
MATSUI, one of the thousands of Japanese 
Americans taken to an internment camp dur-
ing World War II, became an influential mem-
ber on the powerful House Ways and Means 
Committee. His passion for social justice 
shaped the core of his being, reverberating 
through his promotion of adequate job training, 
equal access to health care coverage for chil-
dren, and the preservation of Social Security 
for our nation’s seniors and disabled citizens. 
In 1988, he helped win restitution from the 
U.S. Government for the internment program 
that negatively affected many surviving Japa-
nese Americans. 

Representative Chisholm too overcame 
great obstacles. As the product of the working 
neighborhoods of Brooklyn, Shirley Chisholm 
became the first African American woman 
elected to Congress in 1968. Her advocacy on 
civil rights issues, particularly women’s rights, 
was unparalleled as she reached out beyond 
her local constituency to all Americans. Never 
willing to allow America to mire in the status 
quo, Representative Chisholm again broke 
new ground by offering herself as the first 
woman to be considered for the Democratic 
presidential nomination in 1972. 

Though I never had the honor of serving 
with Representative Chisholm, her legacy 
echoes throughout the halls of Congress. I wit-
ness her strength in my colleagues in the 
Congressional Black Caucus, which she 
helped establish in 1969. I hear her voice in 
our continued pleas for justice in underserved 
communities. And I see her focus and passion 
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in the eyes of American children who won’t 
accept discrimination or barriers to oppor-
tunity. 

Connected by the common bond of their 
love for humanity, Representatives MATSUI 
and Chisholm treaded down unmarked paths 
with determination, fortitude, and notable 
grace. As a generation of civil rights activists 
move into the twilight of their advocacy, we 
must honor their work by passing along their 
vision for what we our country can still be-
come, a land of equality and opportunity for all 
Americans. Though we have lost these dear 
friends too soon, we continue to be led by 
their unmistakable footprints. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
join in paying tribute to one of our colleagues 
whom we lost so unexpectedly on New Year’s 
Day. 

BOB MATSUI was one of the most respected 
Members of this House. During his 26 years of 
service in Congress, he was an advocate for 
our Nation’s seniors, our children, and for so-
cial and economic justice. 

From his family’s experience in the Japa-
nese internment camps during World War II, 
BOB learned the importance of protecting the 
liberties and civil rights that are the foundation 
of this great country. As an Asian-American he 
understood the obstacles that minorities face 
in building opportunities for themselves and 
their families. 

BOB MATSUI rose quickly to become a lead-
er in this House because of his political savvy 
and his detailed knowledge of the issues. 

He was dedicated to this House and its in-
stitutions. He was also dedicated to the ideals 
of the Democratic party. We all know how tire-
lessly he worked as the chairman of the 
Democratic Congressional Campaign Com-
mittee. 

Many will remember BOB for his leadership 
in our party and on the critical national issues 
of trade and Social Security. 

It is true that he understood the values of 
free trade and the economic prosperity it can 
provide to communities. He was not afraid to 
stand up against even his own party on issues 
in which he passionately believed. As the 
ranking member of the Social Security Sub-
committee, BOB was also a national expert on 
the subject of retirement and pension. 

His knowledge of the intricacies of the social 
security system and his wisdom will be sorely 
missed during this year’s upcoming debate on 
Social Security reform. 

I, however, will remember BOB for some-
thing else. I will remember him as a friend and 
champion of migrant children and their fami-
lies. BOB helped us in the fight for funding for 
Migrant Education Programs. For years he 
also hosted a college assistance migrant in-
tern in his office. 

Many of his former interns are now leaders 
in their professions and communities because 
of the start BOB gave them. 

I want to express my deepest condolences 
to his family: his wife Doris, his son Brian, his 
daughter-in-law Amy and his granddaughter 
Anna. I know how proud BOB was of all of 
them. The people of California and of this Na-
tion have truly lost a great advocate. 

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, my family and I 
would like to convey our heartfelt sympathy to 
the Matsui family upon the death of Congress-
man ROBERT MATSUI on Saturday, January 1. 

BOB’s passing is a tragic loss to all who 
knew him. It is also a loss to all Americans 

who didn’t know him personally but whose 
lives were enhanced by the legislation and the 
leadership he provided. BOB was one of the 
smartest and most principled people in Con-
gress, a dedicated public servant, and a 
friend. He will be greatly missed in Congress, 
especially by me. 

First elected 26 years ago, Congressman 
MATSUI and I entered the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives in the same incoming class. We 
were colleagues and friends throughout these 
years; our families each moved to the Wash-
ington area and our wives Sylvia and Doris 
also became good friends. One of my fond 
memories together was attending Brian and 
Amy’s wedding in California a few years ago. 
Brian also gave me my first official tour of the 
U.S. Supreme Court facilities where he 
clerked recently. His parents were so proud. 

Sylvia and I are shocked and deeply sad-
dened by BOB’s passing, and we offer Doris 
and the Matsui family our most sincere condo-
lences. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor my late colleague ROBERT T. 
MATSUI. While his life was cut tragically short, 
his many achievements and contributions to 
our Nation will serve as a constant reminder of 
his hard work, integrity, and determination to 
advocate for those who were not able to fight 
for themselves. 

Elected to the U.S. House of Representa-
tives in 1978, BOB served the people of Sac-
ramento for 14 terms focusing on the city’s 
public safety by bringing adequate flood pro-
tection to his hometown. He also served as a 
senior member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, covering an array of policy issues 
such as preserving Social Security for future 
generations, as well as having adequate basic 
healthcare rights for children. Most recently he 
served as chairman of the Democratic Con-
gressional Campaign Committee leading the 
Democratic Party’s congressional effort for the 
2004 cycle. 

When he was 6 months old, BOB, a third- 
generation Japanese American, and his family 
were taken from their home in Sacramento 
and interned at the Tule Lake Camp after Ja-
pan’s attack on Pearl Harbor in 1942. He car-
ried this experience with him throughout his 
life. In 1988, he helped steer the Japanese- 
American Redress Act through Congress, in 
which the government formally apologized for 
the World War II internment program and of-
fered compensation to victims. This experi-
ence helped shape his strong belief that every 
American is entitled to basic civil rights despite 
their ethnicity. 

BOB was also a member of the Executive 
Committee of the Congressional Asian Pacific 
American Caucus. Because of his many 
achievements and contributions, he was and 
always will be a role model to the more than 
eleven million Americans of Asian and Pacific 
Islander descent in our country. 

His presence and driving force will certainly 
be missed. However, his legacy will live on 
through the people of Sacramento, the Asian 
Pacific Islander American community and our 
Nation as a whole. I offer my deepest condo-
lences to his wife, Doris, son, Brian, daughter- 
in-law, Amy and granddaughter, Anna. We will 
miss you, BOB. All Hawaii sends with you on 
your final journey our deepest and most loving 
Aloha. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay trib-
ute to my colleague and friend, BOB MATSUI. 

As Members of Congress, many factors deter-
mine who we form close relationships with. 
One of those factors is committee assignment. 
I had the tremendous fortune of serving on the 
Ways and Means Committee with BOB MATSUI 
for 15 years. As we worked on tax reform, 
trade, health, and many other issues, I learned 
many valuable lessons from him. His dedica-
tion to the people of his district and to all the 
people of this Nation shone through at every 
hearing and markup. 

He had a lifelong commitment to public 
service and the public good. Even though his 
early years were spent in a Japanese-Amer-
ican internment camp in California, that injus-
tice did not dim his love and devotion to our 
country. He remained in California, served on 
the Sacramento City Council, and as vice 
mayor of Sacramento, and eventually came to 
this House, which he also loved so very much. 

For his entire career, he was devoted to the 
welfare of children, the promotion of free 
trade, and the preservation of Social Security 
for future generations. I know that the com-
mittee will miss his expertise and good coun-
sel for many Congresses to come. I want to 
personally extend my heartfelt condolences to 
his wonderful wife Doris, his son Brian, daugh-
ter in-law Amy, and his granddaughter Anna. 
We will miss BOB and forever treasure his ca-
maraderie. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, this 
week our Nation has lost a great leader and 
statesman from my home State of California, 
BOB MATSUI. And it is with a great deal of sad-
ness that I join my colleagues to pay tribute to 
BOB’s life and his distinguished record of serv-
ice and accomplishments during his 26 years 
as a Member of the House of Representa-
tives. A model of integrity and commitment to 
his district, his State and our Nation, BOB ex-
emplified the best of this great institution. 

By having the privilege of representing an 
area of Los Angeles with a rich and diverse 
Asian-American population that includes Little 
Tokyo, Koreatown, Filipinotown, and China-
town, I am very aware of the positive impact 
BOB had on the Asian-Pacific Islander commu-
nity and the Japanese-American community in 
particular. Like so many Japanese-Americans, 
BOB’s early years were spent with his family in 
an internment camp during World War II. Any-
one viewing the large photo of a youthful BOB 
MATSUI with his little league baseball team-
mates which adorns his office wall was re-
minded of the difficult challenge an Asian- 
American faced growing up in 1950’s Cali-
fornia. As a young man in that volatile ethnic 
environment, BOB MATSUI was a stand-out stu-
dent who gained admittance to the University 
of California at Berkeley and distinguished 
himself academically both there and at the 
Hastings College of Law. 

His early experience became the foundation 
of his academic success as a young man, and 
ultimately led him to a career of distinguished 
public service, first for his local Sacramento 
City Council, then to this great House. His re-
spect for this institution and his personal and 
professional integrity were well-known and 
helped BOB become a persuasive advocate on 
the issues he cared deeply about. 

As a member of the Energy and Water Sub-
committee of the Appropriations Committee, I 
was honored to work with him on one of the 
most important issues to California—water. 
BOB’s knowledge of water issues affecting our 
State, including southern California, and his 
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long record of support for adequate flood con-
trol protection for the Sacramento area were 
brought to bear each year during our com-
mittee deliberations as we set priorities for 
funding the water projects so crucial to Sac-
ramento and to California. 

BOB was also a strong advocate of trade 
and of protecting the rights of our senior citi-
zens. In fact, as the ranking Democrat on the 
Ways and Means Subcommittee on Social Se-
curity, BOB was our Democratic expert and a 
leading advocate for the protection of this crit-
ical program. BOB was to be our Democratic 
point person for the upcoming and pivotal de-
bate on Social Security. Understanding the im-
portance of Social Security to our Nation’s 
seniors and the need for the Democratic Party 
to effectively and successfully confront attacks 
on the system, his wife Doris told me that BOB 
continued to plan a Democratic strategy to the 
very end at Bethesda Naval Hospital. 

It was this kind of commitment coupled with 
his integrity and sincerity that helped to make 
BOB one of the most respected Members of 
Congress. This respect also made him one of 
the most successful chairmen of the Demo-
cratic Congressional Campaign Committee. 
We all know that the DCCC set many records 
during the 2003–2004 election cycle. I believe 
this success stemmed from the leadership 
model that BOB conveyed at the DCCC’s 
helm, and it was also a result of the great es-
teem in which BOB was held by all segments 
of our party. I was proud to serve with him as 
vice-chair of the DCCC, and BOB made sure 
it was indeed a working position. Few Mem-
bers could have motivated me in quite the 
same way as BOB MATSUI. 

In short, I will miss BOB as a friend and col-
league. This House, the Democratic Party, 
and our Nation have lost a great statesman 
and a quiet and effective leader. His legacy of 
accomplishments as a trail-blazing Asian- 
American Californian is unlikely to be sur-
passed. His dedication, dignity, and bipartisan 
approach to addressing the Nation’s problems 
will be the hallmark of his legacy for both Re-
publicans and Democrats. 

In this time of extreme partisanship and fre-
quent legislative gridlock, it is my hope that we 
can all learn from the example of our friend 
and colleague, BOB MATSUI. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I join my col-
leagues in paying tribute to Congressman BOB 
MATSUI of California. The American people will 
miss this outstanding public servant, and we in 
the House of Representatives will miss a 
skilled legislator who approached every issue 
with a fair mind. 

I’ve lost a friend. BOB and his wife Doris 
were friends of my wife Pat and me. Our son 
Chadd and their son, Brian, grew up together 
as congressional kids. 

For the past 2 years, BOB and I were 
hallmates. In fact, I moved into his old office 
on the third floor of the Rayburn building. He 
always had a smile and hello for anyone he 
passed in the hall, whether it was a fellow 
Member, a staffer, or a visitor. 

BOB MATSUI was a courageous legislator. 
He showed great resolve in helping to win ap-
proval for the North American Free Trade 
Agreement. There isn’t a tax or trade bill in the 
last 20 years that doesn’t have his stamp on 
it. He was positively heroic when he had Con-
gress squarely face the issue of the treatment 
of Japanese-Americans during World War II. 
BOB MATSUI showed us the meaning of dignity 

and humility as he helped us to acknowledge 
a wrong. He and his parents were among 
those held in internment camps, but what was 
more important to him than his personal his-
tory was righting history for thousands of inno-
cent Americans. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with BOB’s 
family. As we start a new session of Con-
gress, we should all look to the distinguished 
career of BOB MATSUI as an example of how 
we can remain true to our ideals and beliefs 
while ultimately working together for the good 
of all Americans. 

Ms. BONO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a respected colleague in the U.S. Con-
gress whose recent passing will be mourned 
by all who knew him. With Congressman ROB-
ERT MATSUI’s untimely death, America has lost 
a tireless leader. 

As a fellow Californian, I had the pleasure of 
working with Congressman MATSUI on several 
issues of importance to our State. I admired 
his leadership and dedication to his constitu-
ency as well as the high level of integrity with 
which he served. 

Congressman MATSUI’s 26 years of service 
are filled with a remarkable number of legisla-
tive achievements such as his commitment to 
free trade that have bettered the lives of many 
Americans. He was a powerful and respected 
voice whose memory will continue to be an in-
spiration for many years to come. 

Congressman ROBERT MATSUI was a true 
leader and served his constituents and country 
with honor and distinction. The people of Sac-
ramento, California were fortunate to have 
such a talented person for their Representa-
tive in Congress. 

I will always remember Congressman MAT-
SUI’s thoughtfulness; he was always quick with 
a smile and a kind word. He was a bridge for 
communication between both sides of the 
aisle. His legacy of effective leadership will be 
a model for those that follow him. 

