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House of Representatives 
FARM, NUTRITION, AND 

BIOENERGY ACT OF 2007—Continued 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute printed in the bill, modified 
by the amendments printed in part A 
of House Report 110–261, is adopted. The 
bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
an original bill for the purpose of fur-
ther amendment under the 5-minute 
rule and shall be considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

(The bill will be printed in a subse-
quent edition of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD.) 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amend-
ment to the bill, as amended, shall be 
in order except those printed in part B 
of the report and amendments en bloc 
described in section 3 of House Resolu-
tion 574. 

Each further amendment printed in 
the report shall be considered only in 
the order printed in the report; may be 
offered only by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered read; 
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report, equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent of the amendment; shall not be 
subject to amendment; and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the 
question. 

It shall be in order at any time for 
the chairman of the Committee on Ag-
riculture or his designee to offer 
amendments en bloc consisting of 
amendments printed in part B of the 
report not earlier disposed of. Amend-
ments en bloc shall be considered read 
(except that modifications shall be re-
ported); shall be debatable for 20 min-
utes, equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority 
member or their designees; shall not be 
subject to amendment; and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the 
question. 

The original proponent of an amend-
ment included in amendments en bloc 

may insert a statement in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD immediately be-
fore disposition of the amendments en 
bloc. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. KIND 
The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to 

consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part B of House Report 110–261. 

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. KIND: 
[COMMODITY TITLE] 
In section 1102, strike subsection (b) and 

insert the following new subsection: 
(b) PAYMENT RATE.— 
(1) 2008 CROP YEAR.—The payment rates 

used to make direct payments with respect 
to covered commodities for the 2008 crop 
year are as follows: 

(A) Wheat, $0.52 per bushel. 
(B) Corn, $0.14 per bushel. 
(C) Grain sorghum, $0.25 per bushel. 
(D) Barley, $0.17 per bushel. 
(E) Oats, $0.02 per bushel. 
(F) Upland cotton, $0.05 per pound. 
(G) Rice, $1.65 per hundredweight. 
(H) Soybeans, $0.22 per bushel. 
(I) Other oilseeds, $0.01 per pound. 
(J) Peanuts, $25.20 per ton. 
(2) 2009 CROP YEAR.—The payment rates 

used to make direct payments with respect 
to covered commodities for the 2009 crop 
year are as follows: 

(A) Wheat, $0.52 per bushel. 
(B) Corn, $0.13 per bushel. 
(C) Grain sorghum, $0.23 per bushel. 
(D) Barley, $0.16 per bushel. 
(E) Oats, $0.02 per bushel. 
(F) Upland cotton, $0.04 per pound. 
(G) Rice, $1.53 per hundredweight. 
(H) Soybeans, $0.20 per bushel. 
(I) Other oilseeds, $0.01 per pound. 
(J) Peanuts, $23.40 per ton. 
(3) 2010 CROP YEAR.—The payment rates 

used to make direct payments with respect 
to covered commodities for the 2010 crop 
year are as follows: 

(A) Wheat, $0.52 per bushel. 
(B) Corn, $0.11 per bushel. 
(C) Grain sorghum, $0.21 per bushel. 
(D) Barley, $0.14 per bushel. 

(E) Oats, $0.02 per bushel. 
(F) Upland cotton, $0.04 per pound. 
(G) Rice, $1.41 per hundredweight. 
(H) Soybeans, $0.18 per bushel. 
(I) Other oilseeds, $0.01 per pound. 
(J) Peanuts, $21.60 per ton. 
(4) 2011 CROP YEAR.—The payment rates 

used to make direct payments with respect 
to covered commodities for the 2011 crop 
year are as follows: 

(A) Wheat, $0.49 per bushel. 
(B) Corn, $0.10 per bushel. 
(C) Grain sorghum, $0.35 per bushel. 
(D) Barley, $0.13 per bushel. 
(E) Oats, $0.02 per bushel. 
(F) Upland cotton, $0.04 per pound. 
(G) Rice, $1.29 per hundredweight. 
(H) Soybeans, $0.15 per bushel. 
(I) Other oilseeds, $0.01 per pound. 
(J) Peanuts, $19.80 per ton. 
(5) 2012 CROP YEAR.—The payment rates 

used to make direct payments with respect 
to covered commodities for the 2012 crop 
year are as follows: 

(A) Wheat, $0.47 per bushel. 
(B) Corn, $0.08 per bushel. 
(C) Grain sorghum, $0.18 per bushel. 
(D) Barley, $0.12 per bushel. 
(E) Oats, $0.02 per bushel. 
(F) Upland cotton, $0.03 per pound. 
(G) Rice, $1.18 per hundredweight. 
(H) Soybeans, $0.13 per bushel. 
(I) Other oilseeds, $0.01 per pound. 
(J) Peanuts, $18.00 per ton. 
(6) LIMITED RESOURCE FARMERS.—Notwith-

standing paragraphs (2), (3), (4), and (5), the 
payment rates specified in paragraph (1) 
shall be used for each of the 2008 through 2012 
crop years in the case of a limited resource 
farmer, as defined by the Secretary. 

Section 1102 is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(e) CONSERVATION ENHANCED PAYMENT OP-
TION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—All producers on a farm 
that meet the eligibility requirements of 
paragraph (2) may, in lieu of direct payments 
otherwise provided in this section, make a 
one time election to receive enhanced direct 
payments through crop year 2012 in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to obtain 
an enhanced direct payment for a covered 
commodity for a crop year under this sub-
section, the producers on a farm shall enter 
into a contract with the secretary under 
which the producers of the farm agree, for 
each crop year— 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:56 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.219 H26JYPT2cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8702 July 26, 2007 
‘‘(A) to forgo all counter-cyclical payments 

under this subtitle and all marketing assist-
ance loans and all loan deficiency payments 
under subtitle B for the farm subject to a 
contract under this subsection; 

‘‘(B) to carry out conservation practices on 
the farm that are at least equivalent to the 
requirements for land enrolled under the a 
conservation security contract entered into 
under section 1238A of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838a); and 

‘‘(C) to meet such other requirements as 
are established by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) AMOUNT.—The amount of an enhanced 
direct payment to be paid to the producers 
on a farm for a covered commodity for a crop 
year that enter into a contract with the sec-
retary under this subsection shall be equal 
to the product obtained by multiplying— 

‘‘(A) the amount of the direct payment the 
producers on a farm would otherwise be eli-
gible to receive under subsection (c); and 

‘‘(B) 110 
‘‘(4) ONE TIME ENROLLMENT.—Producers on 

a farm shall have one period of time (as de-
termined by the Secretary) in which to enter 
into a contract for a conservation enhanced 
payment. 

‘‘(5) DE MINIMIS PAYMENTS.—A payment 
under this section that is less than $25.00 in 
amount shall not be tendered to a producer 
on a farm’’. 

Section 1103 is amended to read as follows: 
SEC. 1103. COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAYMENTS. 

Section 1103 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 7913) 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1103. COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAYMENTS. 

‘‘(a) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary 
shall make counter-cyclical payments to 
producers on farms for which payment yields 
and base acres are established with respect 
to a covered commodity, if the Secretary de-
termines that the national actual revenue 
per acre for the covered commodity (except 
for other oilseeds) is less than the national 
target revenue per acre for the covered com-
modity, as determined in this section. 

‘‘(b) NATIONAL ACTUAL REVENUE PER 
ACRE.—For each covered commodity (except 
for other oilseeds) for the applicable year, 
the Secretary shall establish a national ac-
tual revenue per acre by multiplying the na-
tional average yield for the given year by the 
higher of: 

‘‘(1) the national average market price re-
ceived by producers during the 12-month 
marketing year established by the Sec-
retary; or 

‘‘(2) the loan rate. 
‘‘(c) NATIONAL TARGET REVENUE PER 

ACRE.—The national target revenue per acre 
shall be, on a per acre basis, as follows: 

‘‘(1) Wheat, $140.42. 
‘‘(2) Corn, $344.12. 
‘‘(3) Grain Sorghum, $131.28. 
‘‘(4) Barley, $123.13. 
‘‘(5) Oats, $88.36. 
‘‘(6) Upland cotton, $516.86. 
‘‘(7) Rice, $548.06. 
‘‘(8) Soybeans, $219.58 . 
‘‘(9) Peanuts, $683.83. 
‘‘(d) NATIONAL PAYMENT YIELD.—The na-

tional payment yield shall be as follows: 
‘‘(1) Wheat, 36.1 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(2) Corn, 114.2 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(3) Grain Sorghum, 58.1 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(4) Barley, 48.7 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(5) Oats, 49.8 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(6) Upland cotton, 636 pounds per acre. 
‘‘(7) Rice, 51.24 hundredweight per acre. 
‘‘(8) Soybeans, 34.1 bushels per acre. 
‘‘(9) Peanuts, 1.495 tons per acre. 
‘‘(e) NATIONAL PAYMENT RATE.—The na-

tional payment rate used to make counter- 
cyclical payments for a crop year shall be 
the result of— 

‘‘(1) the difference between the national 
target revenue per acre for the covered com-
modity and the national actual revenue per 
acre for the covered commodity; divided by 

‘‘(2) the national payment yield for the 
covered commodity. 

‘‘(f) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—If counter-cyclical 
payments are required to be paid for any of 
the 2008 through 2012 crop years of a covered 
commodity, the amount of the counter-cycli-
cal payment to be paid to the producers on a 
farm for that crop year for the covered com-
modity shall be equal to the product of— 

‘‘(1) the national payment rate for the cov-
ered commodity; 

‘‘(2) the payment acres of the covered com-
modity on the farm; and 

‘‘(3) the payment yield for counter-cyclical 
payments for the covered commodity. 

‘‘(g) TIME FOR PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) GENERAL RULE.—If the Secretary de-

termines that counter-cyclical payments are 
required to be made under this section for 
the crop of a covered commodity, the Sec-
retary shall make the counter-cyclical pay-
ments for the crop as soon as practicable 
after the end of the 12-month marketing year 
for the covered commodity. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY OF PARTIAL PAYMENTS.— 
If, before the end of the 12-month marketing 
year for a covered commodity, the Secretary 
estimates that counter-cyclical payments 
will be required for the crop of the covered 
commodity, the Secretary shall give pro-
ducers on a farm the option to receive par-
tial payments of the counter-cyclical pay-
ment projected to be made for that crop of 
the covered commodity. 

