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knew because of secrecy whether they
were coming or not.

Because of the secrecy, it was un-
known when the train would actually
stop in North Platte, but hundreds of
family members from the area came
out with food, Christmas gifts, and bas-
kets of fruit to celebrate the troop
train’s arrival. When the train finally
arrived, the Nebraska troops were not
aboard. Instead, it was Company D, the
Kansas National Guard troops who
were heading west.

The crowd was disappointed but ral-
lied around the Kansas troops, gave
them the gifts and food that they had
prepared for the Nebraska National
Guard and sent them on their way. The
very next day, Rae Wilson of North
Platte contacted the local newspaper
to suggest that the community open a
local canteen to meet the troop trains
traveling in either direction across the
United States. With this humble sug-
gestion, the North Platte Canteen was
born.

The North Platte Canteen met every
troop train that stopped in North
Platte from Christmas Day, 1941, to
April 1, 1946, 5 years. While the volun-
teers never knew when the trains
would be coming through because of
national security, they were always
there to serve the military personnel
going off to war.

The canteen served approximately 6
million members of the Armed Forces
at the North Platte Canteen in the
Union Pacific Railroad station in
North Platte. So that really con-
stituted probably three-fourths to 80
percent of the total military personnel
in the United States Army at that
time.

There were approximately 55,000 vol-
unteers from nearly 125 communities
who helped to feed the troops that
traveled through North Platte. It is es-
timated that 23 trains a day traveled
through the community carrying be-
tween 2,000 and 5,000 troops each day. It
is also estimated that the troops each
month consumed 40,000 cookies, 30,000
hard-boiled eggs, 6,500 doughnuts, 4,000
loaves of bread, 3,000 pounds of meat,
450 pounds of butter, 1,350 pounds of
coffee, 1,200 quarts of ice cream and on
and on and on. And this was done at a
time when gasoline and food items
were rationed. The majority of the
items were donated to the effort, as the
North Platte Canteen did not receive
any Federal or any government assist-
ance of any kind.

Individual volunteers also helped to
get cards, letters, and phone calls to
family and friends of the service per-
sonnel when they stopped in North
Platte. The volunteers wrote the notes
and made the phone calls to loved ones
to let them know that the soldier that
they were interested in was doing well.

This week | introduced a resolution
honoring the outstanding efforts of the
individuals and communities involved
with the North Platte Canteen in
North Platte, Nebraska, during World
War Il. This is, | think, an example of
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the spirit of cooperation that we cur-
rently see across our country for our
troops; and it just shows what can be
done when partisanship is set aside,
when everyone is united in one pur-
pose. And these people, members of our
greatest generation, are now dis-
appearing very quickly. So I think it is
important that we recognize their con-
tribution at this time because many of
them in 2 years, 5 years, 10 years from
now will not be around. So their ex-
traordinary act of generosity and serv-
ice to the country, | believe, needs to
be recognized; and | urge support of
this resolution.
————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON 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 gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PENCE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

HATE CRIMES LEGISLATION

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. Mr. Speaker, we are
all part of a larger community. If the
rights of one are endangered, then ev-
eryone’s rights are endangered. That is
why we must be concerned that across
the country incidents of hate crimes
continue to rise. The San Francisco
Bay area, my own backyard, reported
more than 357 hate crimes last year.
This is up from 317 in the year 2001.
Last fall a transgender teenager, a 17-
year-old, from Silicon Valley was mur-
dered by four acquaintances. Earlier
this month, the body of a 30-year-old
bisexual man was found buried in a
shallow grave in Monterey County.

We must stop this. We must work for
tougher legislation to protect those
targeted for hate crimes. And we can
do this by passing a Federal hate
crimes law to protect all Americans.
No one in America should live in fear
because of his or her ethnic back-
ground, religious affiliation, gender,
disability, or sexual preference. That is
why it is important to pass meaningful
hate crimes legislation and pass it now.
We need to strengthen our existing
laws to protect people against all hate
crimes. We must send a message to all
Americans that hateful behavior is
wrong and will not be tolerated in our
Nation. Our law enforcement officials
need vigorous tools to fight and pros-
ecute hate crimes because existing
Federal law is inadequate.