My thoughts and prayers are with Doris and 
the entire Matsui family during this difficult 
time. Congressman MATSUI’s positive impact 
on his country will be remembered forever. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great sadness that I rise today to honor a val-
ued colleague and true gentleman, the late 
Congressman BOB MATSUI. I met him when I 
served as a state legislator within his congres-
sional district in Sacramento. Since that time, 
I have been taken by his approachability and 
his ability to make those around him feel that 
he is truly listening to their concerns. 

During his 26 years in Congress, he has 
been a champion on issues that affect the 
lives of all Californians and Americans, from 
protecting Social Security to working for civil 
rights. Congressman MATSUI’s fight against 
privatizing Social Security showed his deep 
commitment to fighting for the poor or less for-
tunate in our country. He led the efforts to en-
sure its fundamental purpose was never com-
promised. 

Congressman MATSUI’s strong belief in so-
cial justice is apparent by looking at the legis-
lation he championed. He drafted bills that be-
came the backbone for child welfare reform, 
proposing to expand the social services avail-
able to at-risk children and families in the child 
welfare, mental health and juvenile justice sys-
tems. He also fought welfare changes, arguing 
that adequate job training and education pro-
grams were essential to helping parents be-
come self-sufficient. And his bipartisan work to 

provide health care coverage to uninsured 
children became the basis of the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program. 

His personal journey, however, could be his 
most lasting legacy. After spending his infancy 
in an internment camp during World War II, 
Congressman MATSUI led the legislative effort 
to compensate victims of the camps and offi-
cially apologize to those held there. A grateful 
Japanese-American community is indebted to 
his work, as are the rest of us. 

I want to send my prayers and condolences 
to his family: his wife Doris, son Brian, daugh-
ter-in-law Amy and granddaughter Anna. For 
those of us who remain in Congress, we 
would like you to know that we will continue to 
fight for the causes and ideals that BOB fought 
for his entire life. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I am saddened by 
the sudden loss of ROBERT MATSUI, and I 
would like to join my colleagues in honoring 
him today. BOB was one of the finest mem-
bers to serve in the U.S. House of Represent-
atives. His strength of character, wisdom, civil-
ity, and attention to detail were inspiring to 
many of us serving with him. His thoughtful 
and helpful nature has been remembered by 
many today, but I will always be grateful for 
his desire to seek out and befriend younger 
and less senior Members of Congress like me. 
I join my colleagues in mourning the loss of a 
friend, a mentor, and a great leader in Con-
gress. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with sadness that I recognize the death of a 
former colleague and a great Californian, Rep-
resentative ROBERT MATSUI, who passed away 
earlier this week. 

A third-generation Japanese-American, BOB 
was born in Sacramento and was just a 6- 
month-old baby when he and his family were 
imprisoned at the Tule Lake internment camp 
following the attack on Pearl Harbor in 1941. 
Forty years later, he was instrumental in pass-
ing the Japanese-American Redress Act, 
which produced an official apology from the 
Federal Government for the World War II in-
ternment program and offered compensation 
to victims. 

BOB was a quiet and admired Member of 
Congress. His passion for issues he believed 
deeply in was respected by his colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle. He brought dignity and 
honor to the House of Representatives. BOB 
was a tax and trade maven on the House 
Ways and Means Committee, and his knowl-
edge and expertise in these areas will be 
sorely missed. He was one of a small number 
of Democrats who pushed for passage of the 
North American Free Trade Agreement. 

First elected in 1978 following his service to 
the City of Sacramento, BOB and I were in the 
same freshman class of Congress as I too 
was elected that year. I got to know, and be-
come very good friends with BOB during the 
26 years we served in the House together. 

The people in the Sacramento-based 5th 
district lost a good legislator when BOB passed 
away on January 1, and he will be missed by 
his friends and family. 

It is with a heavy heart that I say good-bye 
to BOB. My wife Cheryl and I would like to ex-
press our condolences to his wife, Doris, and 
the entire family, in this time of sorrow and 
sadness. They will be in our prayers. 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a sad 
heart that I rise today to honor my colleague, 
the Honorable ROBERT T. MATSUI. Far before 
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these past 4 years where I had the opportunity 
to work with him in Washington, BOB’s work 
effort, faith and determination were a constant 
source of inspiration for me. 

BOB fought in Congress for 28 years on 
principles that were unshakeable for the bet-
terment of all. He took a genuine interest in 
Members’ concerns, visited Members’ dis-
tricts—including mine in the San Gabriel Val-
ley—and fought hard to ensure equality for the 
underserved and to bring justice to those 
wronged. BOB was a champion for Social Se-
curity, fought for all of our children and was 
determined to achieve economic justice. 

I am proud to say that BOB MATSUI is 
among those I consider a close personal 
friend. I send my condolences to his family 
and I am consoled only by knowing that BOB’s 
legacy will live on, and the world will be better 
for it. 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BURGESS). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the resolu-
tion. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that the whole 
number of the House is 428. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

REMARKS ON THE DEATH OF THE 
LATE HONORABLE ROBERT T. 
MATSUI 

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

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
commend the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) for taking 
out this special order on our dear 
friend BOB MATSUI and to all of our col-
leagues who participated in it. 

I hope it is a comfort to the Matsui 
family, to Doris, Brian, Amy and Anna, 
that so many people in this Chamber 
and I know throughout the country 
share their grief and are praying for 
them at this sad time. 

f 

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

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

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

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

f 

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

(Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD addressed 
the House. Her remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

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

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

f 

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.) 

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

(Mr. MOORE of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

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

f 

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

(Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

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

(Mr. POMEROY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extension of Remarks.) 

f 

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

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

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

f 

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

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

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

f 

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

House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

SUPPORTING THE TSUNAMI 
VICTIMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. WILSON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, as the previous cochair of the 
Congressional Caucus on India and In-
dian Americans, I rise to express our 
solidarity with the people of India and 
the Indian American community in the 
aftermath of the devastating tsunami 
that has affected so many nations in 
the Indian Ocean. 

Earlier tonight, a resolution of sym-
pathy for South Asia was presented by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LANTOS), chairman and ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on International 
Relations, along with the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. LEACH), who is leading 
a delegation to the affected areas, and 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUR-
TON), Indonesian Caucus cochairman. 

Nearly 140,000 people in 11 countries 
in South Asia and East Africa have 
died, approximately 3 to 5 million peo-
ple have been displaced and citizens of 
over 40 countries have been affected by 
the tsunami. The most devastating 
death toll was in the nation of Indo-
nesia, which is appreciated as the 
world’s largest Muslim democracy of 
nearly a quarter of a billion people. 
India has nearly 15,000 casualties. In 
this time of need, the American people 
and our government are demonstrating 
the generosity and compassion that 
have been the hallmark of American 
society and culture since our Nation’s 
founding. 

As we grieve for the dead, we must 
also continue to work hard to save 
those now living in the wake of this 
terrible disaster. Under the leadership 
of President George W. Bush, America 
has committed $350 million in relief to 
the nations in need. This substantial 
funding will go a long way to helping 
the estimated 3 to 5 million people who 
now face numerous hardships as they 
lack access to the basic necessities of 
life. 

Our country and our people are also 
contributing to this effort in countless 
other ways. Almost immediately after 
the disaster occurred, the United 
States military dispatched aircraft and 
ships to survey the damage and deliver 
supplies. Presently there are disaster 
relief assessment teams on the ground 
and 20 ships and 80 military aircraft in 
the area and en route, with 12,600 
American military serving the relief 
effort. The U.S. Pacific Command said 
this week it is deploying 20 ships from 
docks in Hong Kong, Guam and the is-
land of Diego Garcia. The ships are 
loaded with medical equipment and 

mobile hospitals, 41 helicopters, 2,100 
Marines, 1,400 sailors and the capacity 
to generate 600,000 gallons of fresh 
water daily. Our Secretary of State 
Colin Powell and Governor Jeb Bush of 
Florida are tonight visiting the dev-
astated nations of South Asia, proving 
our sincere efforts for reconstruction 
and recovery. Additionally, the United 
States Department of Defense and 
USAID have established coordination 
centers in Bangkok, Thailand, and 
Colombo, Sri Lanka. These centers will 
help coordinate the massive U.S. relief 
efforts. 

As the world has witnessed through-
out our history, the American men and 
women in uniform always act boldly to 
help those in need. 

Over the past week, I have been most 
encouraged by the outpouring of sup-
port from the American people. Since 
December 26, Americans have contrib-
uted hundreds of millions of dollars to 
help those in need. Yesterday President 
Bush asked President George H.W. 
Bush and President Bill Clinton to 
head a nationwide charitable fund-rais-
ing effort. In the coming days they will 
urge all Americans to donate directly 
to reliable charities already providing 
help to tsunami victims. My col-
leagues, as you advise your constitu-
ents as you receive inquiries where to 
send contributions, I have two sugges-
tions that I would want to suggest to 
you that I have learned in working 
with the Embassy of India here in 
Washington. First is the Prime Min-
ister’s National Relief Fund which is 
the Embassy of India at 2107 Massachu-
setts Avenue Northwest, Washington 
D.C. 20008. Additionally in India itself, 
the Tsunami Disaster Relief Fund of 
the American Chamber of Commerce of 
India, the AmCham, which is Room 
1262, Maurya Sheraton Hotel, S.P. 
Marg, New Delhi, India. Both of these 
are organizations that will work to 
help in the recovery and restoration for 
the people who have been affected by 
the tsunami. 

I am confident that this effort will 
further highlight the tremendous de-
cency of the American people. In the 
1840s, historian Alexis de Tocqueville 
wrote, ‘‘When America asks for the co-
operation of its citizens, it is seldom 
refused. And I have often seen it af-
forded spontaneously with great good 
will.’’ 

Most importantly, we should all re-
member that no contribution is too 
small. President Bush has asked that 
we all contribute as we are able to do 
so and fortunately citizens are respond-
ing in innovative ways. In my home 
State of South Carolina, an 11-year-old 
girl donated $11 she collected at her 
birthday party. In Columbia, South 
Carolina, Jack Edgerton, corporate 
president of Adluh Flour Company, and 
the Allen family recently dem-
onstrated another example of the con-
cern and compassion exhibited by the 
American people. They have offered to 
send nearly 100,000 pounds of flour from 
the farmers of South Carolina to af-

fected countries, and I do appreciate 
their generosity. I am also grateful to 
Dr. Jim Carpenter of Oconee County, 
South Carolina, who has practiced 
medicine in Indonesia and speaks Indo-
nesian. He has volunteered to return to 
provide medical assistance. 

These efforts exemplify the Presi-
dent’s statement that ‘‘the greatest 
source of Americans’ generosity is not 
our government, it is the good heart of 
the American people.’’ While the full 
impact of this disaster may never be 
known, the significant contribution of 
the American people will be remem-
bered. I join President Bush in urging 
all Americans to give generously to 
this important cause. 

Since citizens of over 40 nations have 
been affected by the tsunami, this is 
truly a global event. As a member of 
the Congressional Caucus on India and 
Indian Americans, I am pleased that 
President Bush visited the Indian Em-
bassy here in Washington yesterday to 
pledge that we would help the Indian 
government and the Indian people in 
any way we can. After losing over 
15,000 of its own people, the country of 
India has responded selflessly to this 
tragedy. India is now part of a disaster 
relief coalition with Japan, Australia 
and the United States. Yesterday, 
India began deploying Israeli-made un-
manned aerial vehicles in round-the- 
clock searches for victims of the tsu-
nami. By providing significant finan-
cial and military assistance to neigh-
boring tsunami affected countries, 
India is already playing a vital role in 
this coalition. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN), the new India Caucus co-
chair who succeeded me today, has also 
expressed her support to the people of 
India. It was an honor for me to co-
chair the largest country caucus in 
Congress and I am pleased to have 
worked with people like the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE) my prede-
cessor, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. KELLY), the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG), and 
other leaders in our work with the In-
dian American community. 

b 2100 

As a real estate attorney in South 
Carolina, I worked with Indian Ameri-
cans for nearly 30 years in the hospi-
tality, medical, and business sectors; 
and I have always appreciated the 
strong family values, entrepreneurship, 
and patriotism they have shown in our 
communities. There has been no better 
or finer example of this than the recent 
elections of the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JINDAL) to Congress and 
Nikki Randhawa of Lexington, South 
Carolina to the South Carolina state-
house where she recently was elected 
president of the freshman class. They 
embody the hard work and drive that 
so many Indian Americans have ful-
filling the American Dream. 

At such a critical time, it is impor-
tant we stand beside the people of India 
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identified today in the gentleman from 
Illinois’s (Speaker HASTERT) accept-
ance speech as the world’s largest de-
mocracy, as America is the world’s old-
est democracy. Our two nations share 
the same values. I am confident with 
the proven generosity of Americans we 
will again demonstrate by our assist-
ance to the people of South Asia to 
help recover from this terrible tragedy. 

Tonight I am very grateful to be 
joined by the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. EHLERS), a person of extraor-
dinary credentials, a person serving in 
Congress who is a dedicated scientist, a 
graduate, a Ph.D. in nuclear physics 
from the University of California at 
Berkeley, a professor at Calvin College 
in Michigan, and a person, again, who 
has a deep understanding and apprecia-
tion of science and what it can mean to 
improve the lives of the American peo-
ple and the people of South Asia. 

I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding to me. I cer-
tainly appreciate his sponsoring this 
particular Special Order and particu-
larly his encouragement of the Amer-
ican people to contribute. 

We are impressed that the President 
has designated $350 million to deal with 
this tragedy, but I would like to point 
out that that is very little more than 
$1 per person this country and very lit-
tle more than $2 for every working per-
son in this country. Certainly we can 
do better than that, and I encourage all 
Americans to send contributions to the 
charities that the gentleman men-
tioned. I would also mention the Amer-
ican Red Cross will play a role in this 
through its international arms. I am 
also aware in my community of relief 
organizations such as the Christian Re-
form World Relief Committee, which is 
very active in this. International Aid is 
another organization in Spring Lake, 
Michigan, which has dispatched $3 mil-
lion of medical equipment and other 
supplies already. And I am sure every 
American can look around their own 
community and find similar organiza-
tions that they can contribute to to 
help during this incredible tragedy. 

We certainly want to express our 
sympathy as the American Congress 
and the American country to the peo-
ple who have suffered this tragedy. It is 
almost incomprehensible. For years 
scientists have talked about the possi-
bility of a mega-tsunami and it has 
largely been dismissed even though 
tsunamis can be very large, but the 
idea of a mega-tsunami has been dis-
missed by most scientists. This one 
does not quite measure up to that in 
terms of the power and the energy it 
contained, but it certainly is a mega- 
tsunami in terms of the damage and 
the death, the destruction that it has 
caused. So I do want to express my per-
sonal sympathy and that of the Con-
gress for those who are suffering and 
encourage all Americans to help. 