‘‘(3) TIME FOR PARTIAL PAYMENTS.—When 
the Secretary makes partial payments avail-
able under paragraph (2) for a covered com-
modity— 

‘‘(A) the first partial payment for the crop 
year shall be made not earlier than October 
1, and, to the maximum extent practicable, 
not later than October 31, of the calendar 
year in which the crop of the covered com-
modity is harvested; 

‘‘(B) the second partial payment shall be 
made not earlier than February 1 of the next 
calendar year; and 

‘‘(C) the final partial payment shall be 
made as soon as practicable after the end of 
the 12-month marketing year for the covered 
commodity. 

‘‘(4) AMOUNT OF PARTIAL PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) FIRST PARTIAL PAYMENT.—The first 

partial payment under paragraph (3) to the 
producers on a farm may not exceed 35 per-
cent of the projected counter-cyclical pay-
ment for the covered commodity for the crop 
year, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) SECOND PARTIAL PAYMENT.—The sec-
ond partial payment under paragraph (3) for 
a covered commodity for a crop year may 
not exceed the difference between— 

‘‘(i) 70 percent of the projected counter-cy-
clical payment (including any revision there-
of) for the crop of the covered commodity; 
and 

‘‘(ii) the amount of the payment made 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) FINAL PAYMENT.—The final payment 
for the crop year shall be equal to the dif-
ference between— 

‘‘(i) the actual counter-cyclical payment to 
be made to the producers for the covered 
commodity for that crop year; and 

‘‘(ii) the amount of the partial payments 
made to the producers on a farm under sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) for that crop year. 

‘‘(5) REPAYMENT.—Producers on a farm 
that receive a partial payment under this 
subsection for a crop year shall repay to the 
Secretary the amount, if any, by which the 
total of the partial payments exceed the ac-
tual counter-cyclical payment to be made 

for the covered commodity for that crop 
year. 

‘‘(h) DE MINIMIS PAYMENTS.—A payment 
under this section that is less than $25.00 in 
amount shall not be tendered to a producer 
on a farm.’’. 

In section 1105(a)(1)(D) insert ‘‘, residen-
tial’’ after ‘‘commercial’’ and after the pe-
riod at the end insert the following: ‘‘In the 
case of a parcel of land that at anytime sub-
sequent to the enactment of the Federal Ag-
riculture Improvement and Reform Act of 
1996 is subdivided, transferred to a new 
owner and used for the construction of a new 
residence, the base acres for covered com-
modities for the farm shall be eliminated, 
unless the owner of such residence receives 
at least $10,000 of gross income from farming 
or ranching and the owner of such residence 
receives gross income from farming or 
ranching exceeding at least half of their ad-
justed gross income.’’ . 

Section 1201(a)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘For each of’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘loan commodity, the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’ 

Section 1201(b) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

(b) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The producers on a farm 

shall be eligible for a marketing assistance 
loan under subsection (a) for any quantity of 
a loan commodity produced on the farm. In 
addition, such producers must have bene-
ficial interest, as determined under para-
graph (2), in the commodity at the time the 
commodity is tendered as collateral for such 
loan. 

(2) BENEFICIAL INTEREST.—In order to have 
beneficial interest in a commodity, a pro-
ducer shall: 

(A) be the producer of the commodity; 
(B) possess and maintain ownership and 

control of the commodity; 
(C) not have received any payment from 

any party with respect to the commodity; 
and 

(D) satisfy other criteria, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(3) INELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.—A crop of a 
loan commodity shall be ineligible for a mar-
keting assistance loan if the crop was pro-
duced on land of a farm that has been subject 
to a land transaction covered under section 
1101(c). 

Section 1201(e) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

(e) ADJUSTMENTS OF LOANS.— 
(1) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—The Sec-

retary may make appropriate adjustments in 
the loan rates for any commodity for dif-
ferences in grade, type, quality, location, 
and other factors. 

(2) MANNER OF ADJUSTMENT.—The adjust-
ments under the authority of this section 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be 
made in such manner that the national aver-
age loan rate for the commodity will, on the 
basis of the anticipated incidence of the fac-
tors, be equal to the level of support deter-
mined as provided in this title. 

(f) HANDLING AND STORAGE CHARGES.—All 
payments for storage, handling or other 
charges associated with a loan commodity 
subject to a marketing assistance loan or 
loan deficiency payment under this subtitle 
are the responsibility of the producer and 
shall not be paid by the Secretary. 

Section 1202 is amended to read as follows: 
SEC. 1202. LOAN RATES FOR NONRECOURSE MAR-

KETING ASSISTANCE LOANS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subsection (b), the loan rate for each crop of 
a loan commodity shall be equal to the 
amount determined by multiplying: 

(1) .85; and 
(2) the average of the national average 

market price received by producers during 
the five preceding marketing years, exclud-
ing the highest and lowest prices determined 
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for such years, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(b) LOAN RATES.—The loan rate determined 
under (a) shall not exceed, in the case of— 

(1) wheat, $2.58 per bushel; 
(2) corn, $1.89 per bushel; 
(3) grain sorghum, $1.89 per bushel; 
(4) barley, $1.70 per bushel; 
(5) oats, $1.21 per bushel; 
(6) upland cotton, $0.5192 per pound; 
(7) extra long staple cotton, $0.7965 per 

pound; 
(8) rice, $6.50 per hundredweight; 
(9) soybeans, $4.92 per bushel; 
(10) other oilseeds, $0.087 per pound; 
(11) graded wool, $1.00 per pound; 
(12) nongraded wool, $0.40 per pound; 
(13) mohair, $4.20 per pound; 
(14) honey, $0.60 per pound; 
(15) dry peas, $6.22 per hundredweight; 
(16) lentils, $11.72 per hundredweight; 
(17) small chickpeas, $7.43 per hundred-

weight; and 
(18) peanuts, $350.00 per ton. 
Section 1204(a) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 7934) 
is amended to read as follows: 

(a) GENERAL RULE.— 
(1) REPAYMENT OF COMMODITY LOANS.—The 

Secretary shall permit the producers on a 
farm to repay a marketing assistance loan 
under section 1201 for a loan commodity 
(other than upland cotton, rice, extra long 
staple cotton, confectionary and each other 
kind of sunflower seed (other than oil sun-
flower seed)) at a rate that is the lesser of— 

(A) the loan rate established for the com-
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(B) a rate that the Secretary determines 
will— 

(i) minimize potential loan forfeitures; 
(ii) minimize the accumulation of stocks of 

the commodity by the Federal Government; 
(iii) minimize the cost incurred by the Fed-

eral Government in storing the commodity; 
(iv) allow the commodity produced in the 

United States to be marketed freely and 
competitively, both domestically and inter-
nationally; and 

(v) minimize discrepancies in marketing 
loan benefits across State boundaries and 
across county boundaries. 

(2) RATE ADJUSTMENTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B) and except as provided in subsection (b), 
repayment rates established under this sec-
tion shall be adjusted by the Secretary no 
more than once every month for all loan 
commodities. 

(B) MONTHLY REPAYMENT RATE.—In estab-
lishing the monthly repayment rates with 
respect to wheat, corn, grain sorghum, bar-
ley, oats and soybeans, the rates shall be es-
tablished by using the rates determined for 
five days in the previous month as deter-
mined in regulations issued by the Sec-
retary, which shall— 

(i) exclude the rates for days that rep-
resent the highest and lowest rates for the 5 
day period; and 

(ii) use the average of the three remaining 
rates to establish the monthly repayment 
rate. 

(3) DATE FOR DETERMINING REPAYMENT 
RATE.—With respect to the monthly repay-
ment rates established under paragraph (2) 
and subsection (b) and (c), the rate shall be— 

(A) in the case of a producer who, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, loses beneficial in-
terest immediately upon repayment of the 
loan, the monthly repayment rate deter-
mined under paragraph (2) and subsection (b) 
and (c) that is in effect on the date beneficial 
interest is lost; and 

(B) in the case of other producers who did 
not lose beneficial interest upon repayment 
of the loan, the repayment rate in effect on 
the earlier of: 

(i) the month in which the loan matures; 
or 

(ii) the last month of the marketing year 
established by the Secretary for the com-
modity. 

(4) REPAYMENT OF CONFECTIONARY AND 
OTHER KINDS OF SUNFLOWER SEEDS LOANS.— 
The Secretary shall permit the producers on 
a farm to repay a marketing assistance loan 
under section 1201 for confectionary and each 
other kind of sunflower seed (other than oil 
sunflower seed) at a rate that is the lesser 
of— 

(A) the loan rate established for the com-
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(B) the repayment rate established for oil 
sunflower seed. 

(5) QUALITY GRADES FOR DRY PEAS, LENTILS, 
AND SMALL CHICKPEAS.—The loan repayment 
rates for dry peas, lentils, and small chick-
peas shall be based on the quality grades for 
the applicable commodity. 

Section 1204(e) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

(e) ADJUSTMENT OF PREVAILING WORLD 
MARKET PRICE FOR UPLAND COTTON.—During 
the period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act through July 31, 2012, 
the prevailing world market price for upland 
cotton (adjusted to United States quality 
and location) established under subsection 
(d) shall be further adjusted if— 

(1) the adjusted prevailing world market 
price for upland cotton is less than 115 per-
cent of the loan rate for upland cotton estab-
lished under section 1202, as determined by 
the Secretary; and 

(2) the Friday through Thursday average 
price quotation for the lowest-priced United 
States growth as quoted for Middling (M) 1 3/ 
32-inch cotton, delivered C.I.F. Northern Eu-
rope (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Northern Europe price’’). 

Section 1204 is amended by striking sub-
sections (f) through (h). 

Section 1205(a) is amended by inserting 
after paragraph (1) the following new para-
graph (and redesignating succeeding para-
graphs accordingly): 

(2) BENEFICIAL INTEREST.—At the time pro-
ducers request payments under this section, 
the producers must have beneficial interest, 
as defined in section 1201(b)(2), in the com-
modity for which such payment is requested. 

