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major ports serve as a key gateway
into the United States. Moreover, these
ports play a crucial role in transpor-
tation of ammunition, supplies and
military equipment to our men and
women fighting all over the world.

The Bush administration has been
telling the American public that they
are checking, let us say, about 4 per-
cent of the cargo that comes into the
ports. But, in reality, they are only
checking the manifests that list the in-
ventory of the ships.

Now, I think the American people are
smart enough to know that if you are
reading a piece of paper provided by
the shippers and what is passing for
port security in this Nation, then we
are all in a lot of trouble.

In addition, the administration’s con-
centration of terrorist prevention
funds in only the aviation industry has
jeopardized the safety of other modes
of transportation as well. For example,
TSA is spending $4.4 billion alone on
aviation security while only $36 mil-
lion, let me repeat, $36 million is spent
on all surface transportation security.
And with respect to our Nation’s ports,
which serve as the main economic en-
gine for many of the areas in which
they are found, an attack would not
only be extremely dangerous for the
local citizens, but economically disas-
trous as well.

This is absolutely the wrong time for
our government to make a decision
that could give the impression of vul-
nerability in the security of our ports
or our infrastructure system as a
whole.

The increased attention on our Na-
tion’s security infrastructure has come
to the surface on the heels of the pos-
sible Dubai sale. I hope that the mass
resistance to the sale will at least
bring a discussion of the importance of
increasing funding for our Nation’s in-
frastructure security in the near fu-
ture.

In other words, security discussions
should serve as a ‘‘stand up” for our
Nation’s security. I repeat, I hope this
is a ‘“‘stand up” for our Nation’s secu-
rity.

COUNTING VOTES CORRECTLY

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

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Speaker, today I
want to share material prepared by
former Ambassador William B. Jones
to the nation of Haiti. He is currently
the Johns Professor of Political
Science at Hampden-Sydney College,
which is located in the Fifth District of
Virginia.

It is the opinion of Ambassador Jones
and of myself that citizens of foreign
countries illegally in the United States
should not be counted to determine
congressional representation nor for
the Electoral College.

The Framers of our Constitution
would not have sanctioned illegality as
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a basis for determining congressional
representation and certainly not in fix-
ing the numbers of Presidential elec-
tors. The extensive debates on congres-
sional representation were focused on
slavery resulting in the three-fifths of
a person rationale. It is ridiculous to
assume that any of the Framers, given
the tenor of their debate and their
dedication to establishing a rule of law,
would ever have considered allowing
citizens of foreign countries illegally in
the United States to play a role in de-
termining control in the Congress and
the election of the President. To as-
sume otherwise would construe the
Constitution as protecting and sanc-
tioning illegality.

It was not until the post-Civil War
amendments that the issue of defining
citizenship arose. The 13th, 14th, and
15th amendments were drafted to re-
dress the inequities of slavery. They
were never intended to give blanket
sanctions to illegality. ‘‘Persons,” as
used in those amendments, clearly
were intended to mean persons who
were legally in the country.

It would be ridiculous to assume that
the Framers of those amendments,
which were intended to safeguard the
rights of former slaves or who had been
in the country since its founding, in-
tended in any way, shape or form to
sanction illegality. The purpose was to
enshrine a legal concept of equality,
not to twist that concept to sustain,
support, sanction or condone illegality.

Once it is determined that the Con-
stitution cannot be used to sanction,
authorize, protect or promote ille-
gality, the issue is, what is the remedy
to correct the wrongs that have been
done to our system of determining con-
gressional representation in fixing the
numbers of the Electoral College?

As every citizen has the right to fair
and equitable representation and to
know that his or her vote is of the
same weight as that of any other cit-
izen, then any citizen who has lost rep-
resentation as a result of the counting
of citizens of foreign countries illegally
in the United States for the purposes of
congressional and electoral representa-
tion has standing and can bring action
to redress the grievance.

Also, and perhaps most important,
States that have lost congressional
seats and have had their electoral vote
reduced as a result of the counting of
citizens of foreign countries illegally in
the United States may have standing
to bring action to redress their griev-
ance. It is quite possible that a fair
evaluation of the results of counting
citizens of foreign states illegally in
the United States would actually show
that in States that have had their con-
gressional and electoral power in-
creased, there may have actually been
an outflow of U.S. citizens and the en-
tire increase in their political power is
due to the influx of citizens of foreign
countries illegally in this country.

