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Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, the
Truth Squad on Waste, Fraud and
Abuse has been tasked with holding
this administration and this Congress
accountable for mishandling of tax-
payer dollars.

Last week the Truth Squad recog-
nized the first two winners of the Gold-
en Drain Award, Homeland Security
Secretary Michael Chertoff and De-
fense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld.

We created this award to bring atten-
tion to the waste, fraud and abuse in
government. Otherwise it will never
stop.

Overseeing a department that has
squandered billions of taxpayer dollars,
Michael Chertoff and Donald Rumsfeld
are clearly deserving of this inauspi-
cious honor.

In FEMA alone, we have seen billions
of dollars go down the golden drain as
a result of no-bid contracts and fraud
during the aftermath of the Katrina
crisis.

The Defense Department has been
unable to produce a clean audit, and
the Pentagon’s track record of waste,
fraud and mismanagement in Iraq
under Mr. Rumsfeld is disgraceful.

All told, the Truth Squad has identi-
fied over $150 billion that has gone
down the golden drain.

Republicans believe that government
does not work, and this administration
seems to prove it every single day.
Enough is enough. It is time for a new
direction.

——————

PRETEXTING AND HP

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, it
was recently reported that in order to
stop boardroom media leaks, investiga-
tors hired by Hewlett-Packard used
pretexting to obtain the phone records
of directors and journalists. This dis-
closure demonstrates another nasty
byproduct of having the availability of
Internet-based personal information
instantly available.

One of the major reasons for the
growing pretexting problem is the lax
data security at businesses that hold
sensitive consumer information. The
Commerce, Trade and Consumer Pro-
tection Subcommittee which I chair
has amassed an extensive record on
these issues.

I have introduced H.R. 4127, the Data
Accountability and Trust Act, which is
designed to improve data security and
attack the scourge of privacy-infring-
ing practices, like pretexting, that con-
tinue to be exploited on the Internet.
The DATA Act will go a long way to-
ward protecting the privacy rights of
all Americans, and I urge its consider-
ation by the full House.

———

MILITARY TRIBUNALS
(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to call on the House and
Senate to quickly pass the right kind
of military tribunal legislation.

We are in a war for the future of civ-
ilization, and military tribunals pro-
vide the best way for us to bring brutal
terrorists to justice and to prevent fu-
ture attacks on our citizens.

Military commissions have been suc-
cessfully used throughout TUnited
States history to bring dangerous war
criminals to justice. President Roo-
sevelt used them in 1942 to try eight
German saboteurs who plotted to at-
tack the United States. In fact, mili-
tary commissions have been used by
President Lincoln and even General
George Washington. Now Congress
must allow this same power to our
modern-day Presidents.

The right kind of military tribunal
legislation can help us to disrupt ac-
tual terrorist plots right here in Amer-
ica; access critical information on al
Qaeda; and prevent handing over Top
Secret information to men like Khalid
Sheikh Muhammad, one of the master-
minds of September 11.

September 11 was one of the darkest
days in United States history. We must
give our military the power to con-
tinue preventing other devastating at-
tacks.

——
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RULE OF LAW AND PRISONERS

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. We are having a
very important debate in this country
on how we deal with terrorist prisoners
or so-called terrorist prisoners and the
way that we try them and the way that
we present evidence.

Many of you will remember that in
the Oklahoma City bombing when Tim-
othy McVeigh was captured no one in
the United States of America said, We
are not going to give him all the rights
under our Constitution, we are not
going to show him the evidence that we
have against him; we are going to deny
him all his full rights to a jury trial.

If you think about it, no matter how
heinous the crime is, when it occurs
here, Americans say we have the rule
of law, that is who we are. And no mat-
ter how horrible and horrifying it is,
each individual has a process.

It seems to me that when we deal
with this war on terrorism that we are
talking about so much, that we owe it
to ourselves as a country that estab-
lished the rule of law that we make
sure that those who are accused get the
charges against them and the right to
defend themselves.

————
MILITARY COUP IN THAILAND
(Mr. KIRK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, news re-
ports indicate that there may be an on-
going military coup under way in Thai-
land against the democratically elect-
ed government.

As a new member of the National En-
dowment for Democracy’s board, I
think we should take all threats to new
democracies very seriously and lay out
a clear policy for the United States to
follow. We should support the demo-
cratic Prime Minister of Thailand. And
if military forces succeed, it should be
the policy of our State Department to
terminate all U.S. assistance to Thai-
land.