Section 1205(c) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

(c) PAYMENT RATE.— 
(1) LOAN COMMODITIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to all loan 

commodities except extra long staple cotton, 
the payment rate shall be determined as of 
the day the producer loses beneficial interest 
in the commodity. 

(B) FORMULA.—The payment rate under 
subparagraph (A) shall be the amount that 
equals the difference between— 

(i) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for the loan commodity; and 

(ii) the monthly repayment rate deter-
mined for the commodity under section 1204. 

(2) UNSHORN PELTS.—-In the case of 
unshorn pelts, the payment rate shall be the 
amount that equals the difference between— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for ungraded wool: and 

(B) the rate at which ungraded wool may 
be redeemed under section 1204. 

(3) HAY, SILAGE, FEED AND SIMILAR USES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a com-

modity that would otherwise be eligible to 
be pledged as collateral for a marketing as-

sistance loan at the time of harvest of the 
commodity, but cannot be pledged due to the 
normal commercial state of the commodity, 
the payment rate shall be the average of the 
monthly repayment rates established for the 
first three months of the marketing year of 
the commodity, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—Commodities covered by 
subparagraph (A) shall be determined by the 
Secretary, and shall include hay, silage, 
cracked corn, and corn stored in a commin-
gled manner by feedlots. 

In section 1206(d) strike ‘‘A 2002 through 
2007 crop of’’ and inserting ‘‘A crop of’’. 

In section 1207 strike subsection (b) and re-
designate subsection (c) as subsection (b). 

Section 1208 of Farm Security and Rural 
Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 7938) is 
amended 

(1) by striking the section; 
(2) by redesignating section 1209 as section 

1208; 
(3) in section 1208 (as redesignated in para-

graph (2)) (A) in subsection (a)(1) by striking 
‘‘For each of the 2002 through 2007 crops of’’ 
and inserting ‘‘For each crop of’’ (B) in sub-
section (b) by striking ‘‘For each of the 2002 
through 2007 crops of’’ and inserting ‘‘For 
each crop of’’; and (C) by striking subsection 
(d). 

In subtitle C strike sections 1301, 1302, and 
1303 and insert the following: 
SEC. 1301. SUGAR PROGRAM. 

Section 156(j) of the Federal Agriculture 
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 
U.S.C. 7272(j)) is amended by striking ‘‘2007’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 
SEC. 1302. FLEXIBLE MARKETING ALLOTMENTS 

FOR SUGAR. 
Section 359b(a)(1) of the Agricultural Ad-

justment Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1359bb(a)(1)) is 
amended in the matter preceding subpara-
graph (A) by striking ‘‘2007’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012’’. 

Section 1409 is amended to read as follows: 
SEC. 1409. FEDERAL DAIRY COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The secretary of agri-
culture shall establish a commission to be 
known as the ‘‘federal dairy commission’’, in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘commission’’, 
which shall conduct a comprehensive review 
and evaluation of— 

(1) the current Federal and non-Federal 
milk marketing order systems; 

(2) the milk income loss contracting pro-
gram; 

(3) the forward contracting program; 
(4) the 9.90 dairy price support system; and 
(5) programs in the European Union and 

other major dairy exporting countries that 
may have a trade distorting effect. 

(b) ELEMENT OF REVIEW AND EVALUATION.— 
As part of the review and evaluation under 
this section, the commission shall evaluate 
how well the programs accomplish the fol-
lowing goals, providing legislative and regu-
latory recommendations for achieving these 
goals— 

(1) ensuring the competitiveness of diary 
products; 

(2) enhancing the competitiveness of Amer-
ican diary products in world markets; 

(3) increasing the responsiveness of dairy 
programs to market forces; 

(4) ensuring an adequate safety net for 
dairy farmers; 

(5) streamlining, simplifying, and expe-
diting the administration of these programs; 
and 

(6) continuing to serve the interest of the 
public, diary processors, and diary farmers; 

(7) operating in a manner to minimize 
costs to taxpayers; 

(8) ensuring that we meet our trade obliga-
tions; and 

(9) ensuring the safety of our dairy supply. 
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(c) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The commission shall 

consist of 16 members and shall include the 
following representation: 

(A) Geographical diversity. 
(B) Diversity in size of operation. 
(C) At least one State with a Federal mar-

keting order. 
(D) At least one State with a state mar-

keting order. 
(E) At least one State with no marketing 

order. 
(F) At least two dairy producers. 
(G) At least two dairy processors. 
(H) At least one trade experts. 
(I) At least one State official. 
(J) At least one Federal official. 
(K) At least one nongovernmental organi-

zation. 
(L) At least one economist. 
(M) At least one representative of a land 

grant university. 
(2) APPOINTMENTS.—Within 3 months of the 

date of enactment, commission members 
shall be appointed as follows: 

(A) Two members appointed by the Major-
ity Leader of the Senate, in consultation 
with the Chair and ranking member of the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives. 

(B) Two members appointed by the Speak-
er of the House of Representatives, in con-
sultation with the Chair and ranking mem-
ber of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry of the Senate. 

(C) Fourteen members appointed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

(3) CHAIR.—The commission shall elect one 
of its members to serve as chairperson dur-
ing the duration of the commission’s pro-
ceedings. 

(4) VACANCY.—Any vacancy occurring be-
fore the termination of the commission shall 
be filled in the same manner as the original 
appointment. 

(5) COMPENSATION.—Members of the com-
mission shall serve without compensation, 
but shall be reimbursed by the Secretary 
from existing budgetary resources for nec-
essary and reasonable expenses incurred in 
the performance of the duties of the commis-
sion. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than three years 
after the date of establishment of the com-
mission, the commission shall submit to 
Congress and the Secretary of Agriculture a 
report setting forth the results of the review 
and evaluation conducted under this section, 
including recommendations regarding legis-
lative and regulatory options for accom-
plishing the goals under subsection (ll). 
The report findings shall reflect, to the 
greatest extent possible, a consensus opinion 
of the commission members, but shall in-
clude majority and minority findings and 
their supporters regarding those matters for 
which consensus was not reached. 

(e) ADVISORY NATURE.—The commission is 
wholly advisory in nature and bound by the 
requirements of the FACA. 

(f) NO EFFECT ON EXISTING PROGRAMS.—The 
Secretary shall not allow the existence of 
the commission to impede, delay, or other-
wise affect any regulatory decisionmaking. 

(g) ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall provide administrative support 
to the commission, and expend such funds as 
necessary from existing budget authority to 
carry out this responsibility. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(i) TERMINATION.—The commission shall 
terminate 60 days after submission of the re-
port under subparagraph (D), during which 
time it will remain available to answer ques-
tion of Congress and the Secretary regarding 
the report. 

Strike sections 1503 and 1504 and insert the 
following: 
SEC. 1503. PAYMENT LIMITATIONS. 

Section 1001 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by striking paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) ENTITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—THE TERM ‘ENTITY’ 

MEANS.— 
‘‘(i) an organization that (subject to the re-

quirements of this section and section 1001A) 
is eligible to receive a payment under a pro-
vision of law referred to in subsection (b) or 
(c); 

‘‘(ii) a corporation, joint stock company, 
association, limited partnership, limited li-
ability company, limited liability partner-
ship, charitable organization, estate, irrev-
ocable trust, a grantor of a revocable trust, 
or other similar entity (as determined by the 
Secretary); and 

‘‘(iii) an organization that is participating 
in a farming operation as a partner in a gen-
eral partnership or as a participant in a joint 
venture. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—Except in section 1001F, 
the term ‘entity’ does not include a general 
partnership or joint venture. 

‘‘(C) ESTATES.—In defining the term enti-
ties as it will apply to estates, the Secretary 
shall ensure that fair and equitable treat-
ment is given to estates and the beneficiaries 
thereof. 

‘‘(D) IRREVOCABLE TRUSTS.—In defining the 
term entities as it will apply to irrevocable 
trusts, the Secretary shall ensure that irrev-
ocable trusts are legitimate entities and 
have not been created for the purpose of 
avoiding the payment limitation. 

‘‘(2) INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘individual’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a natural person, and any minor child 
of the natural person (as determined by the 
Secretary), who, subject to the requirements 
of this section and section 1001A, is eligible 
to receive a payment under a provision of 
law referred to in subsection (b), (c), or (d); 
and 

‘‘(B) a natural person participating in a 
farming operation as a partner in a general 
partnership, a participant in a joint venture, 
a grantor of a revocable trust, or a partici-
pant in a similar entity (as determined by 
the Secretary). 

‘‘(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture.’’. 

(2) by striking subsections (b) through (f) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON DIRECT PAYMENTS.—The 
total amount of direct payments that an in-
dividual or entity may receive, directly or 
indirectly, during any crop year under sub-
title A or C of title I of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
7911 et seq.) for 1 or more covered commod-
ities or peanuts shall not exceed $20,000. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAY-
MENTS.—The total amount of counter-cycli-
cal payments that an individual or entity 
may receive, directly or indirectly, during 
any crop year under subtitle A or C of title 
I of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 7911 et seq.) for 1 or more 
covered commodities or peanuts shall not ex-
ceed $30,000. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATIONS ON MARKETING LOAN 
GAINS, LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS, AND 
COMMODITY CERTIFICATE TRANSACTIONS.—The 
total amount of the following gains and pay-
ments that an individual or entity may re-
ceive during any crop year may not exceed 
$75,000. 

‘‘(1)(A) Any gain realized by a producer 
from repaying a marketing assistance loan 
for 1 or more loan commodities or peanuts 
under subtitle B of title I of the Farm Secu-

rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 7931 et seq.) at a lower level than the 
original loan rate established for the loan 
commodity under that subtitle. 

‘‘(B) In the case of settlement of a mar-
keting assistance loan for 1 or more loan 
commodities under that subtitle by for-
feiture, the amount by which the loan 
amount exceeds the repayment amount for 
the loan if the loan had been settled by re-
payment instead of forfeiture. 

‘‘(2) Any loan deficiency payments received 
for 1 or more loan commodities under that 
subtitle. 

‘‘(3) Any gain realized from the use of a 
commodity certificate issued by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation for 1 or more loan 
commodities, as determined by the Sec-
retary, including the use of a certificate for 
the settlement of a marketing assistance 
loan made under that subtitle or section 1307 
of that Act (7 U.S.C. 7957). 

