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also went on to earn an Associate Degree in 
Law Enforcement from Laredo Community 
College. 

Mr. Agredano went on to work for the La-
redo Fire Department for 7 years. For the past 
25 years he has been an employee of the 
United States Post Office. 

As a long life resident of Laredo, TX, Mr. 
Agredano went on to be elected to the Laredo 
City Council in 1998 and re-elected in 2002 in 
which he ran unopposed. 

Councilman Agredano has been married to 
Geraldine Valdez for the past 21 years. He 
has 8 wonderful children and 3 grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have this oppor-
tunity to recognize the hard work of Council-
man Alfredo Agredano. 
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Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ex-
press my sincere sympathy to Judge Joan 
Humphrey Lefkow and her entire family after 
the tragic deaths of her husband, Michael F. 
Lefkow, and her mother, Donna Grace Hum-
phrey. 

The city of Chicago and the entire nation 
have been shaken by these horrific murders. 
While we watched the headlines every day 
this week, we ask ourselves how such terrible 
crimes could have taken place, and we hope 
those answers come sooner than later. 

Michael Lefkow spent his life fighting to pro-
tect civil rights for all Americans—marching 
with Martin Luther King, Jr., arguing cases be-
fore the Supreme Court, and representing the 
poor and underserved in his law practice. To 
all who knew and loved him, Michael was a 
dedicated family man and an active member 
of his church who used his time and his ex-
pertise to make life better for so many others. 

Judge Lefkow is also a dedicated public 
servant, committed to her family and her com-
munity and with a reputation for fairness in her 
judicial decisions. 

I want to particularly express sympathy to 
Michael Lefkow’s daughter and Donna Hum-
phrey’s granddaughter, Laura, who attended 
high school on the northwest side of Chicago, 
won my district’s entry in the Congressional 
Arts Contest in 2003, and volunteered in my 
Washington office during the summer of 2004. 

Mr. Speaker, my prayers and thoughts are 
with Judge Lefkow, Laura, and the entire 
Lefkow family in this difficult hour. 
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Thursday, March 3, 2005 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
express my dissatisfaction with the President’s 
Fiscal Year 2006 budget that zeroes out fund-
ing for Amtrak, eliminates funding for high- 
speed rail, and provides $360 million to the 
Surface Transportation Board to maintain ex-

isting commuter operations should Amtrak 
shut down. 

The shutdown of Amtrak would cause wide 
disruption and hardship. Millions of pas-
sengers—many of whom can’t afford a car or 
a plane ticket—would be stranded. Millions of 
travelers would be added to already con-
gested roads and airports. 

Residents of 106 U.S. cities, which have no 
air service and are well over 25 miles away 
from the nearest airport, would have to find 
new transportation alternatives. 

Amtrak’s 20,000 workers would be out on 
the streets looking for new jobs. Local econo-
mies and businesses that have benefited from 
Amtrak’s service would suffer. 

Amtrak serves my state of Ohio with four 
long-distance trains: The Capital Limited (daily 
Chicago-Cleveland-Pittsburgh-Washington, 
DC); The Cardinal (tri-weekly Chicago-Cin-
cinnati-Washington, DC-New York); The Lake 
Shore Limited (daily Chicago-Cleveland-Buf-
falo-Boston-New York); and The Three Rivers 
(daily New York-Philadelphia-Akron-Chicago). 

During Fiscal Year 2004 Amtrak served the 
following Ohio locations: 

City and ridership; Akron—7,930; Alliance— 
2,324; Bryan—6,204; Cincinnati—11,632; 
Cleveland—35,394; Elyria—2,651; Fostoria— 
1,935; Hamilton—1,483; Sandusky—4,098; 
Toledo—59,661, and Youngstown—4,417. 

Total Ohio Ridership: 137,729. 
Amtrak expended $9,567,180 for goods and 

services in Ohio in Fiscal Year 2004. Much of 
this money was spent in the following loca-
tions: Cleveland, $2,458,778; and Columbus $ 
1,540,264. 

During fiscal year 2004, Amtrak employed 
88 Ohio residents. Total wages of Amtrak em-
ployees living in Ohio were $4,609,915 during 
this period. 