It should be the policy of our Treas-
ury Department to undermine the Bot,
the Thai currency; it should be the pol-
icy of the Department of Defense to
cease all military contact with the
Thai military; and it should be the pol-
icy of our government in general to un-
dermine military rulers in Thailand
and return a democratically elected
Prime Minister to office.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

———————

WOOL SUIT FABRIC LABELING
FAIRNESS AND INTERNATIONAL
STANDARDS CONFORMING ACT

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4583) to amend the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 to revise
the requirements for labeling of cer-
tain wool and cashmere products, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4583

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Wool Suit
Fabric Labeling Fairness and International
Standards Conforming Act’.

SEC. 2. LABELING OF WOOL AND CASHMERE
PRODUCTS TO FACILITATE COMPLI-
ANCE AND PROTECT CONSUMERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4(a) of the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 (15 U.S.C.
68b(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraphs:

¢“(5) In the case of a wool product stamped,
tagged, labeled, or otherwise identified as—

““(A) ‘Super 80’s’ or ‘80’s’, if the average di-
ameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 19.75 microns or finer;

‘4(B) ‘Super 90’s’ or ‘90’s’, if the average di-
ameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 19.25 microns or finer;

‘(C) ‘Super 100’s’ or ‘100’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 18.75 microns or finer;

‘(D) ‘Super 110’s’ or ‘110’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 18.25 microns or finer;
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“(E) ‘Super 120’s’ or ‘120’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 17.75 microns or finer;

“(F) ‘Super 130’s’ or ‘130’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 17.25 microns or finer;

“(G) ‘Super 140°’s’ or ‘140’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 16.75 microns or finer;

““(H) ‘Super 150°s’ or ‘160’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 16.25 microns or finer;

“(I) ‘Super 160’s’ or ‘160’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 15.75 microns or finer;

“(J) ‘Super 170’s’ or ‘170’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 15.25 microns or finer;

“(K) ‘Super 180°s’ or ‘180’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 14.75 microns or finer;

‘(L) ‘Super 190’s’ or ‘190’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 14.25 microns or finer;

“(M) ‘Super 200’s’ or ‘200’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 13.75 microns or finer;

‘““(N) ‘Super 210°s’ or ‘210’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 13.25 microns or finer;

“(0) ‘Super 220’s’ or ‘220’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 12.75 microns or finer;

“(P) ‘Super 230’s’ or ‘230’s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 12.25 microns or finer;

“(Q) ‘Super 240°s’ or ‘240°s’, if the average
diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 11.75 microns or finer; and

“(R) ‘Super 250’s’ or ‘250’s’, if the average

diameter of wool fiber of such wool product
does not average 11.25 microns or finer.
In each such case, the average fiber diameter
of such wool product may be subject to such
standards or deviations as adopted by regula-
tion by the Commission.

¢“(6) In the case of a wool product stamped,
tagged, labeled, or otherwise identified as
cashmere, if—

“(A) such wool product is not the fine
(dehaired) undercoat fibers produced by a
cashmere goat (capra hircus laniger);

‘“(B) the average diameter of the fiber of
such wool product exceeds 19 microns; or

“(C) such wool product contains more than
3 percent (by weight) of cashmere fibers with
average diameters that exceed 30 microns.
The average fiber diameter may be subject
to a coefficient of variation around the mean
that shall not exceed 24 percent.”.

(b) APPLICABILITY DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to wool
products manufactured on or after January
1, 2007.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEARNS) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the legislation and to insert
extraneous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 4583, the Wool Suit Fabric
Labeling Fairness and International
Standards Conforming Act, introduced
by my colleague, Mrs. BLACKBURN of
Tennessee, and co-sponsored by my col-
league, the ranking member of our sub-
committee, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY of Illi-
nois.

This is a simple bill, my colleagues,
which is fundamental and has a funda-
mental purpose: to give consumers the
information they need to make buying
decisions about the products they
want.

This bill would amend the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939 to make spe-
cific and standard certain designations
of fabric quality for certain wool prod-
ucts.

For years, high-end suits and other
expensive wool garments have carried
the label ‘‘super’ and a number like 120
or 130, to designate the fineness of the
weave of the wool and thus the quality
and cost of producing the fabric. It is
about time we make certain that there
is a standard, internationally accepted
definition of the ‘‘super’ designation
to ensure that unscrupulous garment
manufacturers don’t dupe consumers
with simple phony labels. We owe that
to the American consumer and to the
great American textile industry that
produces these fine products.

H.R. 4583 makes the ‘‘super’ designa-
tion a standard designation of quality
wool products. Likewise, the Wool Suit
Fabric Labeling Fairness and Inter-
national Standards Conforming Act
creates a specific and standard defini-
tion of cashmere so that the term cash-
mere actually means a certain thing
rather than serving as an nonspecific
reference to a quality. The end result is
a bill that establishes a legal standard
for labeling ‘‘super’’ and cashmere wool
products based on internationally ac-
cepted standards.