Therefore, a constitutional amend-
ment may not be necessary to redress
the inequalities caused by citizens of
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the United States by counting of citi-
zens of foreign countries illegally in
the United States for purposes of ap-
portioning congressional and electoral
college members.

The Framers of our Constitution, in
their great wisdom, enshrined the rule
of law into our highest compact. To ig-
nore the rule of law and to allow its
subversion to shift and determine po-
litical power is totally contrary to the
intent of the Framers of the Constitu-
tion and of the Framers of the Civil
War amendments.

The practicality of determining accu-
rate numbers for congressional and
electoral representation is not a deter-
rent. Modern technology provides
many ways of assessing numbers. In
fact, almost on a daily basis the num-
ber of persons who are citizens of for-
eign countries illegally in the United
States is estimated. Demographics, res-
idential patterns, linguistic realities
make it relatively simple to accurately
determine numbers and redress the in-
equities that have resulted in accept-
ing and even supporting illegality.

The fact that those persons may pay
some taxes is not relevant and nothing
in the Constitution lists payment of
taxes as a guarantor of the right to be
counted for the purpose of fixing con-
gressional and electoral representa-
tion.

The Constitution does insist that po-
litical power be equitably divided
among the States and no State should
have advantage based on illegality.

States have an obligation to protect
and defend the rights of their citizens.
Those states that have lost Congres-
sional seats and Electoral College
votes should bring appropriate legal ac-
tion to ensure the equitable and con-
stitutional distribution of political
power. The United States Supreme
Court should be ultimate determiner of
the meaning and intent of the Con-
stitution not the Census Bureau.

———

RECOGNIZING THE DAY OF
REMEMBRANCE

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

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the 64th anniversary
of the Day of Remembrance, a day that
commemorates the signing of Execu-
tive Order 9066 on February 19, 1942, by
President Franklin D. Roosevelt.

Executive Order 9066 authorized ex-
clusion and internment of all Japanese
Americans living on the West Coast
during World War II. Rather than focus
on the plight of Japanese Americans in
this country during World War II, I
would like to place the internment ex-
perience into a broader historical con-
text.

0O 1645

Our Nation has always battled the
dual sentiments of openness and free-
dom, on the one hand, and fear and ap-
prehension of perceived outsiders on
the other.
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Giving into fear and apprehension, in
1798 the Alien and Sedition Acts were
enacted by the federalist-controlled
Congress, allegedly in response to hos-
tile actions of the French Government.
In actuality, these laws were designed
to destroy Thomas Jefferson’s Repub-
lican Party, which had openly ex-
pressed its sympathies for the French
revolutionaries.

Contrary to our notions of freedom,
the Alien Act and the Alien Enemies
Act gave the President the power to
imprison or deport aliens suspected of
activities posing a threat to the na-
tional government or the national se-
curity.

Undermining our belief in openness,
the Sedition Act declared that any
treasonable activity, including the
publication of ‘“‘any false, scandalous
and malicious writing,” was a high
misdemeanor, punishable by imprison-
ment.

Later, almost predictably, when the
economy in this country took a down-
turn in the 1880s, the Asian community
became the target of politicians look-
ing for someone to blame. In 1882, Con-
gress passed the Chinese Exclusion Act
to keep out all people of Chinese ori-
gin.

During World War II, Japanese Amer-
icans were the well-known target of
the government’s submission to fear,
apprehension, and greed.

Also, during this time, which is not
very well-known, 10,000 Italian Ameri-
cans were forced to relocate, and 3,278
were incarcerated while nearly 11,000
German Americans were incarcerated.

German and Italian Americans were
restricted during World War II by gov-
ernment measures that branded them
enemy aliens and required identifica-
tion cards, travel restrictions, seizure
of personal property as well.

In the post-9/11 world, we need to pro-
tect our Nation and our civil liberties
more than ever.

I am concerned that rather than
learn from our past we are progres-
sively weakening our civil liberties for
tokens of security as evidenced by the
PATRIOT Act, the NSA wiretapping,
and our treatment of so-called ‘‘enemy
combatants” in Guantanamo. These
are just a few of today’s troubling
trends.

Mr. Speaker, we live again in a time
of fear and apprehension. Our civil 1lib-
erties have not been as threatened
since World War II. As political lead-
ers, it is our duty to uphold constitu-
tional principles.