The Railroad Retirement and Unemploy-
ment programs, which cover employees of all 
railroads, freight and passenger, would be de-
pleted. According to the Railroad Retirement 
Board, without the participation of Amtrak, em-
ployer and employee payroll taxes would need 
to be increased from the current 16 percent to 
27 percent in 2027. Those tax increases, how-
ever, would ultimately be insufficient and seri-
ous cash flow problems for Railroad Retire-
ment would begin in 2031. 

Cash reserves for the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Account would be exhausted 
by 2006, and nearly $297 million would have 
to be borrowed from the Railroad Retirement 
account to make up for losses. Ultimately, Am-
trak’s unemployment benefit costs would be 
borne by other railroads. In Fiscal Year 2004, 
Ohio had a passenger rail ridership of 
137,729. 

While the United States once had a pas-
senger rail system that was the envy of the 
world, a lack of capital investment has stalled 
the advancement of corridor development 
throughout the country. 

Dependent upon an annual federal appro-
priation, Amtrak’s national network is con-
stantly threatened by under-investment, lack of 
a clearly articulated federal rail policy, and an 
uncertain future. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to reiterate my outrage 
over a budget that cuts out a program that 
carried 25 million passengers in 2004; oper-
ates a nationwide rail network, serving over 
500 stations in 46 states on 22,000 miles of 
track with approximately 20,000 employees; 
and operates 300 daily intercity trains, ap-

proximately 850,000 commuters each day de-
pend on operating agreements with Amtrak, 
Amtrak-owned infrastructure, or shared oper-
ations. 
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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, today I am in-
troducing two bills aimed at protecting the pri-
vacy of personally identifiable individual infor-
mation and making it more difficult for unau-
thorized persons to obtain access to such 
data. 

In Bonfire of the Vanities, the novelist Tom 
Wolfe wrote about ‘‘The Bororo Indians, a 
primitive jungle tribe who live along the 
Vermelho River in the Amazon Jungles of 
Brazil.’’ According to Wolfe, the Bororos be-
lieved that ‘‘there is no such thing as a private 
self.’’ Instead, they ‘‘regard the mind as an 
open cavity, like a cave or a tunnel or an ar-
cade, if you will, in which the entire village 
dwells and the jungle grows.’’ Wolfe compared 
this to the situation faced by his protagonist, 
Sherman McCoy, who was caught in the mid-
dle of a public scandal in the last quarter of 
the 20th century. 

In the 21st century, we now face the pros-
pect of a world in which all of us—not just 
someone in the midst of scandal—will be 
forced to live without a private self: with the 
entire ‘‘village’’ able to obtain access to some 
of the most personal aspects of our lives. 

In the emerging surveillance society of the 
21st century, the data mining and information 
brokerage firms, much like Wolf’s Bororo Indi-
ans, believe that there is no such thing as a 
private self. These companies are collecting 
and selling a vast array of personal informa-
tion about the American public. For a fee, 
these companies will tell you someone’s So-
cial Security number, their address, phone 
number, driver’s license number, driving 
record, any criminal record information, court 
records, insurance claims, divorce records, 
and even credit and financial information. 

Recent press reports indicate that 
ChoicePoint, an information broker and data 
mining firm, had allowed a group of Nigerian 
con artists to get access to names, Social Se-
curity numbers, and other personal information 
about 140,000 Americans, including roughly 
1,100 Massachusetts residents. Apparently 
this is not the first time that ChoicePoint has 
allowed criminal identity thieves to get access 
to such information. Two years ago, a similar 
problem reportedly occurred at the same com-
pany. 

Unchecked, these companies take advan-
tage of the most valuable possessions that 
Americans have: their personal identities. 
Companies like ChoicePoint are playing Rus-
sian roulette with the personal information and 
identities of millions of Americans. If we don’t 
take steps to protect America’s consumers 
soon, it is not a question of whether or not 
more Americans will lose their privacy—it is 
question of when will the next ID theft scandal 
hit. We must take immediate action to protect 
consumers from more information breaches. 
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