As I said, while these may seem a bit
technical, standardizing the designa-
tion of a certain level of quality, no
matter what the products, allows con-
sumers and the manufacturers alike to
be certain that what they are spending
their hard-earned dollars on is real and
is genuine. That is a laudable goal for
any piece of legislation.

I therefore would like to urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting it on
final passage.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 4583, the
Wool Suit Fabric Labeling Fairness
and International Standards Con-
forming Act; and I want to thank Rep-
resentative BLACKBURN, the lead spon-
sor of H.R. 4583. It was a pleasure to
work with her and her staff on a bill
that would help consumers, American
workers, and manufacturers in the
wool products industry.

Our bill would update the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939 to include the
internationally recognized standards
for wool fiber content of the various

H6665

“‘super’ grade fabric, and ensure that
any clothing labeled as cashmere actu-
ally includes hair from the cashmere
goat.

Although quite simple and straight-
forward, our bill is very important to
the U.S. wool products industry. With
the increase in imports from China, the
domestic apparel manufacturers and
textile mills face significant challenges
to maintaining employment and pro-
duction. By requiring clothing to be la-
beled properly, our bill will help level
the playing field. It will ensure that
consumers are better informed about
the products they are buying, and it
will put an end to mislabeled wool and
cashmere products in the TUnited
States. No longer will imported suits of
a lower quality be able to claim they
are the same high quality as those
bearing the ‘“‘made in the U.S.A.” label.
This bill updates the outdated law that
does not recognize the different levels
of yarn fineness.

We have a great tradition of wool
suit craftsmanship in the TUnited
States. By updating the Wool Products
Labeling Act, H.R. 4583 will help ensure
the health and vitality of the U.S. ap-
parel and textile industry which in-
cludes members of my union, UNITE
HERE!, and two Chicago-based manu-
facturers, Hartmarx and Oxxford
Clothes.

The passage of our bill will ensure
that the U.S. tailored clothing indus-
try can continue to thrive in the inter-
national marketplace. H.R. 4583 is sup-
ported both by the wool suit manufac-
turers and the Garment Workers
Union, UNITE HERE!, as well as the
U.S. textile industry. I urge my col-
leagues to support it as well, and I look
forward to the passage of this bill
today.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the author of the
bill, the gentlewoman from Tennessee
(Mrs. BLACKBURN).

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
I do rise today in support of this legis-
lation to update our wool labeling
laws. I want to thank Chairman BAR-
TON, Ranking Member DINGELL, as well
as Chairman STEARNS, for their help in
bringing the legislation forward. I also
want to thank and commend my friend
from Illinois, the ranking member of
the Commerce Trade and Consumer
Protections Subcommittee, Represent-
ative SCHAKOWSKY, for joining me to
sponsor the legislation.

The Wool Suit Fabric Labeling Fair-
ness and International Standards Con-
forming Act will modernize the Wool
Labeling Act by using the inter-
national definition of ‘‘super’” as an
identifier for the quality of wool prod-
ucts. We have written this legislation
to protect consumers and industry par-
ticipants from the mislabeling of cer-
tain suiting fabrics.
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In recent years, many wool products
at the wholesale and retail level, in-
cluding worsted wool fabrics and ap-
parel items, are being marketed and la-
beled as ‘‘super 100,” and ‘‘super 120s,”’
and so-called ‘‘super” grades. These
refer to the fineness of the yarn con-
tained in the product. The finer the av-
erage yard is in diameter, the higher
the super’s grade.

Higher super grades reflect products
that are supposed to have higher yarns
and therefore sold at higher prices. The
Wool Labeling Act, which regulates the
labeling of wool products in the United
States, has not been amended to reflect
the current marketing practice of
using supers as an identifier for quality
wool products.

The International Wool Textile Orga-
nization is the international body rep-
resenting the interests of the world’s
wool textile industry, which includes
the U.S., oversees the implementation
of the International Wool Textile Arbi-
tration Agreement. The IWTO has
adopted a code of practice regarding
the use of the term ‘‘super’” on wool
products, and the exact yarn diameter
that each level of ‘‘super’” must con-
tain. Woolmark, a company that li-
censes the use of the Woolmark logo,
has accepted the identical definition.

Modernization of the Wool Labeling
Act has strong support, as my col-
league mentioned. It is supported by
the National Textile Association, Vic-
tor Forstman, UNITE, the Cashmere
and Camel Hair Manufacturers Insti-
tute, the American Apparel and Foot-
wear Association, Hartmarx, and Hick-
ey Freeman on behalf of the Tailored
Clothing Association.