Let us remember what Benjamin
Franklin said during his time of fear
and apprehension. He said, Those who
would give up a little bit of security, a
little bit of liberties for a little bit of
security deserve neither.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. WELDON) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
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hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

STRAIGHT TALK ON EDUCATION

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to speak out of
order for 5 minutes.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. KELLER) is
recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, earlier
today, I had the honor and privilege of
being selected as chairman of the 21st
Century Competitiveness Sub-
committee on the Education and Work-
force Committee, which has jurisdic-
tion over higher education.

I am here to give the American peo-
ple some straight talk about higher
education. Some have said we might
have cut financial aid for college stu-
dents. The truth is we have expanded
access to college for our neediest stu-
dents through the record growth of the
Pell grant program.

Pell grants are the foundation of
Federal student aid. As someone who
attended college with the help of Pell
grants and as chairman of the Pell
Grant Caucus, I know how important
they are for our Nation’s low-income
students.

Since I was elected to Congress in
2000, Pell grant funding has increased
by 74 percent, from $7.6 billion to $13.2
billion today. The maximum grant has
gone from $3,300 in 2000 to $4,050 today,
the highest level in the program’s his-
tory. The number of students receiving
Pell grants has increased from 3.9 mil-
lion in 2000 to 5.5 million today. We
have paid down the Pell grant shortfall
and secured this great program for
many years to come.

Mr. Speaker, the straight talk is that
Pell grants are helping more students
go to college than ever before. My col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle real-
ize that a first-class education is a
child’s passport out of poverty.

As chairman of the 2l1st Century
Competitiveness Subcommittee, I will
fight to make sure that all children,
rich or poor, have the opportunity to
go to college and realize their Amer-
ican Dream.

I look forward very much to working
with my Democratic and Republican
colleagues in a bipartisan manner to
make higher education better for all of
our students in the future.

——

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

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

————
HONORING BUCK O’NEIL

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

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to first yield 1 minute to my col-
league from Kansas (Mr. MOORE).

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
I am disappointed this week that Buck
O’Neil of Kansas City was not inducted
into the Hall of Fame of baseball.

Buck O’Neil was in the Negro Base-
ball League as a player and a manager
for more than 17 years. Buck taught
the people of the Kansas City metro-
politan region about the importance of
determination and resolve, sometimes
in the face of hostility. Buck taught us
about baseball; but more importantly,
Buck taught us about life.

He is a wonderful role model, and I
thank him for his contributions to
baseball, to the Kansas City metropoli-
tan region, and to the United States of
America.

Buck O’Neil, you are a great Amer-
ican and a gentle man. You will always
be a charter member of the Kansas
City Hall of Fame.

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, this
week Kansas City and our entire met-
ropolitan area celebrated our home-
town hero, Buck O’Neil, a Hall of
Famer in our hearts. It is clear that
the baseball Hall of Fame has made a
terrible, shameful error in not induct-
ing Buck on this ballot. As one of the
Hall’s own officials said, ‘“The Hall of
Fame is not complete without Buck
O’Neil.”

Buck is the reason 17 members of the
Negro Leagues will be inducted this
summer. Without his national visi-
bility as an ambassador of the Negro
Leagues, they would not have this
honor. Without his efforts, very few
would know the intimate details of seg-
regated baseball in the United States
during the 1930s, 1940s, and even into
the 1950s.

Buck, the classy man that he is, will
never complain about not being elected
to the Hall. In fact, when told by re-
porters that he had not made it, he
smiled and said, ‘“That’s the way the
cookie crumbles.” And so, on behalf of
a community in tears, and a 94-year-
old baseball legend, I will stand and
complain.

The omission of Buck O’Neil was
wrongheaded and an insult to Buck,
the Negro Leagues, and baseball fans
everywhere. Buck O’Neil is a man who
has done more than anyone to popu-
larize and keep alive the history of the
Negro Leagues. The fact that he was
not voted into baseball’s Hall of Fame
is a wrong that only Major League
Baseball can make right, and I hope
they will make it right next year.

This humble man, who is careful not
to slight, has, in fact, been slighted,
apparently by a single vote, by a group
who looked shortsightedly at his bat-
ting average, but not at what he has
done for the game of baseball. There is
one thing for sure: Buck’s exploits on
the baseball diamond were not steroid-
aided. At a time when the game of
baseball is in search of credibility,
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