‘‘(e) PAYMENT TO INDIVIDUALS AND ENTI-
TIES.—Notwithstanding subsections (b) 
through (d), an individual or entity, directly 
or indirectly through all ownership interests 
of the individual or entity from all sources, 
may received payments for a fiscal or cor-
responding crop year up to but not exceeding 
twice the limitations established under sub-
sections (b) through (d). 

‘‘(f) SINGLE FARMING OPERATION.—Notwith-
standing subsections (b) through (d), subject 
to paragraph (2), an individual or entity that 
participates only in a single farming oper-
ation and receives, directly or indirectly, 
any payment or gain covered by this section 
through the farming operation, may receive 
payments for a fiscal or corresponding crop 
year up to but not exceeding twice the limi-
tations established under subsections (b) 
through (d). 

‘‘(g) SPOUSAL EQUITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

sections (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) except as pro-
vided in paragraph (2), if an individual and 
the spouse of the individual are covered by 
paragraph (2) and receive, directly or indi-
rectly, any payment or gain covered by this 
section, the total amount of payments or 
gains (as applicable) covered by this section 
that the individual and spouse may jointly 
receive during any crop year may not exceed 
an amount equal to twice the applicable dol-
lar amounts specified in subsections (b), (c), 
and (d). 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) SEPARATE FARMING OPERATIONS.—In 

the case of a married couple in which each 
spouse, before the marriage, was separately 
engaged in an unrelated farming operation, 
each spouse shall be treated as a separate in-
dividual with respect to a farming operation 
brought into the marriage by a spouse, sub-
ject to the condition that the farming oper-
ation shall remain a separate farming oper-
ation, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) ELECTION TO RECEIVE SEPARATE PAY-
MENTS.—A married couple may elect to re-
ceive payments separately in the name of 
each spouse if the total amount of payments 
and benefits described in subsections (b), (c), 
and (d) that the married couple receives, di-
rectly or indirectly, does not exceed an 
amount equal to twice the applicable dollar 
amounts specified in those subsections. 

‘‘(h) PUBLIC SCHOOLS.—The provisions of 
this section that limit payments to any indi-
vidual or entity shall not be applicable to 
land owned by a public school district or 
land owned by a State that is used to main-
tain a public school. 

‘‘(i) TIME LIMITS; RELIANCE.—Regulations 
of the Secretary shall establish time limits 
for the various steps involved with notice, 
hearing, decision, and the appeals procedure 
in order to ensure expeditious handling and 
settlement of payment limitation disputes. 
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Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
actions taken by an individual or other enti-
ty in good faith on action or advice of an au-
thorized representative of the Secretary may 
be accepted as meeting the requirement 
under this section or section 1001A, to the 
extent the Secretary deems it desirable in 
order to provide fair and equitable treat-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 1504. PAYMENTS LIMITED TO ACTIVE FARM-

ERS. 

Section 1001A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–1) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section designation and 
heading and all that follows through the end 
of subsection (a) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) SUBSTANTIVE CHANGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the ap-

plication of limitations under this section, 
the Secretary shall not approve any change 
in a farming operation that otherwise would 
increase the number of individuals or enti-
ties (as defined in section 1001(a)) to which 
the limitations under this section apply, un-
less the Secretary determines that the 
change is bona fide and substantive. 

‘‘(2) FAMILY MEMBERS.—For the purpose of 
paragraph (1), the addition of a family mem-
ber (as defined in subsection (b)(2)(A)) to a 
farming operation under the criteria estab-
lished under subsection (b)(3)(B) shall be con-
sidered to be a bona fide and substantive 
change in the farming operation. 

‘‘(3) PRIMARY CONTROL.—To prevent a farm 
from reorganizing in a manner that is incon-
sistent with the purposes of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate such regulations 
as the Secretary determines to be necessary 
to simultaneously attribute payments for a 
farming operation to more than one indi-
vidual or entity, including the individual or 
entity that exercises primary control over 
the farming operation, including to respond 
to — 

‘‘(A)(i) any instance in which ownership of 
a farming operation is transferred to an indi-
vidual or entity under an arrangement that 
provides for the sale or exchange of any asset 
or ownership interest in 1 or more entities at 
less than fair market value; and 

‘‘(ii) the transferor is provided preferential 
rights to repurchase the asset or interest at 
less than fair market value; or 

‘‘(B) a sale or exchange of any asset or 
ownership interest in 1 or more entities 
under an arrangement under which rights to 
exercise control over the asset or interest 
are retained, directly or indirectly, by the 
transferor.’’ 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive, 

directly or indirectly, payments or benefits 
described as being subject to limitation in 
subsection (b) or (c) of section 1001 with re-
spect to a particular farming operation, an 
individual or entity (as defined in section 
1001(a)) shall be actively engaged in farming 
with respect to the farming operation, in ac-
cordance with paragraphs (2), (3), and (4).’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking subparagraphs (A), (B), and 

(C) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) ACTIVE PERSONAL MANAGEMENT.—The 

term ‘active personal management’ means 
with respect to an individual, administrative 
duties carried out by the individual for a 
farming operation— 

‘‘(I) that are personally provided by the in-
dividual on a regular, substantial, and con-
tinuing basis; and 

‘‘(II) relating to the supervision and direc-
tion of— 

‘‘(aa) activities and labor involved in the 
farming operation; and 

‘‘(bb) onsite services directly related and 
necessary to the farming operation. 

‘‘(ii) FAMILY MEMBER.—The term ‘family 
member’, with respect to an individual par-
ticipating in a farming operation, means an 
individual who is related to the individual as 
a lineal ancestor, a lineal descendant, or a 
sibling (including a spouse of such and indi-
vidual). 

‘‘(B) ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), for purposes of para-
graph (1), the following shall apply: 

‘‘(i) An individual shall be considered to be 
actively engaged in farming with respect to 
a farming operation if— 

‘‘(I) the individual makes a significant con-
tribution, as determined under subparagraph 
(E) (based on the total value of the farming 
operation), to the farming operation of— 

‘‘(aa) capital, equipment, or land; and 
‘‘(bb) personal labor and active personal 

management; 
‘‘(II) the share of the individual of the prof-

its or losses from the farming operation is 
commensurate with the contributions of the 
individual to the operation; and 

‘‘(III) a contribution of the individual is at 
risk. 

‘‘(ii) An entity shall be considered to be ac-
tively engaged in farming with respect to a 
farming operation if— 

‘‘(I) the entity makes a significant con-
tribution, as determined under subparagraph 
(E) (based on the total value of the farming 
operation), to the farming operation of cap-
ital, equipment, or land; 

‘‘(II)(aa) the stockholders or members that 
collectively own at least 51 percent of the 
combined beneficial interest in the entity 
each make a significant contribution of per-
sonal labor and active personal management 
to the operation; or 

‘‘(bb) in the case of an entity in which all 
of the beneficial interests are held by family 
members, any stockholder or member (or 
household comprised of a stockholder or 
member and the spouse of the stockholder or 
member) who owns at least 10 percent of the 
beneficial interest in the entity makes a sig-
nificant contribution of personal labor or ac-
tive personal management; and 

‘‘(III) the entity meets the requirements of 
subclauses (II) and (III) of clause (i). 

‘‘(C) ENTITIES MAKING SIGNIFICANT CON-
TRIBUTIONS.—If a general partnership, joint 
venture, or similar entity (as determined by 
the Secretary) separately makes a signifi-
cant contribution (based on the total value 
of the farming operation involved) of capital, 
equipment, or land, the partners or members 
making a significant contribution of per-
sonal labor or active personal management 
and meeting the standards provided in sub-
clauses (II) and (III) of subparagraph (B)(i), 
shall be considered to be actively engaged in 
farming with respect to the farming oper-
ation’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION OF PER-

SONAL LABOR OR ACTIVE PERSONAL MANAGE-
MENT.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), for 
purposes of subparagraph (B), an individual 
shall be considered to be providing, on behalf 
of the individual or an entity, a significant 
contribution of personal labor or active per-
sonal management, if the total contribution 
of personal labor and active personal man-
agement is at least equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) 1,000 hours; and 
‘‘(II) a period of time equal to— 
‘‘(aa) 50 percent of the commensurate share 

of the total number of hours of personal 
labor and active personal management re-
quired to conduct the farming operation; or 

‘‘(bb) in the case of a stockholder or mem-
ber (or household comprised of a stockholder 
or member and the spouse of the stockholder 

or member) that owns at least 10 percent of 
the beneficial interest in an entity in which 
all of the beneficial interests are held by 
family members, 50 percent of the commen-
surate share of hours of the personal labor 
and active personal management of all fam-
ily members required to conduct the farming 
operation. 

‘‘(ii) MINIMUM LABOR HOURS.—For the pur-
pose of clause (i), the minimum number of 
labor hours required to produce a commodity 
shall be equal to the number of hours that 
would be necessary to conduct a farming op-
eration for the production of each com-
modity that is comparable in size to the 
commensurate share of an individual or enti-
ty in the farming operation for the produc-
tion of the commodity, based on the min-
imum number of hours per acre required to 
produce the commodity in the State in 
which the farming operation is located, as 
determined by the Secretary.’’ 

(C) in paragraph (3) by striking subpara-
graphs (A), (B), and (C) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) LANDOWNERS.—An individual or entity 
that is a landowner contributing owned land, 
and that meets the requirements of sub-
clauses (II) and (III) of paragraph (2)(B)(i), if 
as determined by the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) the landowner share-rents the land at 
a rate that is usual and customary; and 

‘‘(ii) the share received by the landowner is 
commensurate with the share of the crop or 
income received as rent. 

‘‘(B) FAMILY MEMBERS.—With respect to a 
farming operation conducted by individuals 
who are family members, or an entity the 
majority of whose stockholders or members 
are family members, an adult family mem-
ber who makes a significant contribution 
(based on the total value of the farming op-
eration) of active personal management or 
personal labor and, with respect to such con-
tribution, who meets the requirements of 
subclauses (II) and (III) of paragraph 
(2)(B)(i). 

‘‘(C) SHARECROPPERS.—A sharecropper who 
makes a significant contribution of personal 
labor to the farming operation and, with re-
spect to such contribution, who meets the 
requirements of subclauses (II) and (III) of 
paragraph (2)(B)(i), and who was receiving 
payments from the landowner as a share-
cropper prior to the effective date of this 
Act.’’ 