But the main thrust of my comments 
this evening are going to be about the 

science of tsunamis. That may seem in-
appropriate at this point when we are 
all dealing with a tragedy, but I know 
there is a lot of interest because I have 
fielded a number of questions from col-
leagues and staff in the Congress, and 
so I think it is worth time talking to 
our colleagues about what a tsunami 
is, how it happens, particularly as it 
relates to the possibility of developing 
a warning system for tsunamis. 

First question, how do tsunamis 
occur? They have four major sources. 
Earthquakes are the primary source 
but also volcanos can cause tsunamis 
either through eruption or collapse. 
Other possibilities are landslides, 
slumps, or rock falls. If they are large 
enough, they can cause tsunamis. The 
last category is more esoteric. Aster-
oids, meteorites. They are very rare, 
but they cause the largest tsunamis. 
And also man-made explosions, which 
many people think could cause them, 
but, in fact, it would be very difficult 
to do that. I will discuss each of these 
a bit later. 

But let me also address, first of all, 
why we cannot warn people. And I 
should mention some have asked me 
why the name ‘‘tsunami,’’ why do we 
use that. Do we not have an American 
term? Actually we do not have an 
equivalent American term. It is from 
two Japanese words that mean harbor 
and wave, and that is literally what it 
is. It is primarily waves in harbors or 
coastlines. 

If we look at the natural disasters we 
have in this world and the warning sys-
tems that we have, if we look at the 
very largest natural disasters, such as 
volcanic explosions, we generally have 
hours to months of warning time be-
fore a volcano will explode, and the 
emphasis is generally on months pro-
vided we have seismic devices measure 
the activity within the volcano. Hurri-
canes, we have days in which to pre-
pare and to evacuate or to tighten up 
our homes or other buildings. 
Tsunamis, we could have hours of 
warning if we have a good warning sys-
tem, and that is the big ‘‘if,’’ which I 
will talk about a bit later. 

Tornadoes we generally have 10 min-
utes to an hour of warning. And earth-
quakes we have no warning whatso-
ever. We know of no good warning sys-
tem for earthquakes. Although there 
are some precursors, we can never pre-
dict an earthquake precisely. And since 
earthquakes cause most tsunamis, that 
means it is very difficult to predict 
tsunamis. But because they take from 
minutes to hours to reach the shore 
once we detect the earthquake and de-
tect whether or not it causes a tsu-
nami, we do have some warning time 
available and we have a warning sys-
tem in the Pacific Ocean, which has 
been quite successful. 

Let us talk about some of the science 
behind tsunamis. Why do they occur? 
What is going on? How does an earth-
quake cause a tsunami? First of all, 
not all earthquakes do. If it is an 
earthquake that does not cause much 

shifting of the surface under the ocean, 
there is generally not much of a tsu-
nami. Also if it is a weak earthquake, 
it generally does not create a tsunami. 
But if we have a large earthquake, let 
us say above about 7.0, in that neigh-
borhood, on the Richter Scale, and if it 
involves substantial motion of mate-
rial, we will get a tsunami. 

And the most common way in which 
these are called is when there is a sub-
deduction, when a tectonic plate slid-
ing under another tectonic plate in the 
ocean and if there is a big movement 
and if it extends for many miles or 
many kilometers in the direction, we 
get a lot of motion in a very quick 
time. The water pours in to try to fill 
up that space. It is sort of like throw-
ing a rock in a pond, and we get ripples 
coming up. But if we are talking about 
an ocean, and a typical ocean depth is 
in the neighborhood of, let us say, 
15,000 feet, we have a huge amount of 
water being moved in a very short 
time, and it is like throwing a very, 
very, very large rock in the ocean. 

The waves that spread out from this 
disturbance are not very big. Typically 
the wave that is caused by an earth-
quake or an underwater volcano will 
only have a height ranging from a few 
inches to a few feet. So the waves that 
are traveling across the ocean are bare-
ly noticeable to a ship that is sailing 
on the ocean. And that is why we have 
this strange situation, terrible destruc-
tion around the Indian Ocean now, but 
the fishermen who were out in their 
ships were not injured. They scarcely 
even knew that they were lifted up a 
foot and then let down again as the 
wave went under. But the waves are 
very deep; and as they approach shore, 
it becomes shallower. All of that en-
ergy of motion is condensed together 
and the waves add together and create 
huge walls of water that hit the coast 
and travel inland from the coast. 

So if we have an earthquake, a vol-
cano, a landslide, a slump, a rock fall, 
anything that generates motion of a 
lot of water, as that spreads out across 
the ocean, it loses a little energy but 
not very much, and depending on the 
depth of the ocean, it can travel very 
rapidly. If the ocean is deep, we can get 
speeds of these waves on the order of 
the speed of a jet airplane. And it is 
just a tremendous speed to travel. That 
is why we do not have much warning 
time, because they travel very rapidly. 

As they approach shore, as I said, 
they slow down, mount up, and we get 
this huge wall of water. And it depends 
entirely upon the geology of the area, 
the shape of the land, the nature of the 
source of the earthquake. One of the 
most destructive that occurred was the 
one up in Alaska some years ago, and 
it was not that large an earthquake, 
but the wall of water that hit the land 
was over 100 feet high. It hit a rein-
forced concrete lighthouse and demol-
ished it and killed everyone inside. It 
had that kind of force, much more 
force than we had in the Indian Ocean 
last week, but it did not have as great 
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an extent. Interestingly enough, that 
tsunami which was close to Alaska did 
cause substantial damage in Hawaii 
and killed more people in Hawaii than 
it did in Alaska because Alaska is not 
very heavily populated and Hawaii is. 

So we have many different sources of 
tsunamis, and I hesitate to go into a 
great deal of detail on that. I do want 
to point out for the people who like to 
be terrified or those who like to make 
movies to terrify people that the larg-
est tsunamis, as I mentioned, would re-
sult from asteroids or meteorites. If 
one of those lands in an ocean area, we 
would have a tsunami that could to-
tally decimate all of the surrounding 
coastal area for miles inland. That has 
happened in the past geological history 
of this planet; but, in fact, it is quite 
rare. Usually the time between those is 
measured in millions of years, some-
times many millions of years. 

What about the warning system? As I 
said earlier, we do have the Pacific 
warning system. It has worked fairly 
well. What we have to do is have a good 
system to detect earthquakes since 
they are the main cause and seis-
mographs that could not only detect 
earthquakes but could detect a vol-
canic explosion or a volcanic collapse, 
anything that would move a lot of ma-
terial and therefore create a big hole 
for the water to pour into or else an ex-
plosion that would make the water 
move out. 

So if we have the seismographs that 
can detect that, then we have to have 
a method of calculating where the 
earthquake occurred, and we have that 
in many parts of the world. Unfortu-
nately it took a while to establish the 
exact location of the earthquake in the 
Indian Ocean and find out its mag-
nitude and find out really what the 
danger was. And then that tells us the 
starting time of the tsunami. 

Then we have to be able to detect the 
motion of it, the velocity. So we have 
to have buoys displaced around that 
can measure these waves I mentioned, 
which are not all that large; but we 
have to have a buoy system that can 
detect that so we can calculate the 
speed. 

And above all we need a warning sys-
tem that will send out a warning to the 
people in the countries that are going 
to be hit. That is where we completely 
failed in the Indian Ocean, because no 
one expected a tsunami of this size in 
the Indian Ocean. The Pacific system 
has worked reasonably well, but even 
then we cannot always predict far 
enough in advance exactly where it is 
going to hit and how hard it is going to 
hit. And as I said before, not every 
earthquake results in a tsunami. 

So we are going to have false alarms. 
We may send out the alert and the peo-
ple will all quickly evacuate the coast-
al areas, get to high ground, and there 
is just a minor little wave that comes 
in. It is like the boy who cried wolf. If 
this happens several times, people say, 
well, it is a good warning system, but 
we really do not need it. But we never 

know when the big one is going to 
come, so people have to be trained to 
follow the warning system no matter 
what and recognize that not every time 
will it result in a major tsunami in 
every location that is warned, but 
sometime it will. 

I believe it is incumbent upon us to 
lead the way as we have in developing 
the Pacific Ocean tsunami detection 
system which has saved a lot of lives. 
We cannot protect against a tsunami; 
so we cannot stop the property dam-
age. But at least we can save the lives. 

b 2115 

We know how to do it. The problem 
is, the nations around the Indian Ocean 
and in other threatened areas are going 
to have to join the effort and, above 
all, they are going to have to develop a 
warning system and train their people 
how the warning system will work and 
how tsunamis work so that they will 
take the warning seriously and flee to 
high ground at the first indication of 
any disaster of this sort. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me time, and I hope I have not taken 
too much time. But as I said, since so 
many people are interested in the na-
ture and the science behind tsunamis, I 
thought this might be helpful, particu-
larly as this Congress will be involved 
in the next year or 2 in helping to de-
cide on what type of warning system 
should be developed worldwide and 
what our role is going to be in that. 

Lest we think that all the tsunamis 
are in the Pacific, just because the ma-
jority are, be aware that there is po-
tential for huge tsunamis in the Atlan-
tic and, as we all know, we have a 
heavily populated Atlantic coastline, 
New York City just to name one major 
population center, but all the way from 
Maine down to Miami. We will have to 
worry about it. And the likelihood of it 
is small, but if it occurs, the prob-
ability of major damage is so high that 
we should not just concentrate on the 
Pacific Ocean, the Indian Ocean, but 
we should also worry about the Atlan-
tic Ocean and our eastern seaboard. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. It was 
certainly very helpful to have the gen-
tleman explain tsunamis and the effect 
and how precautions can be taken. We 
greatly appreciate the gentleman’s ex-
cellent scientific background that can 
be so helpful. I know I particularly rep-
resent the low country of South Caro-
lina, and we are certainly observing 
what has occurred in south Asia and we 
identify with our beaches of Hilton 
Head Island; it is a concern. But I 
thank the gentleman so much for his 
service. 

Mr. Speaker, as I complete my serv-
ice as the cochair of the India Caucus, 
I want to give a special thanks to Dino 
Tepparo who is the legislative assist-
ant and attorney of the office of the 
second district of South Carolina. I 
give so much credit to him for helping 
build the largest caucus on Capitol 
Hill. He also developed the website for 

the India Caucus, and he has really 
made a difference in trying for better 
relations between the world’s largest 
democracy of India and the oldest de-
mocracy of the United States. And 
Dino Tepparo is a person, I greatly ap-
preciate his efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, also I want to review 
the significance of this tragedy on so 
many different points, because it is so 
massive that it is almost over-
whelming, as was indicated by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) of 
the magnitude of what the people of 
the world are facing. As to the disaster 
background itself, on Sunday, Decem-
ber 26, a magnitude 9.0 earthquake off 
the West Coast of northern Sumatra, 
Indonesia triggered massive tsunamis 
that affected several countries 
throughout South and Southeast Asia 
as well as Somalia, Tanzania, and 
Kenya in East Africa. Aftershocks con-
tinued to occur in the region through 
January 1, when a magnitude 6.5 earth-
quake occurred off the west coast of 
northern Sumatra. 

The current situation. The estimated 
death toll from the December 26 earth-
quake and tsunamis is more than 
140,000 people in South and Southeast 
Asia and East Africa and may be as 
high as 150,000. Between 3 million to 5 
million people throughout the affected 
region are lacking basic survival re-
quirements, access to clean water, ade-
quate shelter, food, sanitation, and 
health care. Contaminated water 
sources in the affected countries have 
increased the risk of cholera, dys-
entery, malaria, and dengue fever. 

Approximately 500,000 people are dis-
placed in Indonesia. More than 889,175 
are displaced in Sri Lanka. Mr. Speak-
er, 3.5 million people are affected in 
India, and more than 10,000 are injured 
in Thailand. In addition, between 15,000 
and 30,000 may have been affected in 
Somalia, 12,000 are displaced in Malay-
sia, and approximately 12,000 are dis-
placed and 300,000 affected in the 
Maldives. 

The American response. On December 
31, President Bush pledged $350 million 
in relief and recovery assistance, bring-
ing the total amount of pledges from 
donor countries and the World Bank to 
an estimated $2 billion. The United 
States is leading a core group of na-
tions to help with immediate humani-
tarian relief, rehabilitation, and long- 
term reconstruction efforts, including 
India, Japan, and Australia. 

On January 2, U.S. Secretary of State 
Colin Powell led a delegation of U.S. 
officials, including Florida Governor 
Jeb Bush, to visit the disaster-stricken 
areas of Asia. The United States Pa-
cific Command said this week it is de-
ploying 20 ships from the docks in 
Hong Kong, Guam, and the island of 
Diego Garcia. The ships are loaded 
with medical equipment and mobile 
hospitals, 41 helicopters, 2,100 Marines, 
1,400 sailors, and the capacity to gen-
erate 600,000 gallons of fresh water 
daily. 

On December 27, the United States 
provided more than 3,000 metric tons of 
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rice to the U.N. World Food Program 
for use in the affected region. The 
United States Department of Defense 
and the United States Agency for 
International Development have estab-
lished regional coordination centers in 
Bangkok, Thailand, and in Colombo, 
Sri Lanka. These centers will help co-
ordinate the massive U.S. relief efforts. 

In addition to the hundreds of U.S. 
embassy and USAID mission staff who 
are now dedicated to the response to 
this disaster in their respective coun-
tries, USAID disaster assistance re-
sponse team members and other U.S. 
assistance team members are already 
on the ground and moving into the af-
fected countries. 

Of course, all of us want to advise our 
constituents, what can Americans do? 
Government officials on the ground are 
advising Americans wishing to offer 
support in the relief effort to focus on 
cash donations as opposed to shipments 
of used clothing, canned goods, or 
other commodities. While all assist-
ance is greatly appreciated, cash dona-
tions are proving to be the most help-
ful form of assistance for tsunami vic-
tims for the following reasons: cash is 
the fastest and most direct way to get 
assistance to specific affected areas 
through nongovernmental and chari-
table organizations that are estab-
lished and respected in the disaster re-
sponse field. The cost of shipping these 
types of goods exceeds the value of the 
goods themselves, and many of these 
goods may not be culturally appro-
priate or timely in their arrival. Cash 
will also be used to help the purchase 
of goods on the ground in the affected 
areas in order to help jump start the 
local economies which were so severely 
impacted by the tsunami. 