That is why | have been, and will
continue to be, a strong supporter of
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the gentleman from Michigan’s (Mr.
CONYERS) Local Law Enforcement Hate
Crimes Prevention Act. With this bill,
for the first time under Federal law,
sexual orientation, gender, and dis-
ability would be added to the list of
categories covered by Federal civil
rights laws. In addition, Mr. Speaker,
it would expand Federal civil rights
laws to allow prosecution of hate
crimes even if the event did not occur
during a federally protected activity
such as while voting or attending
school. Also, the hate crimes bill would
expand the circumstances under which
the Federal Government could offer as-
sistance to State and local govern-
ments to help prosecute these crimes.

Last Congress we had 208 bipartisan
co-sponsors on this bill. This Congress
we need to pass it into law. The Repub-
lican leadership has cast this bill aside.
That is unacceptable. We have another
chance in the 108th Congress, and | will
continue to work with the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) until this
bill is passed into law.

Congress must make it clear that
there is no room for personal attacks
and bigotry in the United States of
America. We are all part of a greater
community, and we will only be pro-
tected from hate crimes when all our
neighbors are protected from hate
crimes.

———
THE MATRICULA CONSULAR

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

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, every
year or so for the last several years
there has been an attempt to bring
something before the body and, in fact,
it has come before the body and it is
referred to as amnesty, sometimes an
extension of 245(i), or that is the tech-
nical way of explaining it. But none-
theless, it is always a process, a desire
on the part of people here and maybe
even in the administration to grant
amnesty to people who are living here
illegally, that is, to reward people who
have broken our laws by coming into
the United States without our permis-
sion. It is a bad idea, and so far the
Congress of the United States has
failed to go along with it, thank good-
ness.

So what has happened in the last sev-
eral months really is that a new tactic
has been applied here, a new strategy
has been developed. Unfortunately, I
think even with the agreement of the
administration, something else is hap-
pening in order to accomplish exactly
the same thing. Instead of now passing
a bill through the House of Representa-
tives simply granting amnesty to ev-
eryone who is living here illegally and
rewarding them for that behavior,
there is another thing that is going on,
and what is happening is this: foreign
nations hand out to their nationals
something called the Matricula Con-
sular. That is what it is referred to by
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the State Department and by our gov-
ernment.

0 1600

It is acard. It is an 1.D. card. Foreign
governments now have every right to
give their nationals any kind of identi-
fication that they want to. But what is
odd and what has happened in the last
several months is that the government
of Mexico has charged its consular offi-
cials here in the United States with the
responsibility of going out and actually
lobbying State and local governments
to get them to accept this matricula
consular card from their nationals who
are living here illegally, because, of
course, that card has only one purpose.
If you are in the United States of
America, if you are a national from a
foreign country who is here and if you
are here legally, you have some docu-
mentation to that effect. We have
given you a green card. We have given
you a passport. Whatever it is, you
have documentation from the United
States that you are here legally.

If you are here illegally, you need
some sort of identification, and that is
what this card provides. Recognizing
that, and recognizing that they cannot
get amnesty through the Congress,
they have begun to go to State and
local governments all over the United
States, lobbying them to get them to
accept this card.

They have done it to the banking in-
dustry, and the banks have been all too
happy to go along with it, looking at
their bottom line, looking at profits,
even over the security of the Nation,
because there is nothing secure about
these cards. There is no way to guar-
antee that the person holding the card
is who in fact that card says he is. In
fact, we have already arrested people in
this country carrying three or four of
these identification cards. Their pic-
ture is on them, but different names on
each card. They are easily fraudulently
developed.

So the idea that they have some sort
of advantage because they have a se-
cure card is ridiculous. Beyond that, it
is again attempting to do exactly the
same thing we did not do in the Con-
gress, and that is to give everybody
amnesty. Because if you can use this
matricula consular card to obtain bank
accounts, to get your Kkids in school, to
get housing from the housing authority
in their area, get your driver’s license,
get your library card, everything that
a citizen of this country can use their
own identification for, if you can do
that using this matricula consular card
given to you by a foreign government,
then of course there is no reason to ac-
tually push for amnesty. You will have
achieved it. Everyone living in the
United States of America illegally, up
to 20 million people, will have this card
given to them by their government.