(D) in paragraph (4)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘PERSONS’’ and inserting ‘‘INDIVIDUALS AND 
ENTITIES’’; 

(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘persons’’ and inserting ‘‘in-
dividuals and entities’’; and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(B) OTHER INDIVIDUALS AND ENTITIES.— 
Any other individual or entity, or class of in-
dividuals or entities, that fails to meet the 
requirements of paragraphs (2) and (3), as de-
termined by the Secretary.’’ 

(E) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) 
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; 

(F) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) PERSONAL LABOR AND ACTIVE PERSONAL 
MANAGEMENT.—No stockholder or member 
may provide personal labor or active per-
sonal management to meet the requirements 
of this subsection for individuals or entities 
that collectively receive, directly or indi-
rectly, an amount equal to more than twice 
the applicable limits under subsections (b), 
(c), and (d) of section 1001.’’ 

(G) In paragraph (6) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (e)) 

(i) in the first sentence— 
(I) by striking ‘‘A person’’ and inserting 

‘‘An individual or entity’’; and 
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(II) by striking ‘‘such person’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘the individual or entity’’; and 
(ii) by striking the second sentence; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) NOTIFICATION BY ENTITIES.—To facili-

tate the administration of this section, each 
entity that receives payments or benefits de-
scribed as being subject to limitation in sub-
section (b), (c), or (d) of section 1001 with re-
spect to a particular farming operation 
shall— 

‘‘(1) notify each individual or other entity 
that acquires or holds a beneficial interest in 
the farming operation of the requirements 
and limitations under this section; and 

‘‘(2) provide to the Secretary, at such 
times and in such manner as the Secretary 
may require, the name and social security 
number of each individual, or the name and 
taxpayer identification number of each enti-
ty, that holds or acquires such a beneficial 
interest. 

‘‘(4) FOUR LEVELS OF ATTRIBUTION FOR EM-
BEDDED ENTITIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Attribution of payments 
made to legal entities shall be traced 
through four levels of ownership in entities. 

‘‘(B) FIRST LEVEL.—Any payments made to 
a legal entity (a first-tier entity) that is 
owned in whole or in part by a person shall 
be attributed to the person in an amount 
that represents the direct ownership in the 
first-tier entity by the person. 

‘‘(C) SECOND LEVEL.—Any payments made 
to a first-tier entity that is owned in whole 
or in part by another legal entity (a second- 
tier entity) shall be attributed to the second- 
tier entity in proportion to the second-tier 
entity’s ownership in the first-tier entity. If 
the second-tier entity is owned in whole or 
in part by a person, the amount of the pay-
ment made to the first-tier entity shall be 
attributed to the person in the amount that 
represents the indirect ownership in the 
first-tier entity by the person. 

‘‘(D) THIRD AND FOURTH LEVELS.—The Sec-
retary shall attribute payments at the third 
and fourth tiers of ownership in the same 
manner as specified in subparagraph (C) un-
less the fourth-tier of ownership is that of a 
fourth-tier entity and not that of a person, 
in which case the Secretary shall reduce the 
amount of the payment to be made to the 
first-tier entity in the amount that rep-
resents the indirect ownership in the first- 
tier entity by the fourth-tier entity.’’. 
SEC. 1505. SCHEMES OR DEVICES. 

Section 1001B of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–2) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’ before 
‘‘if’’; 

(2) in subsection (a) (as designated by para-
graph (1)), by striking ‘‘person’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘individual or entity’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) FRAUD.—If fraud is committed by an 

individual or entity in connection with a 
scheme or device to evade, or that has the 
purpose of evading, section 1001, 1001A, or 
1001C, the individual or entity shall be ineli-
gible to receive farm program payments de-
scribed as being subject to limitation in sub-
section (b), (c), or (d) of section 1001 for— 

‘‘(1) the crop year for which the scheme or 
device is adopted; and 

‘‘(2) the succeeding 5 crop years. 
‘‘(c) JOINT AND SEVERAL LIABILITY.—All in-

dividuals and entities who participate in a 
scheme or device described in subsection (a) 
or (b) shall be jointly and severally liable for 
any and all overpayments resulting from the 
scheme or device, and subject to program in-
eligibility resulting from the scheme or de-
vice, regardless of whether a particular indi-
vidual or entity was or was not a payment 
recipient. 

‘‘(d) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may fully or partially release an individual 
or entity from liability for repayment of pro-
gram proceeds under subsection (a)(2) if the 
individual or entity cooperates with the De-
partment of Agriculture by disclosing a 
scheme or device to evade section 1001, 1001A, 
or 1001C or any other provision of law admin-
istered by the Secretary that imposes a pay-
ment limitation. The decision of the Sec-
retary under this subsection is vested in the 
sole discretion of the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 1506. FOREIGN INDIVIDUALS AND ENTITIES 

MADE INELIGIBLE FOR PROGRAM 
BENEFITS. 

Section 1001C of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘PERSONS’’ and inserting ‘‘INDIVIDUALS 
AND ENTITIES’’; 

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘person’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘indi-
vidual’’; and 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘CORPORATION OR OTHER’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘a corporation or other en-

tity’’ and inserting ‘‘an entity’’. 
SEC. 1507. ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME LIMITA-

TION. 
(a) EXTENSION OF ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME 

LIMITATION.— 
(b) MODIFICATION OF LIMITATION.—Section 

1001D(b) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308–3a(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) CAPS.— 
‘‘(A) UPPER LIMIT.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, an individual or enti-
ty shall not be eligible to receive any benefit 
described in paragraph (2) during a crop year 
and no benefits shall be provided on land 
owned by an individual or entity if the aver-
age adjusted gross income of the entity or 
individual combined with the income of the 
individual″s spouse exceeds $250,000. 

‘‘(B) PRODUCER EXEMPTION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, an indi-
vidual or entity shall not be eligible to re-
ceive any benefit described in paragraph (2) 
and no benefits shall be provided on land 
owned by an individual or entity during a 
crop year if the average adjusted gross in-
come of the entity or individual combined 
with the income of the individual’s spouse 
exceeds $125,000, unless not less than 66.66 
percent of the average adjusted gross income 
of the entity or individual combined with the 
income of the individuals spouse is derived 
from farming, ranching, or forestry oper-
ations, as determined by the Secretary.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-
graph (C); and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) INCOME DERIVED FROM FARMING, RANCH-
ING OR FORESTRY OPERATIONS.—In deter-
mining what portion of the average adjusted 
gross income of an individual or entity is de-
rived from farming, ranching, or forestry op-
erations, the Secretary shall include income 
derived from the following: 

‘‘(A) The production of crops, livestock, or 
unfinished raw forestry products. 

‘‘(B) The sale, including the sale of ease-
ments and development rights, of farm, 
ranch, or forestry land or water rights. 

‘‘(C) The sale, but not as a dealer, of equip-
ment purchased to conduct farm, ranch, or 
forestry operations when the equipment is 
otherwise subject to depreciation expense. 

‘‘(D) The rental of land used for farming, 
ranching, or forestry operations. 

‘‘(E) The provision of production inputs 
and services to farmers, ranchers, and for-
esters. 

‘‘(F) The processing, storing, and trans-
porting of farm, ranch, and forestry com-
modities. 

‘‘(G) The sale of land that has been used for 
agriculture.’’. 
SEC. 1508. REGULATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may promulgate such regulations as 
are necessary to implement this Act and the 
amendment made to this Act. 

(b) PROCEDURE.—The promulgation of the 
regulations and administration of this Act 
and the amendments made by this Act shall 
be made without regard to 

(1) the notice and comment provisions of 
section 553 of title 5, United States Code; 

(2) the Statement of Policy of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture effective July 24, 1971 
(36 Fed. Reg. 13804), relating to notices of 
proposed rulemaking and public participa-
tion in rulemaking; and 

(3) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’’). 

(c) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY 
RULEMAKING.—In carrying out this section, 
the Secretary shall use the authority pro-
vided under section 808 of title 5, 21 United 
States Code. 

Strike section 1512 (title I, page 109, begin-
ning line 1), relating to mandatory reporting 
for peanuts 

At the end of title I insert the following: 
Subtitle F—Risk Management Accounts 

SEC. 1601. ESTABLISHMENT OF RISK MANAGE-
MENT ACCOUNTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish optional Risk Management Accounts 
for all eligible farmers and offer incentives 
to encourage farmers to save money during 
years of high profits to use during years of 
low profits, and for retirement. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

(1) OPERATOR.—The term ‘‘operator’’ 
means an individual or entity that— 

(A) either— 
(i) during each of the preceding 5 taxable 

years, filed a schedule F of the Federal in-
come tax returns or a comparable tax form 
related to the agricultural operations of the 
individual or entity, as approved by the Sec-
retary; or 

(ii) is a beginning farmer or rancher, as de-
termined by the Secretary; and 

(B) earned— 
(i) at least $10,000 in average adjusted gross 

revenue for the preceding 5 taxable years; 
(ii) less than such amount, but is a limited 

resource farmer or rancher, as determined by 
the Secretary; or 

(iii) at least $10,000 in estimated income 
from all agricultural operations for the ap-
plicable year, as determined by the Sec-
retary, and is a beginning farmer or rancher 
under subparagraph (A)(ii). 

(2) FARM.—The term ‘‘farm’’ is land used 
for production of crops, livestock and other 
agricultural products of which the operator 
has more than de-minimis control or owner-
ship. 