At this time, unless there is further 
response and there is, thank goodness, 
from Congressman EHLERS. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I just 
wanted to mention one point which I 
did not include, a very practical point 
for anyone who is in an area that 
might suffer a tsunami. There is a very 
natural warning system that nature 
provides, but it is very short term and 
that is before a tsunami, before the big 
waves roll in, the water recedes, not al-
ways, but almost always, and that is 
precisely what happened in this case. 
In fact, that killed more people be-
cause they did not recognize it. Any 
time one is on the coast and you see 
the water receding for some unex-
plained reason, head for high ground. 
That is your first warning. But, in fact, 
what happened, all the fish were left 
stranded on the shore, people rushed 
out, and especially children rushed out 
to grab the fish because obviously they 
need the food and they were out there 
beyond where they should have been 
when the water hit. They had no 
chance of survival whatsoever. 

So there is one good warning system 
every person in every country should 
be aware of, in case you are ever on 
shore, you see the water running out, 
you run in, and head for high ground as 
fast as you can. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Again, Mr. Speaker, we appreciate so 
much the gentleman’s practical advise, 
his expertise, and his obvious compas-
sion for the people of south Asia. 

As we conclude, I certainly want to 
say God bless our troops, and we will 
never forget September 11. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. LEWIS of Georgia) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Ms. PELOSI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. BACA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FARR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MOORE of Kansas, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. POMEROY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. ESHOO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. HINOJOSA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to House Resolution 
11, I move that the House do now ad-
journ in memory of the late Honorable 
ROBERT T. MATSUI. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Thursday, Janu-
ary 6, 2005, at 11 a.m., in memory of the 
late Honorable ROBERT T. MATSUI of 
California. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES AFTER SINE 
DIE ADJOURNMENT OF THE 
108TH CONGRESS 2D SESSION 
AND FOLLOWING PUBLICATION 
OF THE FINAL EDITION OF THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD OF 
THE 108TH CONGRESS 

f 

APPOINTMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
AFTER SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT 

Pursuant to section 1238(b)(3) of the 
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Au-
thorization Act for fiscal year 2001 (22 

U.S.C. 7002), amended by Division P of 
the Consolidated Apropriations Resolu-
tion, 2003 (P.L. 108–7), and the order of 
the House of December 8, 2003, the 
Speaker reappointed the following 
Member on the part of the House to the 
United States-China Economic and Se-
curity Review Commission: 

Mr. Larry Wortzel, Alexandria, VA, 
for a term to expire December 31, 2006. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM HON. 
NANCY PELOSI, DEMOCRATIC 
LEADER, AFTER SINE DIE AD-
JOURNMENT 

ONE HUNDRED EIGHTH CONGRESS, 
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER, 

December 31, 2004. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 

1238(b)(3) of the Floyd D. Spence National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2001 (P.L. 106–398), I hereby appoint Mr. Mi-
chael Wessel of Virginia, for a term of two 
years, to the United States-China Security 
Review Commission. 

Best regards, 
NANCY PELOSI. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a letter indi-
cating the President’s concurrence with Con-
gress in the designation of funds provided as 
part of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 
FY 2005 (H.R. 4818) as an emergency require-
ment to support the African Union security 
force in Darfur, as well as to construct a 
mail irradiation facility in Washington, 
D.C.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Air 
Force, Department of Defense, transmitting 
notification that the Program Acquisition 
Unit Cost and the Average Procurement Unit 
Cost for the Advanced Extremely High Fre-
quency (AEHF) Program exceeds the Acqui-
sition Program Baseline values by more than 
15 percent, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2433(e)(1); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

3. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of Captain Gerald R. Beaman, 
United States Navy, to wear the insignia of 
the grade of rear admiral (lower half) in ac-
cordance with title 10, United States Code, 
section 777; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

4. A letter from the President and Chair-
man, Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, transmitting a report on trans-
actions involving U.S. exports to Egypt pur-
suant to Section 2(b)(3) of the Export-Import 
Bank Act of 1945, as amended, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

5. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting a copy of 
the Commission’s Report to Congress Under 
Sections 318 and 319 of the Fair and Accurate 
Credit Transactions Act of 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

6. A letter from the Chairperson, National 
Council on Disability, transmitting a report 
entitled, ‘‘Livable Communities for Adults 
with Disabilities,’’ pursuant to 29 U.S.C. 
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781(a)(8); to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

7. A letter from the Administrator, Energy 
Information Administration, Department of 
Energy, transmitting a copy of the Energy 
Information Administration’s report entitled 
‘‘Annual Energy Outlook 2005,’’ pursuant to 
15 U.S.C. 790f(a)(1); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

8. A letter from the Secretary, Department 
of Health and Human Services, transmitting 
a report on the Department’s Implementa-
tion of Title II, Section 351A(b) of the Public 
Health Security and Bioterrorism Prepared-
ness and Response Act of 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

9. A letter from the Secretaries, Depart-
ments of Commerce and Health and Human 
Services, transmitting a report on Prescrip-
tion Drug Importation, pursuant to Public 
Law 108–173; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

10. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
15-04 informing of an intent to sign a Memo-
randum of Agreement Concerning Combating 
Terrorism Research and Development with 
Israel, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

11. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
15-04 informing of an intent to sign a Memo-
randum of Understanding for Cooperative 
Research and Technology Projects (RTP) be-
tween the United States, France, Germany, 
Italy, and the United Kingdom, pursuant to 
22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

12. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

13. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, De-
partment of the Tresury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), sec-
tion 505(c) of the International Security and 
Development Cooperation Act of 1985, 22 
U.S.C. 2349aa-9(c), and pursuant to Executive 
Order 13313 of July 31, 2003, the final six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Libya that was de-
clared in Executive Order 12543 of January 7, 
1986, and terminated in Executive Order 13357 
of September 20, 2004; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

14. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification of intent to obli-
gate funds for purposes of Nonproliferation 
and Disarmament Fund (NDF) activities; to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

15. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a Memorandum of Justification 
for a Drawdown to support the Government 
of Afghanistan, pursuant to Section 202 and 
other relevant provisions of the Afghanistan 
Freedom Support Act (Pub. L. 107-327, as 
amended) and Sections 506 and 652 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended; 
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions. 

16. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to Section 620C(c) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 

amended, and in accordance with section 
1(a)(6) of Executive Order 13313, a report pre-
pared by the Department of State and the 
National Security Council on the progress 
toward a negotiated solution of the Cyprus 
question covering the period October 1, 2004 
through November 30, 2004; to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

17. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a copy of Presidential Deter-
mination No. 2005-10, ‘‘Waiver of Restrictions 
on Providing Funds to the Palestinian Au-
thority,’’ pursuant to Section 552, Section 
515, and Section 529 of the FY 2004 Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related 
Programs Appropriations Act (Div. D, Pub. 
L. 108-309), as carried forward under the FY 
2005 Continuing Resolution (Pub. L. 108-309, 
as amended), as well as Section 634A of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended; 
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions. 

18. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, President’s Pay 
Agent, transmitting a report justifying the 
reasons for the extension of locality-based 
comparability payments to categories of po-
sitions that are in more than one executive 
agency, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 5304(h)(2)(C); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

19. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the thirty- 
first Semiannual Report to Congress on 
Audit Follow-Up, covering the six-month pe-
riod ending September 30, 2004 in compliance 
with the Inspector General Act Amendments 
of 1988, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) section 5(b); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

20. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Appalachian Regional Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Performance and 
Accountability report for FY 2004; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

21. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair, Ap-
palachian Regional Commission, transmit-
ting the semiannual report on the activities 
of the Office of Inspector General for the pe-
riod April 1, 2004, through September 30, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) 
section 8G(h)(2); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

22. A letter from the Chair, CPB Board of 
Directors, Corporation for Public Broad-
casting, transmitting the semiannual report 
of the Office of the Inspector General for the 
period ending September 30, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

23. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting two 
Semiannual Reports which were prepared 
separately by Treasury’s Office of Inspector 
General (OIG) and the Treasury Inspector 
General for Tax Administration (TIGTA) for 
the period ended September 30, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 
5(b); to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

24. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the Fi-
nancial Report of the United States Govern-
ment for Fiscal Year 2004 (Financial Report), 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 331(e)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

25. A letter from the White House Liaison, 
Department of Education, transmitting a re-
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

26. A letter from the White House Liaison, 
Department of Education, transmitting a re-
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

27. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management, Budget and Evaluation, Chief 

Financial Officer, Department of Energy, 
transmitting pursuant to the provisions of 
the Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
(FAIR) Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-270) and OMB 
Circular A-76, Performance of Commercial 
Activities, the Department’s FY 2004 inven-
tory of commercial activities performed by 
federal employees and inventory of inher-
ently governmental activities; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

28. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the semiannual report of the Inspector Gen-
eral for the period April 1, 2004 through Sep-
tember 30, 2004, pursuant to PUb. L. 95–452, 
section 5; to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

29. A letter from the Attorney General, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting the semi-
annual report on the activities of the Office 
of Inspector General for the period April 1, 
2004 through September 30, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

30. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration and Management, De-
partment of Labor, transmitting in accord-
ance with Section 647(b) of Division F of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 2004, 
Pub. L. 108-199, and the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Memorandum 04-07, the De-
partment’s report on competitive sourcing 
efforts for FY 2004 and 2005; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

31. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Performance and Accountability Re-
port for FY 2004 and a copy of the Depart-
ment’s Office of Inspector General Program 
Performance Report for FY 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

32. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting a 
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

33. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting a 
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

34. A letter from the Administrator, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Fiscal Year 2004 Annual Report; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

35. A letter from the Chair, Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission, transmitting 
the semiannual report on the activities of 
the Inspector General and management’s re-
port for the period ending September 30, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) 
section 5(b); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

36. A letter from the Director, Financial 
Management, General Accounting Office, 
transmitting the FY 2004 annual report of 
the Comptrollers’ General Retirement Sys-
tem, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9503(a)(1)(B); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

37. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s thirty-first report on 
audit final action, as well as the semiannual 
report on the Office of Inspector General au-
diting activity, pursuant to Public Law 100– 
504, section 5; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

38. A letter from the Chairman, Inter-
national Trade Commission, transmitting 
the semiannual report on the activities of 
the Office of Inspector General for the period 
April 1, 2004 through September 30, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) sec-
tion 8G(h)(2); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

39. A letter from the Executive Director for 
Operations, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting pursuant to the provisions of 
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the Federal Activities Inventory Reform 
(FAIR) Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-270) and OMB 
Circular A-76, Performance of Commercial 
Activities, the Commission’s FY 2004 inven-
tory of Commercial Activities and Inher-
ently Governmental Functions; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

40. A letter from the Director, Peace Corps, 
transmitting the semiannual report on the 
activities of the Office of Inspector General 
for the period April 1, 2004 through Sep-
tember 30, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. 
(Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

41. A letter from the Director, Peace Corps, 
transmitting in accordance with Section 
647(b) of Division F of the Consolidated Ap-
propriations Act, FY 2004, Pub. L. 108-199, 
and the Office of Management and Budget 
Memorandum 04-07, the Corps’ report on 
competitive sourcing efforts for FY 2004; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

42. A letter from the Director, Peace Corps, 
transmitting the Peace Corps’ Performance 
and Accountability Report for FY 2004; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

43. A letter from the Board Members, Rail-
road Retirement Board, transmitting in ac-
cordance with Section 647(b) of Division F of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 
2004, Pub. L. 108-199, and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget Memorandum 04-07, the 
Board’s report on competitive sourcing ef-
forts for FY 2004; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

44. A letter from the Chairman, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
semiannual report on activities of the In-
spector General for the period of April 1, 2004 
through September 30, 2004 and the Manage-
ment Response for the same period, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); 
to the Committee on Government Reform. 

45. A letter from the Commissioner, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting in ac-
cordance with Section 647(b) of Division F of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 
2004, Pub. L. 108-199, and the Office of Man-
agement and Budget Memorandum 04-07, the 
Administration’s report on competitive 
sourcing efforts for FY 2004; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

46. A letter from the Architect of the Cap-
itol, transmitting a report discussing the 
Congressional Office recycling programs for 
traditional and electronic equipment waste 
(E-waste) for the fourth quarter of FY 2004, 
pursuant to the directions issued in House 
Report 107-576; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

47. A letter from the Clerk, U.S. House of 
Representatives, transmitting list of reports 
pursuant to clause 2, Rule II of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives, pursuant to 
Rule II, clause 2(b), of the Rules of the 
House; (H. Doc. No. 109–4); to the Committee 
on House Administration and ordered to be 
printed. 