By the way, it is now just Mexico and
Honduras and | think there are five
other countries in South and Central
America providing this card now. What
is to say that other countries would
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not demand exactly the same thing
from the United States? Why would the
government of Syria not say that they
are going to give people living here in
the United States illegally this card?
How would we tell them that they can-
not do that or we will not accept it?
Not only that, we have found the ad-
ministration, just a little bit ago, we
found the regs that have been promul-
gated by the Department of Treasury
now allow the banks to accept these
cards. So our own administration, our
own government is in league with the
governments of these foreign countries
who have given these cards to their na-
tionals living illegally in the United
States. Our own government is helping
these people violate our own laws. That
is the truth of the matter. That is an
abomination, and that is something we
should not allow to go forward.
——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HENSARLING). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. LIPINSKI) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

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

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

REJECT UNFAIR REPUBLICAN TAX
CUTS

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

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, now that we
have declared victory over lIraq, the
country’s attention will turn once
again to important domestic priorities.
Unfortunately, we find our economy in
a great slump.

The President and my Republican
colleagues come before you with a pro-
gram that | believe is woefully inad-
equate, because all they have done is
trot out their all-purpose solution to
domestic problems: More tax cuts. |
would say to my Republican colleagues
that was then, this is now.

In the year 2000, we had a surplus, a
$5.6 billion surplus. At that time, then-
Governor George Bush said he wanted
to give the surplus back to the tax-
payers and invigorate the economy. I
would suggest that the economy has
not been invigorated. Two years later
millions have lost their jobs and we are
looking at deficits of $2 trillion going
forth over the next 10 years.

So the question Americans should
ask is, why do they want to cut taxes
now if the rationale for the tax cut in
2001 was that we had a surplus? We do
not have a surplus today. We have huge
deficits today. We also have a war
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against terrorism and a homeland secu-
rity program to fund.

Reducing government resources at a
time of war against lrag and a war
against terrorism just does not make
sense. It is kind of like George Bush
said when he was running for Presi-
dent, “It is fuzzy math.”

In the year 2001, President Bush
passed through his tax cut, $1.3 tril-
lion, saying it would stimulate the
economy. Again, 2 years later, eco-
nomic growth stands at a mere 1 per-
cent, compared to the 4 percent growth
from 1996 to 2000 during the Clinton ad-
ministration.

Additionally, despite President
Bush’s promise in his 2001 tax cut that
he would invigorate the economy, 2.7
million Americans have lost their jobs.
The stock market has lost about 40
percent of its value, roughly $7 trillion.

The tax cut program did not work.
Their all-purpose solution just does not
cut it. But that did not deter my con-
servative colleagues. This week on the
House floor we will hear more of the
same. We have the Bush tax cut, and
now we have the tax cut of the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMAS).

Originally the Bush plan would pro-
vide a tax cut of $27,000 for households
earning more than $1 million a year.
The top 5 percent would receive 64 per-
cent of all the tax cut breaks. That
seems pretty bad. But along comes the
Thomas tax bill that we are going to
consider this week. It is even more un-
fair. According to the Brookings Insti-
tute analysis, the average tax cut of-
fered under the Thomas proposal for
households earning more than $1 mil-
lion would be, get this, $43,000 for peo-
ple earning more than $1 million a
year. The top 5 percent of American
households would get 75 percent of the
tax cut.

So when they tell you the tax cut is
for everybody, do not buy it. It is clear-
ly a tax cut for the rich. When you give
the Republicans these numbers, they
say okay, we are giving a tax cut to
the rich, but the rich create jobs and
the jobs will trickle down. Remember,
that was then, this is now. The tax cuts
in 2001, $1.3 trillion, did not invigorate
the economy, did not create jobs. Peo-
ple in fact lost jobs. Tax cuts for the
wealthy do not stimulate the economy.

Let me talk a little bit about why it
is even more unfair. They make the tax
cuts for the wealthy permanent. Re-
member that 75 percent goes to the
wealthy. Those are permanent. When it
comes to the child care tax credit that
could benefit working Americans, what
happens? Well, the child care tax credit
drops from $1,000 in 2005 to $700 in 2006,
and after 2006 the child care tax credit
is phased out, so working Americans
get nothing.

The same thing with small business.
My Republican colleagues say, well, we
will make the dividend tax cut for the
very wealthy permanent, but the small
business tax cuts and tax breaks to
provide more deductions for small busi-
nesses and help them expand and cre-
ate jobs, they phase out after 5 years.
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