(3) ADJUSTED GROSS REVENUE.—The term 
‘‘adjusted gross revenue’’ means the adjusted 
gross income as determined by the Sec-
retary, from the sale of agricultural crops 
grown, dairy products produced, and live-
stock raised as part of an agricultural oper-
ation— 

(A) by taking into account gross receipts 
from the sale of agricultural crops, eligible 
livestock and dairy products on the agricul-
tural operation, including insurance indem-
nities; 

(B) by including all farm payments paid by 
the Secretary or any other government enti-
ty for the agricultural operation related to 
agricultural crops, eligible livestock and 
dairy products; 
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(C) by deducting the cost or basis of live-

stock or other items purchased for resale, 
such as feeder livestock, on the agricultural 
operation; 

(D) by excluding revenues that do not arise 
from the sale of crops grown, dairy products 
produced or livestock raised on an agricul-
tural operation, such as revenues associated 
with the packaging, merchandising, mar-
keting and reprocessing of the agricultural 
product beyond that typically undertaken by 
a producer of the crop, dairy products or 
livestock as determined by the Secretary; 

(E) by using with such adjustments, addi-
tions and additional documentation as the 
Secretary determines is appropriate, infor-
mation presented on— 

(i) a schedule F of the Federal income tax 
returns of the producer; or 

(ii) a comparable tax form related to the 
agricultural operations of the producer, as 
approved by the Secretary. 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT.—Any operator of a 
farm, including dairy farms and ‘‘specialty 
crop’’ farms, may establish a Risk Manage-
ment Account in the name of the farm to be 
jointly administered by the Secretary and a 
private banking institution, credit union, or 
other approved lender. 

(d) VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS.—An oper-
ator of a farm may make voluntary con-
tributions to their Risk Management Ac-
count up to the limits specified in section 
219(b)(5)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, as amended. 

(e) INCENTIVES FOR CONTRIBUTIONS.—For 
producers eligible for Direct Payments under 
Subtitle A of this Act, for each dollar con-
tributed to the account by the producer, up 
to the full amount of the Direct Payment re-
ceived in that year, the Secretary shall 
make a matching contribution of 5 percent. 

(f) WITHDRAWALS.—An operator who estab-
lishes an account may withdraw funds under 
the following conditions and amounts: 

(1) In a year when the farm’s adjusted gross 
revenue is less than 95 percent of the five- 
year average adjusted gross revenue, the pro-
ducer may withdraw funds up to the amount 
of the difference. 

(2) Up to 10 percent of the account balance 
for investments in rural enterprises that 
contribute to the agricultural economy, as 
defined by the Secretary, no more than once 
in any five-year period. 

(3) When withdrawals are necessary to pro-
tect the solvency of the farm, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

(4) To purchase revenue or crop insurance. 
(5) Without restriction once the farmer has 

retired from farming, as determined by the 
farmer’s no longer filing a Schedule F In-
come Tax Return. 

(g) VIOLATIONS.—If an operator fails to 
meet the conditions established for a con-
tribution to an account, the operator shall 
refund to the Secretary an amount equal to 
the contribution in any fiscal year in which 
a violation occurred. 

(h) SALE OR TRANSFER.—If an operator sells 
or transfers a farm, the operator may elect 
to— 

(1) transfer all or a portion of the account 
to another farm in which the operator has a 
controlling ownership interest or acquires a 
controlling ownership interest within two 
years of the sale or transfer of the original 
agricultural operation; 

(2) transfer the account to the purchaser of 
the farm if the operator is not already a 
holder of an account; or 

(3) rollover the account into an Individual 
Retirement Account pursuant to section 408 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 of the 
operator, if the operator is a natural person, 
or, if the operator is an entity, into the ac-
counts of any natural person who has a sub-
stantial beneficial interest in the farm that 
is the subject of the account. 

(i) CONSERVATION COMPLIANCE.—Any oper-
ator and any holder of a beneficial interest 
in a farm subject to an account shall— 

(1) comply with applicable conservation re-
quirements under subtitle B of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811 
et seq.); and 

(2) comply with applicable wetland con-
servation requirements under subtitle C of 
title XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.). 

[CONSERVATION TITLE] 
In the matter proposed to be inserted by 

section 2103 strike ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2009’’. 

[Section 2104 is amended in subsection (b) 
by striking ‘‘by striking paragraph (1)’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2,000,000 acres’’ 
and inserting ‘‘5,000,000 acres’’.] 

In section 2104 redesignate subsections (d) 
and (e) as subsections (e) and (f) and insert 
after subsection (c) the following: 

(d) GRASSLAND RESERVE PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 1241(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3841(a)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (5) and inserting the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) For each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2012, the grassland reserve program under 
subchapter C of chapter 2’’. 

Add at the end of section 2104 insert the 
following: 

(e) EXTENSION AND FUNDING.—Section 
1241(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3841(a)) is amended by striking para-
graph (5) and inserting the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) For each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2012, the grassland reserve program under 
subchapter C of chapter 2.’’. 

(f) ENROLLMENT GOALS.—Section 1238N(b) 
of such Act (16 U.S.C. 3838N(b)) is amended in 
paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2,000,000 acres’’ 
and inserting ‘‘5,000,000 acres’’. 

In the matter to be inserted by section 2301 
strike subparagraphs (A) through (E) and in-
sert the following: 

(A) $20,000,000. 
(B) $40,000,000. 
(C) $50,000,000. 
(D) $90,000,000. 
(E) ‘‘$100,000,000. 
At the end of subtitle C of title I insert the 

following: 
SEC. 2303. COMMUNITY FORESTS AND OPEN 

SPACE CONSERVATION PROGRAM. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) The United States Forest Service 

projects that 44 million acres of privately 
owned forested land will be developed in the 
United States by 2030, including many of the 
most important remaining forested parcels 
within and adjacent to communities. 

(2) There is an urgent need to assist local 
governments in raising the funds necessary 
to purchase the most important of these par-
cels of privately owned forested land as they 
come up for sale. 

(3) The breakup of forested land into small-
er parcels has resulted in an increasing num-
ber of owners of privately owned forested 
land, but many of these owners have little or 
no experience in forest stewardship. 

(4) In fast growing communities of all sizes 
across the United States, the remaining par-
cels of privately owned forested land play an 
essential role in protecting public water sup-
plies, which has lead many local govern-
ments to purchase these lands for municipal 
or county ownership. 

(5) Rising rates of obesity and other public 
health problems related to inactivity have 
been shown to be ameliorated by improving 
public access to safe and pleasing areas for 
outdoor recreation, which has lead many 
local governments to purchase lands for rec-

reational purposes under municipal or coun-
ty ownership. 

(6) Across the United States, many com-
munities of diverse types and sizes are deriv-
ing significant financial benefit from owning 
and managing municipal or county 
forestlands as a source of local revenue that 
also contributes significantly to the health 
of the forest products economy at the local 
and national levels. 

(7) The access to privately owned forested 
land for hunting, fishing, and trapping has 
declined, and the number of persons partici-
pating in these activities has likewise de-
clined, as these lands are divided into small-
er parcels and more owners of privately 
owned forested land post their land against 
public use, which has lead many local gov-
ernments to purchase forestlands to guar-
antee access for hunting, fishing, and trap-
ping. 

(8) There is a national interest and an ur-
gent need to assist local governments in 
raising the funds necessary to purchase im-
portant privately owned forested land that 
will maintain the diverse public benefits of 
forestlands close to or within all manner of 
communities nationwide, from close-knit 
rural communities to fast growing suburban 
and exurban areas. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Co-
operative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2101 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 21. FORESTS AND OPEN SPACE CONSERVA-

TION PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 

Secretary of Agriculture shall establish 
within the Forest Service a program to be 
known as the ‘Community Forests and Open 
Space Conservation Program’ (in this section 
referred to as the ‘Program’) for the purpose 
of assisting local governments in a State se-
lected to participate in the Program to ac-
quire forested land that— 

‘‘(1) is economically, culturally, and envi-
ronmentally important to the locality in 
which the land is located; 

‘‘(2) is threatened by conversion to non-for-
est uses; and 

‘‘(3) will conserve public access to and ben-
efit from the land for a wide variety of public 
purposes, including model forest steward-
ship, sustainable timber production, forest- 
based educational and cultural activities, 
wildlife habitat protection, watershed pro-
tection, or outdoor recreation, including 
hunting and fishing. 

‘‘(b) SELECTION OF PARTICIPATING STATES.— 
‘‘(1) SELECTION.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall select at least one 
State in each of the New England, Mid-At-
lantic, Midwest, South, West, and Pacific 
Northwest regions of the United States to 
participate in the Program. The Secretary 
shall make the selections from among appli-
cations submitted by willing States. No 
State shall be compelled to participate in 
the Program. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—Authority for im-
plementation of the Program in a partici-
pating State shall lie with the State for-
ester, equivalent State official, or other ap-
propriate State natural resource manage-
ment agency designated by the Governor of 
the State. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBILITY AND RANKING CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(1) STATE ASSESSMENT OF NEED.—Each 

participating State shall prepare an assess-
ment of need that identifies the geographic 
areas within the State that will be the focus 
of land acquisition activities under the Pro-
gram and priority objectives for conserva-
tion, based on conditions and public needs in 
the State. This requirement may be satisfied 
by inclusion of the assessment as part of an 
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integrated State-wide forest planning proc-
ess for application of Federal programs in 
the State. 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF CRITERIA.—Not 
later than one year after the date of the en-
actment of this section, the Secretary shall 
establish eligibility and ranking criteria for 
the selection of land acquisition proposals to 
receive funding under the Program. The Sec-
retary shall establish the criteria in con-
sultation with State Forest Stewardship Ad-
visory Committees, State Urban and Com-
munity Forestry Advisory Committees, and 
similar organizations. 

‘‘(3) PRIORITIES.—In establishing the eligi-
bility and ranking criteria under paragraph 
(2), the Secretary shall give priority to the 
acquisition of lands that— 

‘‘(A) meet identified local open space and 
natural resource needs, as expressed in town 
plans, regional plans, or other relevant local 
planning documents; 

‘‘(B) can be effectively managed to model 
good forest stewardship for private land-
owners and support forest-based educational 
programs, including vocational education in 
forestry; 

‘‘(C) provide significant protection of pub-
lic water supplies or other waterways; 

‘‘(D) can offer long-term economic benefit 
to communities through forestry; 

‘‘(E) contain important wildlife habitat; 
‘‘(F) provide convenient public access for 

outdoor recreation, including hunting and 
fishing; and 

‘‘(G) are most threatened with conversion 
to nonforest uses. 

‘‘(d) APPLICATION AND RANKING OF PRO-
POSALS.— 

‘‘(1) PREPARATION AND CONTENTS.—A local 
government in a participating State may 
prepare an application for assistance under 
the Program in the acquisition of forested 
land within the geographic program focus 
area in the State identified under subsection 
(c)(1). The application shall include certifi-
cation by the appropriate unit or units of 
local government that the proposed land ac-
quisition is consistent with any comprehen-
sive plans for development adopted by the 
unit of local government and include such 
other information as the Secretary may pre-
scribe. 