48. A letter from the Coordinator, Forms 
Committee, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting revisions to Schedules H1, H2, 
H3, and H4 of FEC Form 3X, Report of Re-
ceipts and Disbursements for Other than an 
Authorized Committee, revisions to the in-
structions for FEC Form 3X, and the Expla-
nation and Justification for these revisions; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

49. A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting the ‘‘U.S. 
Ocean Action Plan,’’ a report and statement 
of proposals prepared by the Council on En-
vironmental Quality in response to the Com-
mission on Ocean Policy’s final 
recomendations, pursuant to Public Law 106– 
256, section 4 33 U.S.C. 857–19; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

50. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De-

partment of Justice, transmitting The 
activites of the Department of Justice re-
garding prison rape abatement for the pre-
ceding calendar year, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
15604 Public Law 108–79, section 5(b)(1); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

51. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the designation as ‘‘foreign ter-
rorist organization’’ pursuant to Section 219 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, pur-
suant to 8 U.S.C. 1189; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

52. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the designation as ‘‘foreign ter-
rorist organization’’ pursuant to Section 219 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, pur-
suant to 8 U.S.C. 1189; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

53. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army for Civil Works, Department of De-
fense, transmitting a letter supporting the 
authorization as modified herein of construc-
tion of a flood damage reduction project for 
Antelope Creek, Lincoln, Nebraska, pursuant 
to Section 101(b)(19) of the Water Resources 
Development Act (WRDA) of 2000, and plans 
to implement the project through the nor-
mal budget process at the appropriate time; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

54. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation 
Regulations; Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway 
(AICW), Elizabeth River, Southern Branch, 
Virginia [CGD05-04-233] (RIN: 1625-AA-09) re-
ceived December 27, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

55. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation 
Regulation; Mississippi River, Iowa, and Illi-
nois [CGD08-04-040] (RIN: 1625-AA09) received 
December 27, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

56. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Warrensburg, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA-2004-1933; Airspace 
Docket No. 04-ACE-62] received December 15, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

57. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Dodge City, KS. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19325; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-54] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

58. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Estab-
lishment of Class E Airspace; Napa, CA 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-18697; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-AWP-4] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

59. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Harvard, NE. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19331; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-60] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

60. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-

mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Hartington, NE. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19332; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-61] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

61. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Sedalia, MO. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19334; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-63] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

62. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class D and Class E Airspace; 
Prescott, AZ [Docket No. FAA-2004-18815; 
Airspace Docket No. 04-AWP-2] received De-
cember 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

63. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Scribner, NE. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19327; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-56] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

64. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Nebraska City, 
NE. [Docket No. FAA-2004-19328; Airspace 
Docket No. 04-ACE-57] received December 15, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

65. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Imperial, NE. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19329; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-58] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

66. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Oberlin, KS. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19326; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-55] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

67. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Somerset, KY 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-18465; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ASO-8] received Decemebr 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

68. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Amend-
ment of Restricted Area 2306C, Yuma West, 
AZ [Docket No. FAA-2001-17180; Airspace 
Docket No. 03-AWP-03] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived December 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

69. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Estab-
lishment of Class D Airspace; Riverside 
March Field, CA [Docket No. FAA-2004-17738; 
Airspace Docket No. 04-AWP-5] received De-
cember 15, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 
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70. A letter from the Program Analyst, 

FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Modi-
fication of Class E Airspace; Dodge City, KS. 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19325; Airspace Docket 
No. 04-ACE-54] received December 15, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

71. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model DC-9-81 (MD-81), DC-9-82 (MD-82), DC- 
9-83 (MD-83), DC-9-87 (MD-87), and Model MD- 
88 Airplanes [Docket No. 2000-NM-169-AD; 
Amendment 39-13860; AD 2004-23-05] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

72. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 737-100, 
-200, -300, -400, -500 Series Airplanes [Docket 
No. 2002-NM-324-AD; Amendment 39-13862; AD 
2004-23-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

73. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Empresa Brasileira de 
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model EMB- 
135 and -145 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
2002-NM-346-AD; Amendment 39-13864; AD 
2004-23-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

74. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 767-200, 
-300, and -300F Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2004-19569; Directorate Identifier 2004- 
NM-179-AD; Amendment 39-13869; AD 2004-23- 
14] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

75. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 757-200 
and -300 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2001- 
NM-182-AD; Amendment 39-13867; AD 2004-23- 
12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

76. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 757-200, 
-200PF, -200CB, and -300 Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2001-NM-74-AD; Amendment 39- 
13861; AD 2004-23-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

77. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; MD Helicopters, Inc. 
Model MD900 Helicopters [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-19613; Directorate Identifier 2004-SW-38- 
AD; Amendment 39-13870; AD 2004-23-15] re-
ceived December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

78. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Gulfstream Model GV 
and GV-SP Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2004-19492; Directorate Identifier 2004- 

NM-200-AD; Amendment 39-13844; AD 2004-22- 
16] (RIN: 2120-AA64] received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

79. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Bell Helicopter Tex-
tron Canada Model 206L-1 and 206L-3 Heli-
copters [Docket No. 2004-SW-03-AD; Amend-
ment 39-13841; AD 2004-22-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

80. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Raytheon Aircraft 
Company Model B100 Airplanes [Docket No. 
2004-CE-11-AD; Amendment 39-13856; AD 2004- 
22-28] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

81. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
CL-600-2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 & 440) 
Airplanes [Docket No. 2003-NM-11-AD; 
Amendment 39-13851; AD 2004-22-23] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

82. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A310 Se-
ries Airplanes; and Model A300 B4-600, B4- 
600R, and F4-600R Series Airplanes; and 
Model C4-605R Variant F Airplanes (Collec-
tively Called A300-600) [Docket No. FAA-2004- 
18603; Directorate Identifier 2003-NM-14-AD; 
Amendment 39-13850; AD 2004-22-22] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

83. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A300 B4- 
600R and A300 F4-600R Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2002-NM-97-AD; Amendment 39- 
13863; AD 2004-23-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

84. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 737-700 
and -800 Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-18996; Directorate Identifier 2004-NM-40- 
AD; Amendment 39-13865; AD 2004-23-10] re-
ceived December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

85. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A319 
and A320 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2002- 
NM-153-AD; Amendment 39-13859; AD 2004-23- 
04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

86. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model MD-11 and -11F Airplanes [Docket No. 
2000-NM-32-AD; Amendment 39-13846] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

87. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-

mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Raytheon Aircraft 
Company 65, 90, 95, 100, 200, and 1900 Series 
Airplanes, and Models 70 and 300 Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2003-CE-51-AD; Amendment 39- 
13857; AD 2004-23-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

88. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model MD-11 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-18573; Directorate Identifier 2003-NM-71- 
AD; Amednment 39-13847; AD 2004-22-19] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

89. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. 
Model PC-7 Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2004- 
18579; Directorate Identifier 2004-CE-19-AD; 
Amendment 39-13856; AD 2004-23-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

90. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; McDonnell Douglas 
Model MD-11 and -11F Airplanes [Docket No. 
2001-NM-54-AD; Amendment 39-13845; AD 
2004-22-17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 29, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

91. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Empresa Brasileira de 
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model EMB- 
135 and -145 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2004-19767; Directorate Identifier 2004- 
NM-139-AD; Amendment 39-13900; AD 2004-25- 
12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

92. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 767-300 
and -400ER Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
2004-NM-33-AD; Amendment 39-13898; AD 
2004-25-10] received Decmeber 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

93. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A318, 
A319, A320, and A321 Series Airplanes [Dock-
et No. FAA-2004-19023; Directorate Identifier 
2004-NM-123-AD; Amendment 39-13899; AD 
2004-25-11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

94. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Mooney Aircraft Cor-
poration Models M20B, M20C, M20D, M20E, 
M20F, M20G, and M20J Airplanes [Docket No. 
98-CE-64-AD; Amendment 39-13891; AD 2004- 
25-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received December 28, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

95. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 707 Air-
planes and Model 720 and 720B Series Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2004-19228; Direc-
torate Identifier 2004-NM-77-AD; Amendment 
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39-13897; AD 2004-25-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

96. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747-100, 
747-100B, 747-100B SUD, 747-200B, 747-200C, 747- 
200F, 747-300, 747SP, and 747SR Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2004-19811; Directorate 
Identifier 2004-NM-201-AD; Amendment 39- 
13893; AD 2004-25-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

97. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A330 
and A340 Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA- 
2004-19816; Directorate Identifier 2004-NM-231- 
AD; Amendment 39-13895; AD 2004-25-07] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received December 28, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

98. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Schempp-Hirth 
Flugzeugbau GmbH Model Duo-Discus Glid-
ers [Docket No. FAA-2004-19556; DIrectorate 
Identifier 2004-CE-37-AD; Amendment 39- 
13887; AD 2004-24-11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
December 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

99. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A318, 
A319, A320, and A321 Series Airplanes [Dock-
et No. FAA-2004-19817; Directorate Identifier 
2004-NM-237-AD; Amendment 39-13896; AD 
2004-25-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

100. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
FAA, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747-100, 
747-100B, 747-100B SUD, 747-200B, 747-200C, 747- 
200F, and 747-300 Series Airplanes; and Model 
747SP and 747SR Series Airplanes [Docket 
No. FAA-2004-19815; Directorate Identifier 
2004-NM-215-AD; Amendment 39-13894; AD 
2004-25-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Decem-
ber 28, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 
[The following report was filed on December 27, 

2004] 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on 

Transportation and Infrastructure. Sum-
mary of Legislative and Oversight Activities 
of the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure for the 108th Congress (Rept. 
108–799). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 
[The following report was filed on December 29, 

2004] 
Mr. MANZULLO: Committee on Small 

Business. Summary of Activities of the Com-
mittee on Small Business for the 108th Con-
gress (Rept. 108–800). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

[The following reports were filed on January 3, 
2005] 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. Report on Activities of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 108th Con-
gress (Rept. 108–801). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. OXLEY: Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. Report on the Activity of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services for the 108th 
Congress (Rept. 108–802). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. BARTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. Report on the Activity of the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, 108th 
Congress (Rept. 108–803). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on Agri-
culture. Report of the Committee on Agri-
culture on Activities During the 108th Con-
gress (Rept. 108–804). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER: Committee on the 
Judiciary. Report on the Activities of the 
Committee on the Judiciary During the 
108th Congress (Rept. 108–805). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. HEFLEY: Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct. Summary of Activities of 
the Committee on Standards of Official Con-
duct for the 108th Congress (Rept. 108–806). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. HUNTER: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. Report of the Activities of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, 108th Congress 
(Rept. 108–807). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. Activities Report of the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 108th Con-
gress (Rept. 108–808). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. HYDE: Committee on International 
Relations. Legislative Review Activities of 
the Committee on International Relations, 
108th Congress (Rept. 108–809). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS: Committee on Ways and 
Means. Report on the Legislative and Over-
sight Activities of the Committee on Ways 
and Means During the 108th Congress (Rept. 
108–810). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. Re-
port on Legislative and Oversight Activities 
of the Committee on Resources During the 
108th Congress (Rept. 108–811). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. COX: Select Committee on Homeland 
Security. Report on Legislative and Over-
sight Activities of the House Select Com-
mittee on Homeland Security During the 
108th Congress (Rept. 108–812). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. BOEHNER: Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. Report on the Activities 
of the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce During the 108th Congress (Rept. 
108–813). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. DREIER: Committee on Rules. Survey 
of Activities of the House Committee on 
Rules, 108th Congress (Rept. 108–814). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. WALDEN of Oregon (for him-
self, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. PETERSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KING of Iowa, Ms. 
HERSETH, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. MCHUGH, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. NEY, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. KIND, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
BRADLEY of New Hampshire, and Mr. 
HALL): 

H.R. 11. A bill to extend the temporary in-
crease in payments under the Medicare Pro-
gram for home health services furnished in a 
rural area; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HAYWORTH: 
H.R. 12. A bill to amend the Education 

Land Grant Act to require the Secretary of 
Agriculture to pay the costs of environ-
mental reviews with respect to conveyances 
under that Act; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota (for 
himself, Mr. NUNES, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. RADANOVICH, Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas, Mr. LATOURETTE, 
Mr. INSLEE, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. DAVIS 
of Tennessee, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. BARTLETT 
of Maryland, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, 
Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 
WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 
COX, and Mr. ROGERS of Alabama): 

H.R. 13. A bill to respond to the illegal pro-
duction, distribution, and use of 
methamphetamines in the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Agriculture, Resources, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HAYWORTH: 
H.R. 14. A bill to limit the United States 

share of assessments for the United Nations 
regular budget; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

By Mr. DINGELL: 
H.R. 15. A bill to provide a program of na-

tional health insurance, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HAYWORTH (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, and Mr. PAUL): 

H.R. 16. A bill to clarify the rights of Indi-
ans and Indian tribes on Indian lands under 
the National Labor Relations Act; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HAYWORTH: 
H.R. 17. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit for resi-
dential solar energy property; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BACA (for himself, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. CALVERT, and Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER of California): 

H.R. 18. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior, acting through the Bureau of 
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Reclamation and in coordination with other 
Federal, State, and local government agen-
cies, to participate in the funding and imple-
mentation of a balanced, long-term ground-
water remediation program in California, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE (for himself, Mr. 
HAYES, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. DAVIS of 
Tennessee): 

H.R. 20. A bill to establish the SouthEast 
Crescent Authority, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCINTYRE (for himself and Mr. 
HAYES): 

H.R. 21. A bill to provide for the recogni-
tion of the Lumbee Tribe of North Carolina, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. MCHUGH (for himself, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. TOM DAVIS of 
Virginia, and Mr. WAXMAN): 

H.R. 22. A bill to reform the postal laws of 
the United States; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 23. A bill to amend title 46, United 

States Code, and title II of the Social Secu-
rity Act to provide benefits to certain indi-
viduals who served in the United States mer-
chant marine (including the Army Transport 
Service and the Naval Transport Service) 
during World War II; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
BERMAN, and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California): 

H.R. 24. A bill to encourage the preserva-
tion and restoration of copyrighted works 
for research, scholarly, and educational pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on House 
Administration, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LINDER (for himself, Mr. 
DELAY, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. GUTKNECHT, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, and Mr. PRICE of Georgia): 

H.R. 25. A bill to promote freedom, fair-
ness, and economic opportunity by repealing 
the income tax and other taxes, abolishing 
the Internal Revenue Service, and enacting a 
national sales tax to be administered pri-
marily by the States; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTER (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. MCKEON, and Mr. 
TIAHRT): 

H.R. 26. A bill to amend the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 to establish a Personal 
Reemployment Accounts grant program to 
assist Americans in returning to work; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Mr. MCKEON (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. PORTER, 
and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 27. A bill to enhance the workforce in-
vestment system of the Nation by strength-
ening one-stop career centers, providing for 

more effective governance arrangements, 
promoting access to a more comprehensive 
array of employment, training, and related 
services, establishing a targeted approach to 
serving youth, and improving performance 
accountability, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Mrs. BIGGERT (for herself, Mr. 
DAVIS of Tennessee, and Mr. BOEH-
LERT): 

H.R. 28. A bill to amend the High-Perform-
ance Computing Act of 1991; to the Com-
mittee on Science. 

By Mrs. BONO (for herself, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. BUYER, Mr. 
GILLMOR, Mr. HALL, Mr. RADANOVICH, 
Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. FER-
GUSON, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mrs. CUBIN, 
Mr. STEARNS, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. 
TERRY, and Mr. OTTER): 

H.R. 29. A bill to protect users of the Inter-
net from unknowing transmission of their 
personally identifiable information through 
spyware programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MICA (for himself, Mr. SIM-
MONS, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. WELDON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, and 
Mr. HUNTER): 

H.R. 30. A bill to provide compensation for 
certain World War II veterans who survived 
the Bataan Death March and were held as 
prisoners of war by the Japanese; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MICA: 
H.R. 31. A bill to direct the Administrator 

of General Services to take such action as 
may be necessary to have the Federal Trade 
Commission vacate the building located at 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and to make that building 
available for occupancy by the National Gal-
lery of Art; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. KNOLLENBERG (for himself, 
Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. EHLERS, 
Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. WELDON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, Mr. CHABOT, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. TERRY): 

H.R. 32. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide criminal penalties 
for trafficking in counterfeit marks; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EHLERS: 
H.R. 33. A bill to amend the Metric Conver-

sion Act of 1975 to require Federal agencies 
to impose certain requirements on recipients 
of awards for scientific and engineering re-
search; to the Committee on Science. 