As the domestic tailored clothing in-
dustry and wool textile mills continue
to face significant challenges, this leg-
islation is timely and it is vital to the
continued health of this important
manufacturing sector in the U.S. I urge
my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker,
let me close by saying this: this is real-
ly a jobs bill and a truth-in-labeling
bill. It is a win-win-win situation: good
for the consumers, good for the manu-
facturers, good for the garment work-
ers. And I urge its passage.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4583, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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SUPPORTING THE GOAL OF ELIMI-
NATING SUFFERING AND DEATH
DUE TO CANCER BY THE YEAR
2015

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 210) supporting the goal of
eliminating suffering and death due to
cancer by the year 2015, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 210

Whereas this year alone, cancer will claim
the lives of more than 570,000 Americans—
1,600 per day—and is the cause of one of
every four deaths in the United States;

Whereas more than 1,300,000 new cancer
cases will be diagnosed in 2005;

Whereas it is estimated that cancer cost
the Nation nearly $190,000,000,000 in 2003, in-
cluding more than $69,000,000,000 in direct
medical costs;

Whereas the Nation’s investment in cancer
research and programs has led to real
progress—between 1991 and 2001, cancer
death rates declined by more than 9 percent
and about 258,000 lives were saved;

Whereas cancer touches almost every fam-
ily, with over 10,000,000 Americans now living
with a history of cancer;

Whereas at least half of all cancer deaths
could be prevented by applying existing
knowledge;

Whereas the Director of the National Can-
cer Institute has set a bold goal to eliminate
suffering and death due to cancer by 2015;
and

Whereas eliminating suffering and death
due to cancer will require a commitment by
the Congress and the private sector to con-
tinue to make the fight against cancer a pri-
ority: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress sup-
ports the goal of eliminating suffering and
death due to cancer by 2015.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. DEAL) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H. Con. Res. 210.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I am pleased to rise today in support
of House Concurrent Resolution 210, a
resolution supporting the goal of elimi-
nating suffering and death due to can-
cer by the year 2015.

To many people, the goal of elimi-
nating suffering and death due to can-
cer in under a decade may seem impos-
sible or at least highly unlikely. But
when we take a step back and look at
the amazing things we have accom-
plished in the last three decades, I be-
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lieve that with the hard work and con-
centrated effort of our Nation, this
goal is realistic and achievable.

Thirty years ago, just hearing the
word ‘‘cancer’ sent chills down peo-
ple’s spines. Cancer of any kind was
seen as a virtual death sentence. And
unfortunately, today cancer is still a
death sentence for far too many people
from all ages and all walks of life.

But for an increasing number of
Americans, cancer is no longer a death
sentence as it once was. Rather, it is
becoming a preventable, controllable,
beatable disease. Today  medical
science is accomplishing things that
were undreamed of 30 years ago. For
the first time, we are seeing a decline
in the numbers of lives claimed by can-
cer each year. People are living longer
both with the disease and after the dis-
ease. Screening is better and more
widespread than ever. Treatments are
better and safer, and outcomes con-
tinue to improve. Based on the strides
that we have made, I can honestly say
I think we are winning the war on can-
cer.

I can also say with confidence that
the future of cancer research looks
bright. With the mapping of the human
genome, we will be able to identify
each person’s cancer-related genes.
Using this information, we can design
tailored prevention and treatment op-
tions for each individual patient. The
availability of these advanced tech-
niques is not a question of if, but when.

While the goal of ending suffering
and death from cancer by the year 2015
requires us to set our eyes on the fu-
ture, we must also focus on what can
be done today. The resolution before us
encourages Congress to examine how
the resources of this great Nation can
best be harnessed to reach the ultimate
goal to finding a cure. Whether
through  government-sponsored re-
search, partnerships with the private
sector, investors, or philanthropic or-
ganizations, we must pursue this
enemy of cancer on all fronts.

We must set priorities. We must de-
mand more for our money. We must
foster the next generation of cancer
scientists and researchers and encour-
age more young people to enter this
high calling. We must ensure that the
fruits of research make their way into
clinical practice and into public health
efforts to reduce the burden of cancer.
We must promote policies that encour-
age proper intellectual property man-
agement, the key to scientific innova-
tion. We must make sure that people
who qualify have access to clinical
trials.

But finally and most importantly, we
must not forget the human face of can-
cer. Outside of this Chamber, thou-
sands of people are gathering on the
National Mall as part the American
Cancer Society’s Celebration on the
Hill. People whose lives have been
touched by cancer from every State
and every congressional district across
the United States have come to cele-
brate life, to remember those that were
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