‘‘(2) SUBMISSION.—Participating States 
shall rank all applications according to pri-
ority and submit the applications to the Sec-
retary at such times and in such form as the 
Secretary may prescribe. 

‘‘(3) NATIONAL LIST.—The Secretary shall 
maintain a national list of all submitted ap-
plications, ranked according to the criteria 
established pursuant to subsection (c). 

‘‘(e) OWNERSHIP OF LAND.— 
‘‘(1) GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP.—Except as 

provided in paragraph (2), all land acquired 
in whole or in part using funds provided 
under the Program shall be owned in fee sim-
ple by a local government, such as a munici-
pality or county. 

‘‘(2) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION OWNERSHIP.— 
Upon the request of a participating State, 
designated nonprofit organizations operating 
within that State may also own land ac-
quired using funds provided under the Pro-
gram, subject to the condition that the land 
is open for public access consistent with the 
purposes and criteria of the Program. 

‘‘(3) EFFECT OF VIOLATION.—If the owner of 
land acquired in whole or in part using funds 
provided under the Program sells the land, 
the owner shall reimburse the Secretary for 
the full amount of the funds provided under 
the Program, plus a penalty equal to 50 per-
cent of the sale price or appraised value of 
the land at the time of the sale, whichever is 
greater. The local government or designated 
nonprofit organization that sold the land 

shall no longer be eligible for assistance 
under the Program. 

‘‘(f) DUTIES OF OWNERS.— 
‘‘(1) USE AND PROHIBITION ON CONVERSION.— 

The owner of land acquired in whole or in 
part using funds provided under the Program 
shall manage the land in a manner that is 
consistent with the purposes for which the 
land was purchased under the Program and 
shall not convert the property to other non-
forest uses. Public access for compatible rec-
reational uses, as determined by the owner, 
shall be required. 

‘‘(2) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—Not later than 
two years after the closing date on the pur-
chase of land using funds under the Program, 
the owner of the land shall complete a man-
agement plan for the land, which shall be 
subject to the approval of the responsible 
State agency. Management plans shall be 
created through a public process that allows 
for community participation and input. 

‘‘(g) COST SHARING REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) COST SHARING.—In accordance with 

such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
may prescribe, costs for the acquisition of 
land under the Program, and other costs as-
sociated with the Program, shall be shared 
among participating entities, including 
State, county, municipal, and other govern-
mental units, landowners, corporations, or 
private organizations. Such costs may in-
clude costs associated with planning, admin-
istration, property acquisition, and property 
management. The Secretary may authorize 
in-kind contributions. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL COST SHARE.—The Federal 
share of the cost to acquire land under the 
Program shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total cost to acquire the land. Payments 
under this section shall be made in accord-
ance with Federal appraisal and acquisition 
standards and procedures. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION AND TECHNICAL ASSIST-
ANCE.—In order to assist local governments 
in achieving model stewardship of land ac-
quired under the Program, 10 percent of all 
funds appropriated for a fiscal year for the 
Program shall be allocated to the respon-
sible State agencies in participating States 
to administer the Program and to provide 
technical assistance to local governments 
for forest stewardship, including develop-
ment and implementation of management 
plans required by subsection (f)(2). 

‘‘(h) PRIVATE PROPERTY PROTECTIONS.— 
‘‘(1) ACCESS.—Nothing in this section— 
‘‘(A) requires a private property owner to 

permit public access (including Federal, 
State, or local government access) to private 
property; or 

‘‘(B) modifies any provision of Federal, 
State, or local law with regard to public ac-
cess to, or use of, private land. 

‘‘(2) LIABILITY.—Nothing in this section 
creates any liability, or has any effect on li-
ability under any other law, of a private 
property owner with respect to any persons 
injured on the private property. 

‘‘(3) RECOGNITION OF AUTHORITY TO CONTROL 
LAND USE.—Nothing in this section modifies 
any authority of Federal, State, or local gov-
ernments to regulate land use. 

‘‘(4) PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
OWNERS.—Nothing in this section requires a 
private property owner to participate in the 
Program. 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Of the funds available through the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, The Secretary 
shall use to carry out the Program $10,000,000 
for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 
2012.’’. 

In the matter to be inserted by section 
2401(b) strike ‘‘2011’’ and insert ‘‘2008’’ and 
before clause (i) insert the following (and re-
designate subsequent clauses accordingly): 

‘‘(i) $200,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 

‘‘(ii) $350,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(iii) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2011;’’. 
In the matter to be inserted by section 

2401(d) strike subparagraphs (A) through (D) 
and insert the following: 

‘‘(A) $1,675,000,000 in fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $1,840,000,000 in fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $1,840,000,000 in fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $1,940,000,000 in fiscal year 2011; and’’. 
Section 2401(e) is amended to read as fol-

lows: 
(e) WILDLIFE HABITAT INCENTIVES PRO-

GRAM.—Paragraph (7) of section 1241(a) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841(a)) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(7) The wildlife habitat incentives pro-
gram under section 1240N, using, to the max-
imum extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) $85,000,000 in fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $100,000,000 in fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $140,000,000 in fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $150,000,000 in fiscal years 2011 and 

2012.’’. 
[TRADE TITLE] 
Strike section 3005 (relating to the McGov-

ern-Dole International Food for Education 
and Child Nutrition Program) and insert the 
following: 
SEC. 3005. MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL 

FOOD FOR EDUCATION AND CHILD 
NUTRITION PROGRAM. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION OF PROGRAM.—Section 
3107 of the Farm Security and Rural Invest-
ment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1736o–1) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (d), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘The Presi-
dent shall designate 1 or more Federal agen-
cies to’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary shall’’; 

(2) in subsection (f)(2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘imple-
menting agency’’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary’’; 
and 

(3) in subsections (c)(2)(B), (f)(1), (h)(1) 
and(2), and (i), by striking ‘‘President’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Secretary’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subsection (1) of such sec-
tion is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) USE OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 
FUNDS.—Of the funds of the Commodity Cred-
it Corporation, the Secretary shall use to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(A) $140,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $180,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(C) $220,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(D) $260,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(E) $300,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.’’; 
(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2); and 
(3) in paragraph (2) (as redesignated by 

paragraph (2)), by striking ‘‘any Federal 
agency implementing or assisting’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the Department of Agriculture or 
any other Federal department or agency as-
sisting’’. 

[NUTRITION TITLE] 
In title IV of the bill, strike section 4008 

(relating to Adjusting Countable Resources 
for Inflation), as added to the bill by the En 
Bloc Amendment adopted, and insert the fol-
lowing (and make such technical and con-
forming changes as may be appropriate). 
SEC. 4008. ADJUSTING COUNTABLE RESOURCES 

FOR INFLATION. 
Section (5)(g) of the Food Stamp Act of 

1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(g)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘(g)(1) The Secretary’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(g) ALLOWABLE FINANCIAL RESOURCES.— 
‘‘(1) TOTAL AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’. 
(2) in subparagraph (A) (as so designated by 

paragraph (1))— 
(A) by striking ‘‘$2,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$2,700 (as adjusted in accordance with sub-
paragraph (B))’’; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘$3,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$3,900 (as adjusted in accordance with sub-
paragraph (B)),’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on October 1, 

2008, and each October 1 thereafter, the 
amounts in subparagraph (A) shall be ad-
justed to the nearest $100 increment to re-
flect changes for the 12-month period ending 
the preceding June in the Consumer Price 
Index for All Urban Consumers published by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Depart-
ment of Labor. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENT.—Each adjustment 
under clause (i) shall be based on the 
unrounded amount for the prior 12-month pe-
riod.’’. 

At appropriate places throughout title IV, 
insert the following (and make such tech-
nical and conforming changes as may be ap-
propriate): 
SEC. ll. EXCLUDING COMBAT RELATED PAY 

FROM COUNTABLE INCOME. 
Section (5)(d) of the Food Stamp Act of 

1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(d)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘and (18)’’, and inserting 

‘‘(18)’’, and 
(2) by inserting before the period at the end 

the following: ‘‘and (19) any additional pay-
ment received under Chapter 5 of title 37, 
United States Code, by (or as an allotment 
to or transfer from) a member of the United 
States Armed Forces deployed to a des-
ignated combat zone for the duration of the 
member’s deployment to or service in a com-
bat zone if the additional pay was not re-
ceived immediately prior to serving in that 
or another combat zone.’’. 
SEC. ll. INCREASING THE STANDARD DEDUC-

TION. 
Section (5)(e)(1) of the Food Stamp Act of 

1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e)(1)) is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (A)(ii) by striking ‘‘not 

less than $134’’ and all that follows through 
the period at the end, and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘not less than $156, $267, $220, and 
$137, respectively. On October 1, 2008, and 
each October 1 thereafter, such standard de-
duction shall be an amount that is equal to 
the amount from the previous fiscal year ad-
justed to the nearest lower dollar increment 
to reflect changes in the Consumer Price 
Index for All Urban Consumers published by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, for items 
other than food, for the 12 months ending the 
preceding June 30.’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii) by striking ‘‘not 
less than $269.’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘not less than $313. On October 1, 2008, and 
each October 1 thereafter, such standard de-
duction shall be an amount that is equal to 
the amount of the previous fiscal year ad-
justed to the nearest dollar increment to re-
flect changes in the Consumer Price Index 
for All Urban Consumers published by the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, for items other 
than food, for the 12 months ending the pre-
ceding June 30.’’. 
SEC. ll. EXCLUDING DEPENDENT CARE EX-

PENSES. 
Section (5)(e)(3)(A) of the Food Stamp Act 

of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e)(3)(A)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘, the maximum allowable level of 
which shall be $200 per month for each de-
pendent child under 2 years of age and $175 
per month for each other dependent,’’. 
SEC. ll. ADJUSTING COUNTABLE RESOURCES 

FOR INFLATION. 
Section (5)(g) of the Food Stamp Act of 

1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(g)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘(g)(1) The Secretary’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(g) ALLOWABLE FINANCIAL RESOURCES.— 
‘‘(1) TOTAL AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’. 
(2) in subparagraph (A) (as so designated by 

paragraph (1))— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(as adjusted in accord-
ance with subparagraph (B))’’ after ‘‘$2,000’’; 
and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘(as adjusted in accord-
ance with subparagraph (B))’’ after ‘‘$3,000’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on October 1, 

2007, and each October 1 thereafter, the 
amounts in subparagraph (A) shall be ad-
justed to the nearest $100 increment to re-
flect changes for the 12-month period ending 
the preceding June in the Consumer Price 
Index for All Urban Consumers published by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Depart-
ment of Labor. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENT.—Each adjustment 
under clause (i) shall be based on the 
unrounded amount for the prior 12-month pe-
riod.’’. 
SEC. ll. EXCLUDING EDUCATION ACCOUNTS 

FROM COUNTABLE INCOME. 
Section (5)(g) of the Food Stamp Act of 

1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(g)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(7) EXCLUSION OF EDUCATION ACCOUNTS 
FROM COUNTABLE RESOURCES.— 

‘‘(A) MANDATORY EXCLUSIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall exclude from financial resources 
under this subsection the value of any funds 
in a qualified tuition program described in 
section 529 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 or in a Coverdell education savings ac-
count under section 530 of that Code. 