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. LEWIS of 
Kentucky, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. KING-
STON, Mr. COBLE, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. 
GUTKNECHT, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. PUT-
NAM, Mr. HAYES, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. 
WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. PAUL, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. RENZI, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. SAXTON, 
Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 34. A bill to redesignate the Depart-
ment of the Navy as the Department of the 
Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 35. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

Transportation to carry out a project to 
widen Interstate Route 35 East in Denton 
County, Texas; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 
H.R. 36. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for a small agri- 
biodiesel producer credit and to improve the 
small ethanol producer credit; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Ms. 
HARRIS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. ROGERS of 
Michigan, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. 
TERRY, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 37. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for 
premiums for high deductible health plans 
required with respect to health savings ac-
counts; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BAIRD: 
H.R. 38. A bill to designate a portion of the 

White Salmon River as a component of the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System; to 
the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 39. A bill to establish and implement 

a competitive oil and gas leasing program 
that will result in an environmentally sound 
and job creating program for the explo-
ration, development, and production of the 
oil and gas resources of the Coastal Plain, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON- 
LEE of Texas, Ms. LEE, Mr. MEEK of 
Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Ms. WATERS, Mr. WATT, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. OWENS, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TOWNS, and Ms. 
WATSON): 

H.R. 40. A bill to acknowledge the funda-
mental injustice, cruelty, brutality, and in-
humanity of slavery in the United States 
and the 13 American colonies between 1619 
and 1865 and to establish a commission to ex-
amine the institution of slavery, subse-
quently de jure and de facto racial and eco-
nomic discrimination against African-Amer-
icans, and the impact of these forces on liv-
ing African-Americans, to make rec-
ommendations to the Congress on appro-
priate remedies, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
(for himself, Mr. COX, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. 
GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
GARY G. MILLER of California, Mr. 
BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. PITTS, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. RYUN of Kansas, 
Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr. FLAKE, and Mr. 
GOODE): 

H.R. 41. A bill to establish a commission on 
tax reform; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Rules, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 
H.R. 42. A bill to ensure that the right of 

an individual to display the flag of the 
United States on residential property not be 
abridged; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 
H.R. 43. A bill to recognize the birthdays of 

Presidents George Washington and Abraham 
Lincoln; to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 
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By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 

H.R. 45. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prohibit the use of pub-
lic funds for political party conventions; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 
H.R. 46. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-

tion Campaign Act of 1971 to repeal the re-
quirement that persons making disburse-
ments for electioneering communications 
file reports on such disbursements with the 
Federal Election Commission and the prohi-
bition against the making of disbursements 
for electioneering communications by cor-
porations and labor organizations, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 
H.R. 47. A bill to protect the right to ob-

tain firearms for security, and to use fire-
arms in defense of self, family, or home, and 
to provide for the enforcement of such right; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland: 
H.R. 48. A bill to amend the Controlled 

Substances Act and the Controlled Sub-
stances Import and Export Act with respect 
to penalties for powder cocaine and crack co-
caine offenses; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BIGGERT (for herself and Mr. 
STRICKLAND): 

H.R. 49. A bill to amend title V of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to raise awareness of eating disorders 
and to create educational programs con-
cerning the same, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 51. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to increase the dollar limi-
tation on employer-provided group term life 
insurance that can be excluded from the 
gross income of the employee; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. CAPITO: 
H.R. 52. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to further protect rail and mass 
transportation, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CAPITO: 
H.R. 53. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on chloroneb; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASTLE: 
H.R. 54. A bill to amend title 31, United 

States Code, to provide reasonable standards 
for congressional gold medals, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. DREIER: 
H.R. 55. A bill to make the Federal employ-

ees health benefits program available to in-
dividuals age 55 to 65 who would not other-
wise have health insurance; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Ms. CARSON, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. WYNN, Mr. MEEK of 
Florida, Ms. WATSON, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and 
Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan): 

H.R. 56. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to establish 
health empowerment zone programs in com-

munities that disproportionately experience 
disparities in health status and health care, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself 
and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.R. 57. A bill to amend titles XI and XIX 
of the Social Security Act to remove the cap 
on Medicaid payments for Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, Guam, the Northern Mariana 
Islands, and American Samoa and to adjust 
the Medicaid statutory matching rate for 
those territories; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H.R. 59. A bill to repeal certain sections of 

the Act of May 26, 1936, pertaining to the 
Virgin Islands; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (for 
herself, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. WU, and 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA): 

H.R. 60. A bill to designate Sri Lanka, 
India, Indonesia, Thailand, Somalia, 
Myanmar, Malaysia, Maldives, Tanzania, 
Seychelles, Bangladesh, and Kenya under 
section 244 of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act in order to render nationals of such 
foreign states eligible for temporary pro-
tected status under such section; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H.R. 61. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Interior to conduct a study of the suit-
ability and feasibility of establishing the St. 
Croix National Heritage Area in St. Croix, 
United States Virgin Islands, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself 
and Mr. RAHALL): 

H.R. 62. A bill to create the Office of Chief 
Financial Officer of the Government of the 
Virgin Islands, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. WATT, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. WEINER, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. CARSON, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. 
LEE, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, 
Mr. OWENS, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr. 
WYNN): 

H.R. 63. A bill to treat the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November in the 
same manner as any legal public holiday for 
purposes of Federal employment, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. COX (for himself, Mr. BONILLA, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. 
AKIN, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, Mr. WELLER, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
WAMP, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. CAN-
TOR, Mr. CHOCOLA, Miss MCMORRIS, 
Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. DREIER, Mr. 
FOSSELLA, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of 
Virginia, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. OTTER, 
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. 
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. KING-
STON, Mr. HALL, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mrs. BONO, Mr. OXLEY, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
PENCE, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. ADERHOLT, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. TIBERI, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
KLINE, Mr. FORBES, Mr. MACK, Mr. 
KIRK, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. BOEHNER, 
Mrs. KELLY, and Mr. JONES of North 
Carolina): 

H.R. 64. A bill to repeal the Federal death 
tax, including the estate and gift taxes and 
the tax on generation-skipping transfers; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIBBONS: 
H.R. 65. A bill to amend the age restric-

tions for pilots; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. COX (for himself, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. AKIN, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. BASS, Mr. 
BEAUPREZ, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. 
BONO, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BOYD, Mr. 
BRADLEY of New Hampshire, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. 
BURGESS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. CHOCOLA, Mr. COLE of 
Oklahoma, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mrs. JO 
ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, 
Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
GOODE, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. GREEN of 
Wisconsin, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HALL, 
Mr. HAYES, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. HERGER, 
Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
ISTOOK, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. MANZULLO, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Michigan, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mrs. MYRICK, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. 
OTTER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. PENCE, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. RYUN of 
Kansas, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. 
TANCREDO, Mr. TERRY, Mr. TURNER, 
and Mr. WILSON of South Carolina): 

H.R. 66. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve health care 
choice by providing for the tax deductibility 
of medical expenses by individuals; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRENSHAW: 
H.R. 67. A bill to establish the National 

Commission on the Modernization of the 
United Nations; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (for himself, Mr. 
DELAY, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
and Mr. SCHIFF): 

H.R. 68. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the 50th anniversary of the establish-
ment of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration and the Jet Propulsion Lab-
oratory; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 69. A bill to require assurances that 

certain family planning service projects and 
programs will provide pamphlets containing 
the contact information of adoption centers; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 70. A bill to authorize States to regu-

late the receipt and disposal of out-of-State 
municipal solid waste; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 71. A bill to support the Boy Scouts of 

America and the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 72. A bill to define marriage for all 

legal purposes in the District of Columbia to 
consist of the union of one man and one 
woman; to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 73. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Interior to conduct a study of the suit-
ability and feasibility of establishing the 
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Northern Neck National Heritage Area in 
Virginia, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 74. A bill to amend the Federal Water 

Pollution Control Act to impose limitations 
on wetlands mitigation activities carried out 
through the condemnation of private prop-
erty; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.R. 75. A bill to require the Comptroller 

General to prepare statements for bills and 
resolutions reported by committees of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate on 
whether any new entities, programs, or func-
tions authorized by the bills or resolutions 
are redundant with existing Federal entities, 
programs, or functions and could be more ef-
ficiently performed by an existing Federal 
entity, program, or function, and to require 
such statements to accompany reports on 
legislation; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: 
H.R. 76. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to improve access to medical 
services for veterans seeking treatment at 
Department of Veterans Affairs outpatient 
clinics with exceptionally long waiting peri-
ods; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: 
H.R. 77. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to allow remarried widows, 
widowers, and surviving divorced spouses to 
become or remain entitled to widow’s or wid-
ower’s insurance benefits if the prior mar-
riage was for at least 10 years; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: 
H.R. 78. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to provide for payment of 
lump-sum death payments upon the death of 
a spouse; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.R. 79. A bill to establish the Medicare El-

igible Military Retiree Health Care Con-
sensus Task Force; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.R. 80. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to provide for an improved 
benefit computation formula for workers af-
fected by the changes in benefit computation 
rules enacted in the Social Security Amend-
ments of 1977 who attain age 65 during the 10- 
year period after 1981 and before 1992 (and re-
lated beneficiaries) and to provide prospec-
tively for increases in their benefits accord-
ingly; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 81. A bill to amend the Federal Edu-

cation Right to Privacy Act to improve the 
access of the victims of crimes to informa-
tion concerning the outcome of disciplinary 
proceedings by institutions of higher edu-
cation; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 82. A bill to regulate the use by inter-

active computer services of Social Security 
account numbers and related personally 
indentifiable information; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 83. A bill to require customer consent 

to the provision of wireless call location in-
formation; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 84. A bill to require the Federal Trade 

Commission to prescribe regulations to pro-

tect the privacy of personal information col-
lected from and about individuals who are 
not covered by the Children’s Online Privacy 
Protection Act of 1998 on the Internet, to 
provide greater individual control over the 
collection and use of that information, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 85. A bill to direct the Federal Trade 

Commission to issue rules which prohibit ex-
piration dates and fees on gift certificates; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 86. A bill to prohibit a State from im-

posing a discriminatory commuter tax on 
nonresidents, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 87. A bill to establish the Crossroads 

of the American Revolution National Herit-
age Area in the State of New Jersey, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 89. A bill to require air carriers to 

honor tickets for bankrupt air service; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 90. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to establish a comprehensive 
program for testing and treatment of vet-
erans for the Hepatitis C virus; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 92. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to permit Medicare 
beneficiaries upon request to use an identi-
fication number other than a social security 
account number under the Medicare Pro-
gram in order to deter identity theft; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. GILCHREST: 
H.R. 93. A bill to assist in the conservation 

of flagship species throughout the world; to 
the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. GILLMOR: 
H.R. 94. A bill to provide Capitol-flown 

flags to the families of law enforcement offi-
cers and firefighters killed in the line of 
duty; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. 

By Mr. GILLMOR (for himself, Mr. 
POMEROY, and Mr. KENNEDY of Min-
nesota): 

H.R. 95. A bill to establish a National sex 
offender registration database, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. GRAVES: 
H.R. 96. A bill to amend section 302 of the 

PROTECT Act to modify the standards for 
the issuance of alerts through the AMBER 
Alert communications network; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAVES: 
H.R. 97. A bill to establish requirements 

with respect to the terms of consumer credit 
extended by a creditor to a servicemember or 
the dependent of a servicemember, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. DREIER (for himself, Mr. BRAD-
LEY of New Hampshire, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. ISSA, Mr. TANCREDO, and 
Mr. REYES): 

H.R. 98. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to enforce restrictions 
on employment in the United States of unau-
thorized aliens through the use of improved 
Social Security cards and an Employment 
Eligibility Database, and for other purposes; 

to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on the Judici-
ary, Homeland Security, and Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. NUNES: 
H.R. 99. A bill to designate California State 

Route 99 as a high priority corridor on the 
National Highway System and a future route 
on the Interstate System; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. DREIER (for himself and Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER): 

H.R. 100. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to modify provisions re-
lating to judicial review of orders of re-
moval; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 
H.R. 108. A bill to provide that no more 

that 50 percent of funding made available 
under the Low-Income Home Energy Assist-
ance Act of 1981 for any fiscal year be pro-
vided for home heating purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. HERSETH: 
H.R. 109. A bill to provide compensation to 

the Lower Brule and Crow Creek Sioux 
Tribes of South Dakota for damage to tribal 
land caused by Pick-Sloan projects along the 
Missouri River; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. HOLT: 
H.R. 110. A bill to amend the Federal Insec-

ticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act to re-
quire local educational agencies and schools 
to implement integrated pest management 
systems to minimize the use of pesticides in 
schools and to provide parents, guardians, 
and employees with notice of the use of pes-
ticides in schools, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself, Mr. 
KANJORSKI, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mrs. 
NORTHUP, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. BACA, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BISHOP 
of Georgia, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
CASE, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DAVIS of 
Florida, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. WOLF, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
WEINER, Mr. FORD, Ms. SOLIS, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. CLAY, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. GORDON, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
SIMMONS, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. OWENS, 
Mr. HOLDEN, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. MILLENDER- 
MCDONALD, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. KILPATRICK 
of Michigan, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
ANDREWS, Mr. EVANS, Mr. MEEKS of 
New York, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CHAN-
DLER, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. 
HERGER, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. CARDOZA, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. LAN-
TOS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. 
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Dec. 14, 2006 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H74
January 4, 2005_On Page H 74 under PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS the following appeared: H.R. 98. A bill., Homeland Security (Select), and Education.

The online has been corrected to read: H.R. 98. A bill., Homeland Security and Education.
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NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. BERMAN, 
Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WALSH, Mr. 
EVERETT, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. 
BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. FOLEY, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 
ROTHMAN, Mr. WAMP, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mrs. BONO, 
Mr. DICKS, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. OTTER, 
Mr. HOBSON, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, 
and Mr. DUNCAN): 

H.R. 111. A bill to amend the Bank Holding 
Company Act of 1956 and the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States to prohibit finan-
cial holding companies and national banks 
from engaging, directly or indirectly, in real 
estate brokerage or real estate management 
activities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. HOLT: 
H.R. 112. A bill to require the videotaping 

of interrogations and other pertinent actions 
between a detainee or prisoner in the cus-
tody or under the effective control of the 
armed forces of the United States pursuant 
to an interrogation, or other pertinent inter-
action, for the purpose of gathering intel-
ligence and a member of the armed forces of 
the United States, an intelligence operative 
of the United States, or a contractor of the 
United States; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota: 
H.R. 113. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Transportation, in computing the estimated 
tax payments attributed to highway users 
for purposes of title 23, United States Code, 
to take into account the replacement of the 
reduced rates of tax on gasohol with an ex-
cise tax credit; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. BISHOP 
of New York, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. KILDEE, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. WOOL-
SEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. WU, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, and Ms. MCCOL-
LUM of Minnesota): 

H.R. 114. A bill to limit the applicability of 
the annual updates to the allowance for 
State and other taxes in the tables used in 
the Federal Needs Analysis Methodology for 
the award year 2005-2006, prescribed on De-
cember 23, 2004; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HOLT: 
H.R. 115. A bill to strengthen the national 

security through the expansion and improve-
ment of foreign language study, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Intelligence (Permanent 
Select), and Armed Services, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HOLT: 
H.R. 116. A bill to amend the Congressional 

Budget Act of 1974 to preserve all budget sur-
pluses until legislation is enacted signifi-
cantly extending the solvency of the Social 
Security and Medicare trust funds; to the 
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself and Mrs. 
LOWEY): 

H.R. 117. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make higher education 
more affordable by providing a tax deduction 
for higher education expenses, and for other 

purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. HOOLEY: 
H.R. 118. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a refundable tax 
credit to small businesses for the costs of 
qualified health insurance; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. HOOLEY: 
H.R. 119. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit to em-
ployers for hiring new employees; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, and Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 120. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
30777 Rancho California Road in Temecula, 
California, as the ‘‘Dalip Singh Saund Post 
Office Building’’; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H.R. 121. A bill to make technical correc-

tions in patent law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. CALVERT, 
and Mrs. BONO): 

H.R. 122. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the Eastern Munic-
ipal Water District Recycled Water System 
Pressurization and Expansion Project; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. CALVERT, 
and Mrs. BONO): 

H.R. 123. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the Elsinore Valley 
Municipal Water District Wildomar Service 
Area Recycled Water Distribution Facilities 
and Alberhill Wastewater Treatment and 
Reclamation Facility Projects; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H.R. 124. A bill to provide an environ-

mentally sound process for the expeditious 
consideration and approval of a high-voltage 
electricity transmission line right-of-way 
through the Trabuco Ranger District of the 
Cleveland National Forest in the State of 
California and adjacent lands under the ju-
risdiction of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment and the Forest Service; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself and Mr. CAL-
VERT): 

H.R. 125. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to construct facilities to pro-
vide water for irrigation, municipal, domes-
tic, military, and other uses from the Santa 
Margarita River, California, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Resources, 
and in addition to the Committee on Armed 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina: 
H.R. 126. A bill to amend Public Law 89-366 

to allow for an adjustment in the number of 
free roaming horses permitted in Cape Look-
out National Seashore; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mrs. JONES of Ohio (for herself, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MCCOLLUM of 
Minnesota, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KILDEE, 
Ms. NORTON, and Ms. WOOLSEY): 

H.R. 127. A bill to provide loan forgiveness 
to social workers who work for child protec-
tive agencies; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. JONES of Ohio (for herself, 
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DICKS, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. WEINER, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK of Michigan, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, and Mr. AN-
DREWS): 

H.R. 128. A bill to establish a demonstra-
tion incentive program within the Depart-
ment of Education to promote installation of 
fire sprinkler systems, or other fire suppres-
sion or prevention technologies, in qualified 
student housing and dormitories, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. JONES of Ohio: 
H.R. 129. A bill to allow a waiver or exemp-

tion of certain requirements for restricted 
airspace if security is not reduced; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself, Mr. 
WALSH, Mr. BOEHLERT, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. HINCHEY, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. 
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. KIND, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, and Mr. TOWNS): 

H.R. 131. A bill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 to re-
form funding for the Seniors Farmers’ Mar-
ket Nutrition Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLER (for himself, Mr. 
FOSSELLA, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. 
CRENSHAW, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, and Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina): 

H.R. 132. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prevent sex offenders 
subject to involuntary civil commitments 
from receiving Federal student financial aid; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. KELLER: 
H.R. 133. A bill to increase the maximum 

Pell Grant; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, and Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California): 

H.R. 134. A bill to prevent abuse of the spe-
cial allowance subsidies under the Federal 
Family Education Loan Program; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. LINDER (for himself, Mr. 
HAYWORTH, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. 
CARDOZA, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 
California, and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.R. 135. A bill to establish the ‘‘Twenty- 
First Century Water Commission’’ to study 
and develop recommendations for a com-
prehensive water strategy to address future 
water needs; to the Committee on Resources, 
and in addition to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H.R. 136. A bill to provide that Executive 

Order 13166 shall have no force or effect, and 
to prohibit the use of funds for certain pur-
poses; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 
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By Mr. KING of New York: 

H.R. 137. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the 1993 increase 
in income taxes on Social Security benefits; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KINGSTON: 
H.R. 138. A bill to revise the boundaries of 

John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources 
System Jekyll Island Unit GA-06P; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. LANTOS: 
H.R. 139. A bill to provide for the recapture 

of unused employment-based immigrant visa 
numbers in order to facilitate improved 
health care for all persons in the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 140. A bill to promote the use of an-

aerobic digesters by agricultural producers 
and rural small businesses to produce renew-
able energy and improve environmental 
quality; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 141. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for a permanent 
extension of the credit for producing elec-
tricity from wind; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 142. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit for 
farmers’ investments in value-added agri-
culture; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 143. A bill to provide job creation and 

assistance, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, the Judiciary, and Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 144. A bill to bridge the digital divide 

in rural areas; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 145. A bill to establish a grant pro-

gram to support cluster-based economic de-
velopment efforts; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MCHUGH: 
H.R. 146. A bill to establish a grant pro-

gram to support broadband-based economic 
development efforts; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MCKEON (for himself, Mr. BER-
MAN, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. BOEHLERT, 
Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. GOODE, Mr. BAKER, 
Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. SAXTON, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. WYNN, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, 
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of 

California, Mr. BONNER, Mr. PORTER, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. NEY, Mr. CALVERT, 
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 
HAYES, Ms. LEE, Mr. KIND, Mr. FIL-
NER, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. STRICKLAND, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr. 
WEINER, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. GOODLATTE, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. BRADLEY of 
New Hampshire, Mr. GARRETT of New 
Jersey, Mr. WALSH, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. ROGERS 
of Alabama, Mr. OLVER, Mr. TOM 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. MILLENDER- 
MCDONALD, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. ED-
WARDS, Ms. WATERS, Mrs. MALONEY, 
Ms. SOLIS, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. OBER-
STAR, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
EVANS, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. MOORE of 
Kansas, Mr. NADLER, Mr. HONDA, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. ROSS, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
Mr. BERRY, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. EMANUEL, Ms. MCCOLLUM 
of Minnesota, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
CHANDLER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. JENKINS, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
DAVIS of Florida, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. 
BACA, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. LANTOS, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. HALL, Ms. 
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. WELLER, 
Mr. GALLEGLY, and Mr. ALLEN): 

H.R. 147. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to repeal the Government 
pension offset and windfall elimination pro-
visions; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H.R. 148. A bill to require the Federal Com-

munications Commission to report to Con-
gress regarding the ownership and control of 
broadcast stations used to serve language 
minorities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 149. A bill to posthumously award a 
Congressional gold medal to Celia Cruz; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H.R. 150. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior to provide a grant to the 
State of New Jersey for the construction of 
a memorial to the New Jersey victims of the 
terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001; to 
the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H.R. 151. A bill to ensure that all college 

students and their families have the tools 
and resources to adequately save for, fi-
nance, and repay their postsecondary and 
post-baccalaureate expenses; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and 
in addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H.R. 152. A bill to amend part D of title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act to improve 
the coordination of prescription drug cov-
erage provided under retiree plans and State 

pharmaceutical assistance programs with 
the prescription drug benefit provided under 
the Medicare Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 155. A bill to provide additional appro-

priations for the fiscal year 2005 for the 
MTCT-Plus Initiative at Columbia Univer-
sity’s Mailman School of Public Health; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 156. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Defense to report to Congress regarding the 
requirements applicable to the inscription of 
veterans’ names on the memorial wall of the 
Vietnam Veterans Memorial; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 157. A bill to direct the Equal Employ-

ment Opportunity Commission to prepare a 
report about how the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 has been used by public and pri-
vate sector employers to foster or exacerbate 
pay inequity, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 158. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Education to conduct a study of the rate at 
which Native Americans and students who 
reside in American Samoa, the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and Guam drop out of sec-
ondary schools in the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 159. A bill to provide, with respect to 

diabetes in minority populations, for an in-
crease in the extent of activities carried out 
by the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention and the National Institutes of 
Health; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 160. A bill to amend title XIX of the 

Social Security Act to permit States to ex-
pand Medicaid eligibility to uninsured, poor 
adults; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 161. A bill to authorize the Director of 

the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion to conduct minority health programs; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 162. A bill to authorize the use of Fed-

eral funds for research on human embryonic 
stem cells irrespective of the date on which 
such stem cells were derived, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 164. A bill to amend the Foreign As-

sistance Act of 1961 to provide for the estab-
lishment of a network of pediatric centers in 
certain developing countries to provide 
treatment and care for children with HIV/ 
AIDS, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 165. A bill to improve the safety of 

firearms; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 

H.R. 166. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to allow more joint ventures, lead-
er-follower arrangements, and teaming ar-
rangements under the section 8(a) minority 
business development program; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 167. A bill to amend the Small Busi-

ness Investment Act of 1958 to establish a 
pilot program for lending to small, nonprofit 
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child care businesses; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 168. A bill to amend title 23, United 

States Code, to establish a goods movement 
program to improve the productivity, secu-
rity, and safety of freight transportation 
gateways; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 169. A bill to amend the Intermodal 

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991 to designate a high priority corridor in 
California; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 170. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to improve benefits for Filipino 
veterans of World War II, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 171. A bill to restore the standards 

used for determining whether technical 
workers are not employees as in effect before 
the Tax Reform Act of 1986; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 172. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Health and Human Services to carry out 
programs regarding the prevention and man-
agement of asthma, allergies, and related 
respiratory problems, to establish a tax cred-
it regarding pest control and indoor air qual-
ity and climate control services for multi-
family residential housing in low-income 
communities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 174. A bill to encourage greater use of 

geothermal energy resources; to the Com-
mittee on Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H.R. 175. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to provide for the use of 
qualified family caregivers in the provision 
of home health aide services under the Medi-
care Program; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 
(for himself and Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts): 

H.R. 176. A bill to facilitate homeowner-
ship in high-cost areas; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 
(for himself, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
DREIER, Mr. COX, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
and Mr. ROYCE): 

H.R. 177. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the Prado Basin 
Natural Treatment System Project, to au-
thorize the Secretary to carry out a program 
to assist agencies in projects to construct re-
gional brine lines in California, to authorize 
the Secretary to participate in the Lower 
Chino Dairy Area desalination demonstra-
tion and reclamation project, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 178. A bill to suspend temporarily the 
duty on Dichloroethyl Ether; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mrs. JO 
ANN DAVIS of Virginia): 

H.R. 179. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the 1993 increase 
in taxes on Social Security benefits; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mrs. JO 
ANN DAVIS of Virginia): 

H.R. 180. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the inclusion in 
gross income of Social Security benefits; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
FEENEY): 

H.R. 181. A bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds for any universal or mandatory 
mental health screening program; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committees on Education 
and the Workforce, and Ways and Means, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PITTS: 
H.R. 182. A bill to provide dollars to the 

classroom; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. PITTS: 
H.R. 183. A bill to make the repeal of the 

estate tax permanent; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM): 

H.R. 184. A bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Import and Export Act to pro-
vide authority to the Attorney GENEral to 
authorize any controlled substance that is in 
schedule I or II or is a narcotic drug in 
schedule III or IV to be exported from the 
United States to a country for subsequent 
export from that country to another coun-
try, if certain conditions are met; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PLATTS (for himself and Mr. 
TOM DAVIS of Virginia): 

H.R. 185. A bill to require the review of 
Government programs at least once every 5 
years for purposes of evaluating their per-
formance; to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. POMBO: 
H.R. 186. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of 
Reclamation and in coordination with other 
Federal, State, and local government agen-
cies, to participate in the funding and imple-
mentation of a balanced, long-term ground-
water remediation program in California, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. POMEROY: 
H.R. 187. A bill to prohibit the operation 

during a calendar year of the final rule 
issued by the Secretary of Agriculture to es-
tablish standards for the designation of 
minimal-risk regions for the introduction of 
bovine spongiform encephalopathy into the 
United States, including designation of Can-
ada as a minimal-risk region, unless United 
States access to major markets for United 
States exports of cattle and beef products is 
equivalent or better than the access status 
accorded such exports as of January 1, 2003; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 188. A bill to posthumously award a 

Congressional gold medal to Shirley Chis-

holm; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 
H.R. 190. A bill to restore the Federal elec-

toral rights of the residents of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committees on Government 
Reform, and the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself and Mr. 
KANJORSKI): 

H.R. 191. A bill to amend the Federal Cred-
it Union Act with respect to the limitations 
on member business loans; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 192. A bill to authorize increased fund-
ing for research at the National Institutes of 
Health relating to Alzheimer’s disease, to 
amend the Public Health Service Act to au-
thorize an education and outreach program 
to promote public awareness and risk reduc-
tion with respect to Alzheimer’s disease 
(with particular emphasis on education and 
outreach in Hispanic populations), and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 193. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide for com-
pensation to States incarcerating undocu-
mented aliens charged with a felony or two 
or more misdemeanors; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 194. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to increase the maximum amount 
for which a loan can be made under the 
Microloan Program; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

By Mr. SAXTON: 
H.R. 195. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to repeal the required be-
ginning date for distributions from indi-
vidual retirement plans and for distributions 
of elective deferrals under qualified cash or 
deferred arrangements; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAXTON: 
H.R. 196. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to 
defer recognition of reinvested capital gains 
distributions from regulated investment 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 197. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to require a State to charge in- 
State tuition rates to active-duty members 
of the Armed Forces domiciled or stationed 
on active duty in that State and to the de-
pendents of such members; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 198. A bill to authorize funding for 

student loan repayment for public attorneys; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 199. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to require institutions of 
higher education to preserve the educational 
status and financial resources of military 
personnel called to active duty; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 200. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Housing and Urban Development to make 
grants to States, units of GENEral local gov-
ernment, and nonprofit organizations for 
counseling and education programs for the 
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prevention of predatory lending and to estab-
lish a toll-free telephone number for com-
plaints regarding predatory lending, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 201. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to stabilize the amount 
of the Medicare part B premium; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 202. A bill to provide for identification 

of members of the Armed Forces exposed 
during military service to depleted uranium, 
to provide for health testing of such mem-
bers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 203. A bill to amend the Richard B. 

Russell National School Lunch Act to ex-
pand the fruit and vegetable pilot program 
to 5 States, including New York, and to in-
clude Head Start programs; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 204. A bill to amend the Richard B. 

Russell National School Lunch Act to re-
store audit funds under the Child and Adult 
Care Food Program to 1.5 percent from 1 per-
cent for fiscal years 2005 through 2007; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 205. A bill to permit members of the 

House of Representatives to donate used 
computer equipment to public elementary 
and secondary schools designated by the 
members; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 206. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a business credit 
relating to the use of clean-fuel vehicles by 
businesses within areas designated as non-
attainment areas under the Clean Air Act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 207. A bill to amend the Food, Drug, 

and Cosmetic Act and the egg, meat, and 
poultry inspection laws to ensure that con-
sumers receive notification regarding food 
products produced from crops, livestock, or 
poultry raised on land on which sewage 
sludge was applied; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 208. A bill to lift the trade embargo on 

Cuba, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, Energy and Commerce, the Judici-
ary, Financial Services, Government Re-
form, and Agriculture, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 209. A bill to waive certain prohibi-

tions with respect to nationals of Cuba com-
ing to the United States to play organized 
professional baseball; to the Committee on 
International Relations, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 210. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for designation 

of overpayments and contributions to the 
United States Library Trust Fund, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SIMPSON (for himself and Mr. 
DELAY): 

H.R. 211. A bill to reorganize the ninth ju-
dicial circuit, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: 
H.R. 212. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, to provide for the appointment 
of additional Federal circuit judges, to di-
vide the Ninth Judicial Circuit of the United 
States into two circuits, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. SOLIS (for herself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. STUPAK): 

H.R. 213. A bill to amend the Safe Drinking 
Water Act to require a national primary 
drinking water regulation for perchlorate; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr. 
BOUCHER): 

H.R. 214. A bill to promote deployment of 
and investment in advanced Internet com-
munications services; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr. 
STRICKLAND): 

H.R. 215. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for the education and 
training of allied health professionals in ex-
change for a service commitment, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 216. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Health and Human Services to make 
grants to nonprofit tax-exempt organizations 
for the purchase of ultrasound equipment to 
provide free examinations to pregnant 
women needing such services, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 217. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to repeal the 2 percent ex-
cise tax on the net investment income of 
tax-exempt foundations; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 218. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for 
amounts paid for health insurance and pre-
scription drug costs of individuals; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. MICA, 
Mr. DUNCAN, and Mr. GOODE): 

H.R. 219. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to ensure the integrity of 
the Social Security trust funds by requiring 
the Managing Trustee to invest the annual 
surplus of such trust funds in marketable in-
terest-bearing obligations of the United 
States and certificates of deposit in deposi-
tory institutions insured by the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation, and to protect 
such trust funds from the public debt limit; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, and Mr. HINCHEY): 

H.R. 220. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act and the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to protect the integrity and con-
fidentiality of Social Security account num-
bers issued under such title, to prohibit the 
establishment in the Federal Government of 
any uniform national identifying number, 
and to prohibit Federal agencies from impos-
ing standards for identification of individ-
uals on other agencies or persons; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-

tion to the Committee on Government Re-
form, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 221. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come certain interest amounts received by 
individuals; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 222. A bill to prohibit the expenditure 

of Federal funds to conduct or support re-
search on the cloning of humans, and to ex-
press the sense of the Congress that other 
countries should establish substantially 
equivalent restrictions; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Science, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H.R. 223. A bill to provide that no auto-

matic pay adjustment for Members of Con-
gress shall be made in the year following a 
fiscal year in which there is a Federal budget 
deficit; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration, and in addition to the Committee on 
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. STRICKLAND (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, and Mr. PALLONE): 

H.R. 224. A bill to amend part A of title I 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 regarding adequate yearly 
progress and assessments; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SWEENEY (for himself and Mr. 
MCNULTY): 

H.R. 225. A bill to require investigations by 
institutions of higher education of violent 
felonies occurring on campus; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SWEENEY (for himself and 
Mrs. LOWEY): 

H.R. 229. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide penalties for failure 
to pay certain obligations to spouses and ex- 
spouses that are similar to the penalties im-
posed for failure to pay child support obliga-
tions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWEENEY: 
H.R. 230. A bill to amend the Small Busi-

ness Act to direct the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration to establish 
a program to provide regulatory compliance 
assistance to small business concerns, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi (for 
himself, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. WICKER, and Mr. PICKERING): 

H.R. 231. A bill to designate the parcel of 
land containing the facility of the Agricul-
tural Research Service of the Department of 
Agriculture located at State Highway 26 
West in Poplarville, Mississippi, as the 
‘‘Thad Cochran Southern Horticultural Lab-
oratory Site‘‘; to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California: 
H.R. 233. A bill to designate certain Na-

tional Forest System lands in the Mendocino 
and Six Rivers National Forests and certain 
Bureau of Land Management lands in Hum-
boldt, Lake, Mendocino, and Napa Counties 
in the State of California as wilderness, to 
designate the Elkhorn Ridge Potential Wil-
derness Area, to designate certain segments 
of the Black Butte River in Mendocino Coun-
ty, California as a wild or scenic river, and 
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for other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. TOWNS: 
H.R. 234. A bill to amend chapter 81 of title 

5, United States Code, to authorize the use of 
clinical social workers to conduct evalua-
tions to determine work-related emotional 
and mental illnesses; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina: 
H.R. 235. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to protect the religious free 
exercise and free speech rights of churches 
and other houses of worship; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNS: 
H.R. 236. A bill to require the Consumer 

Product Safety Commission to ban toys 
which in size, shape, or overall appearance 
resemble real handguns; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNS: 
H.R. 237. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to deny the exemption 
from income tax for social clubs found to be 
practicing prohibited discrimination; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN (for herself 
and Ms. BORDALLO): 

H.J. Res. 1. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States regarding presidential election 
voting rights for residents of all United 
States territories and commonwealths; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself and Mr. 
SHERMAN): 

H.J. Res. 2. A joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to permit persons who are not 
natural-born citizens of the United States, 
but who have been citizens of the United 
States for at least 20 years, to be eligible to 
hold the Office of President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H.J. Res. 3. A joint resolution to acknowl-

edge a long history of official depredations 
and ill-conceived policies by the United 
States Government regarding Indian tribes 
and offer an apology to all Native Peoples on 
behalf of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.J. Res. 4. A joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States with respect to the right to 
life; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.J. Res. 5. A joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States authorizing the Congress and 
the States to prohibit the act of desecration 
of the flag of the United States and to set 
criminal penalties for that act; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.J. Res. 6. A joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution to provide 
for a balanced budget for the United States 
Government and for greater accountability 
in the enactment of tax legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. EMERSON: 
H.J. Res. 7. A joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to voluntary school 
prayer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.J. Res. 9. A joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to repeal the twenty-second 
article of amendment, thereby removing the 
limitation on the number of terms an indi-
vidual may serve as President; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DREIER: 
H. Con. Res. 1. A concurrent resolution re-

garding consent to assemble outside the seat 
of government; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DELAY: 
H. Con. Res. 2. A concurrent resolution 

providing for an adjournment or recess of the 
two Houses; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. CHRISTENSEN: 
H. Con. Res. 3. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that 
schools in the United States should honor 
the contributions of individuals from the 
commonwealths, territories, and possessions 
of the United States by including such con-
tributions in the teaching of United States 
history; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia: 
H. Con. Res. 4. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
United States Postal Service should issue 
commemorative postage stamps honoring 
Americans who distinguished themselves by 
their service in the armed forces; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

By Mr. GIBBONS (for himself, Ms. 
BERKLEY, and Mr. PORTER): 

H. Con. Res. 5. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for the acceptance of a statue of 
Sarah Winnemucca, presented by the people 
of Nevada, for placement in National Stat-
uary Hall, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. HEFLEY: 
H. Con. Res. 6. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
Department of Defense should continue to 
exercise its statutory authority to support 
the activities of the Boy Scouts of America, 
in particular the periodic national and world 
Boy Scout Jamborees; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H. Con. Res. 9. Concurrent resolution enti-

tled the ‘‘English Plus Resolution’’; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: 
H. Res. 1. A resolution electing officers of 

the House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. DELAY: 
H. Res. 2. A resolution to inform the Sen-

ate that a quorum of the House has assem-
bled and of the election of the Speaker and 
the Clerk; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DELAY: 
H. Res. 3. A resolution authorizing the 

Speaker to appoint a committee to notify 
the President of the assembly of the Con-
gress; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DELAY: 
H. Res. 4. A resolution authorizing the 

Clerk to inform the President of the election 
of the Speaker and the Clerk; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. DELAY: 
H. Res. 5. A resolution adopting rules for 

the One Hundred Ninth Congress; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: 
H. Res. 6. A resolution electing certain 

members to a standing committee; consid-
ered and agreed to. 

By Ms. PELOSI: 
H. Res. 7. A resolution providing for the 

designation of certain minority employees; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DREIER: 
H. Res. 8. A resolution fixing the daily 

hour of meeting of the First Session of the 
One Hundred Ninth Congress, considered and 
agreed to. 

By. Mr. DELAY: 
H. Res. 9. A resolution providing for the at-

tendance of the House at the Inaugural Cere-
monies of the President and Vice President 
of the United States; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. NEY (for himself, and Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut): 

H. Res. 10. A resolution providing amounts 
for interim expenses of the Committee on 

Homeland Security in the first session of the 
One Hundred Ninth Congress; considered and 
agreed to. 

By. Mr. STARK: 
H. Res. 11. A resolution expressing pro-

found sorrow on the occasion of the death of 
the Honorable Robert T. Matsui, a Rep-
resentative from the State of California; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. HYDE (for himself, Mr. LANTOS, 
Mr. LEACH, Mr. DELAY, Mr. BLUNT, 
Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. ACKERMAN, 
Mr. BERMAN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. CROWLEY, Mrs. JO ANN 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. GAR-
RETT of New Jersey, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
KING of New York, Ms. MCCOLLUM of 
Minnesota, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. PENCE, Mr. PITTS, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SMITH 
of Washington, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Ms. WATSON, Mr. WELLER, Mr. 
WEXLER, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
and Mr. ROYCE): 

H. Res. 12. A resolution expressing condo-
lences and support for assistance to the vic-
tims of the earthquake and tsunamis that 
occurred on December 26, 2004, in South and 
Southeast Asia; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. BIGGERT: 
H. Res. 13. A resolution encouraging in-

creased public awareness of eating disorders 
and expanded research for treatment and 
cures; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. DREIER (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. OXLEY, Mrs. BIGGERT, 
Mr. KING of Iowa, and Mr. KLINE): 

H. Res. 14. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics should adopt 
statistical measures that accurately reflect 
the United States workforce of the 21st cen-
tury; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. DUNCAN (for himself and Mr. 
GREEN of Wisconsin): 

H. Res. 15. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Campus Safety 
Awareness Month; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

By Mr. GILLMOR: 
H. Res. 16. A resolution supporting the 

goals of National Manufacturing Week, con-
gratulating manufacturers and their employ-
ees for their contributions growth and inno-
vation, and recognizing the challenges facing 
the manufacturing sector; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLMOR (for himself and Mr. 
KINGSTON): 

H. Res. 17. A resolution recognizing the 
thousands of Freemasons in every State in 
the Nation and honoring them for their 
many contributions to the Nation through-
out its history; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas: 
H. Res. 18. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States Postal Service should 
issue a postage stamp commemorating Juan 
Nepomuceno Seguin; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. HAYWORTH: 
H. Res. 20. A resolution expressing the dis-

approval of the House of Representatives of 
the Social Security totalization agreement 
between the United States and Mexico; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. JONES of Ohio (for herself, 
Ms. SOLIS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. GINNY 
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BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. WATT, Ms. LEE, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK of Michigan, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. MEEKS of New York, Ms. VELAZ-
QUEZ, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr. OWENS): 

H. Res. 21. A resolution honoring Shirley 
Chisholm for her service to the Nation and 
expressing condolences to her family, 
friends, and supporters on her death; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. KELLER (for himself and Mr. 
CRAMER): 

H. Res. 22. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
American small businesses are entitled to a 
Small Business Bill of Rights; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota (for 
himself, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 
HAYWORTH, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. BAKER, 
Mr. GINGREY, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. TIBERI, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. BACHUS): 

H. Res. 23. A resolution honoring the con-
tributions of Catholic schools; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. LANTOS: 

H. Res. 24. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should declare its support 

for the independence of Kosova; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mr. HOLT, Mr. LEACH, Mr. 
CASE, and Ms. WATSON): 

H. Res. 25. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to es-
tablish a standing Committee on Homeland 
Security and a standing Committee on Intel-
ligence and to allow the Committee on Ap-
propriations to have 14 subcommitees (of 
which one is a Subcommittee on Intel-
ligence), and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself and 
Mrs. BIGGERT): 

H. Res. 26. A resolution congratulating the 
Downers Grove North High School Trojan 
football team and the students and fans of 
Downers Grove North High School on their 
outstanding sportsmanship and on winning 
the 2004 Illinois Class 8A Football State 
Championship; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. MEEKS of New York: 

H. Res. 27. A resolution congratulating 
Wangari Maathai for winning the Nobel 
Peace Prize and commending her for her 
tireless work promoting sustainable develop-
ment, democracy, peace, and women’s rights 

in Africa; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H. Res. 28. A resolution commending 

Tincher Preparatory School in Long Beach, 
California, for the school’s innovative efforts 
to fight childhood obesity, including by des-
ignating one day each week as ‘‘Healthy 
Snack Day’’; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
H. Res. 29. A resolution honoring the 

United States Army Volunteer Reserve for 
its dedicated and distinguished service to 
veterans and communities in need in the 
United States; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia: 

H. Res. 30. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that a 
‘‘Welcome Home Vietnam Veterans Day’’ 
should be established; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 
H. Res. 31. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that a 
portrait of Dilip Singh Saund should be dis-
played in an appropriate place in the United 
States Capitol or in a House Office Building; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 
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