‘‘(B) DISCRETIONARY EXCLUSIONS.—The Sec-
retary may also exclude from financial re-
sources under this subsection the value of 
any program or account included in any suc-
cessor or similar provision that is enacted 
and determined to be exempt from taxation 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.’’. 
SEC. ll. EXCLUDING RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS 

FROM COUNTABLE INCOME. 
Section (5)(g) of the of the Food Stamp Act 

of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(g)), as amended by the 
preceding section, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (g)(2)(B)(v) by striking ‘‘or 
retirement account (including an individual 
account)’’ and inserting ‘‘account’’; and 

(2) adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) EXCLUSION OF RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS 

FROM COUNTABLE RESOURCES.— 
‘‘(A) MANDATORY EXCLUSIONS.—The Sec-

retary shall exclude from financial resources 
under this subsection the value of any funds 
in a plan, contract, or account as described 
in section 401(a), 403(a), 403(b), 408, 408A, 
457(b), or 501(c)(18) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 and the value of funds in a Fed-
eral Thrift Savings Plan account as provided 
section 8439 of title 5, United States Code. 

‘‘(B) DISCRETIONARY EXCLUSIONS.— 
‘‘(i) The Secretary may exclude from finan-

cial resources under this subsection any 
other retirement plans, contracts, or ac-
counts that have been determined to be tax 
qualified retirement plans, contracts, or ac-
counts, under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

‘‘(ii) The Secretary may also exclude from 
financial resources under this subsection the 
value of any program or account included in 
any successor or similar provision that is en-
acted and determined to be exempt from tax-
ation under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986.’’. 
SEC. ll. INCREASING THE MINIMUM BENEFIT. 

Section 8(a) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977 
(7 U.S.C. 2017(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘$10 
per month’’ and inserting ‘‘10 percent of the 
thrifty food plan for a household containing 
1 member, as determined by the Secretary 
under section 3(o)’’. 
SEC. ll. EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 27(a) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977 

(7 U.S.C. 2036(a)) is amended by— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) PURCHASE OF COMMOD-
ITIES’’ and all that follows through 2007’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) PURCHASE OF COMMODITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As provided in paragraph 

(2), for each of the fiscal years 2008 through 
2012’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘$140,000,000 of’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) AMOUNTS.—The following amounts are 

made available to carry out this subsection: 
‘‘(A) for fiscal year 2008, $250,000,000; and 
‘‘(B) for each of the fiscal years 2009 

through 2012, the dollar amount of commod-
ities specified in subparagraph (A) adjusted 
by the percentage by which the thrifty food 
plan has been adjusted under section 3(o)(4) 
between June 30, 2007 and June 30 of the im-
mediately preceding fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. ll. FRUIT AND VEGETABLE NUTRITION 

PROMOTION PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture, acting through the Administrator of 
the Agricultural Marketing Service, shall es-
tablish and carry out a program to provide 
assistance to eligible trade organizations de-
scribed in paragraph (3) to increase the con-
sumption of fruits and vegetables in the 
United States to meet Federal health guide-
lines. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR PARTICIPATION.—To 
be eligible for assistance under this section, 
an eligible trade organization shall— 

(1) prepare and submit a plan to increase 
the consumption of fruits and vegetables in 
the United States to the Administrator of 
the Agricultural Marketing Service that 
meets any guidelines governing such plans 
established by the Administrator; and 

(2) meet any other requirements estab-
lished by the Administrator. 

(c) ELIGIBLE TRADE ORGANIZATIONS.—An el-
igible trade organization referred to in para-
graph (1) means any of the following: 

(1) A nonprofit fruit and vegetable trade 
organizations in the United States. 

(2) A nonprofit State or regional fruit and 
vegetable organization. 

(3) A fruit and vegetable agricultural coop-
erative in the United States. 

(4) A commodity board or commission in 
the United States. 

(5) A small business engaged in the fruit 
and vegetable industry in the United States. 

(d) MATCHING FUNDS.—Assistance provided 
under this section shall not exceed— 

(1) in the case of an organization described 
in paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection 
(c), 90 percent of the cost of the plan to in-
crease the consumption of fruits and vegeta-
bles in the United States submitted under 
paragraph (b)(1); and 

(2) in the case of an organization described 
in paragraph (c)(5), 50 percent of the cost of 
the plan to increase the consumption of 
fruits and vegetables in the United States 
submitted under paragraph (b)(1). 

(e) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Adminis-
trator of the Agricultural Marketing Service 
shall use $15,000,000 in each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012 to carry out this section. 

In section 4020(a), strike paragraph (4) and 
insert the following: 

(4) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—For each of the fiscal years 
2008 through 2012, the Secretary shall use $30 
million of the funds, facilities and authori-
ties of the Commodity Credit Corporation to 
carry out this section.’’. 

In section 4303(4)(A), strike clause (ii) and 
insert the following: 

(ii) by striking ‘‘$9,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

At the end of subtitle C of title IV, insert 
the following(and make such technical and 
conforming changes as may be appropriate): 
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SEC. lll. HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) DOMESTIC HUNGER GOAL.—The term ‘‘do-

mestic hunger goal’’ means— 
(A) the goal of reducing hunger in the 

United States to at or below 2 percent by 
2010; or 

(B) the goal of reducing food insecurity in 
the United States to at or below 6 percent by 
2010. 

(2) EMERGENCY FEEDING ORGANIZATION.— 
The term ‘‘emergency feeding organization’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
201A of the Emergency Food Assistance Act 
of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7501). 

(3) FOOD SECURITY.—The term ‘‘food secu-
rity’’ means the state in which an individual 
has access to enough food for an active, 
healthy life. 

(4) HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES GOAL.—The 
term ‘‘hunger-free communities goal’’ means 
any of the 14 goals described in the H. Con. 
Res. 302 (102nd Congress). 

(b) HUNGER REPORTS.— 
(1) STUDY.— 
(A) TIMELINE.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall conduct a study of major mat-
ters relating to the problem of hunger in the 
United States, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(ii) UPDATE.—Not later than 5 years after 
the date on which the study under clause (i) 
is conducted, the Secretary shall update the 
study. 

(B) MATTERS TO BE ASSESSED.—The matters 
to be assessed by the Secretary in the study 
and update under this paragraph shall in-
clude— 

(i) data on hunger and food insecurity in 
the United States; 

(ii) measures carried out during the pre-
vious year by Federal, State, and local gov-
ernments to achieve domestic hunger goals 
and hunger-free communities goals; 

(iii) measures that could be carried out by 
Federal, State, and local governments to 
achieve domestic hunger goals and hunger- 
free communities goals; and 

(iv) the impact of hunger and household 
food insecurity on obesity, in the context of 
poverty and food assistance programs. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Secretary 
shall develop recommendations on— 

(A) removing obstacles to achieving do-
mestic hunger goals and hunger-free commu-
nities goals; and 

(B) otherwise reducing domestic hunger. 
(3) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to 

the President and Congress— 
(A) not later than 1 year after the date of 

enactment of this Act, a report that con-
tains— 

(i) a detailed statement of the results of 
the study, or the most recent update to the 
study, conducted under paragraph (1)(A); and 

(ii) the most recent recommendations of 
the Secretary under paragraph (2); and 

(B) not later than 5 years after the date of 
submission of the report under subparagraph 
(A), an update of the report. 

(c) HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES COLLABO-
RATIVE GRANTS.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘eligible entity’’ means 
a public food program service provider or a 
nonprofit organization, including but not 
limited to an emergency feeding organiza-
tion, that demonstrates the organization has 
collaborated, or will collaborate, with 1 or 
more local partner organizations to achieve 
at least 1 hunger-free communities goal. 

(2) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 

not more than 55 percent of any funds made 
available under subsection (f) to make 
grants to eligible entities to pay the Federal 

share of the costs of an activity described in 
paragraph (4). 

(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out an activity under 
this subsection shall not exceed 80 percent. 

(C) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 
(i) CALCULATION.—The non-Federal share of 

the cost of an activity under this subsection 
may be provided in cash or in kind, fairly 
evaluated, including facilities, equipment, or 
services. 

(ii) SOURCES.—Any entity may provide the 
non-Federal share of the cost of an activity 
under this subsection through a State gov-
ernment, a local government, or a private 
source. 

(3) APPLICATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To receive a grant under 

this subsection, an eligible entity shall sub-
mit an application to the Secretary at the 
time and in the manner and accompanied by 
any information the Secretary may require. 

(B) CONTENTS.—Each application sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) identify any activity described in para-
graph (4) that the grant will be used to fund; 

(ii) describe the means by which an activ-
ity identified under clause (i) will reduce 
hunger in the community of the eligible en-
tity; 

(iii) list any partner organizations of the 
eligible entity that will participate in an ac-
tivity funded by the grant; 

(iv) describe any agreement between a 
partner organization and the eligible entity 
necessary to carry out an activity funded by 
the grant; and 

(v) if an assessment described in paragraph 
(4)(A) has been performed, include— 

(I) a summary of that assessment; and 
(II) information regarding the means by 

which the grant will help reduce hunger in 
the community of the eligible entity. 

(C) PRIORITY.—In making grants under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall give priority 
to eligible entities that— 

(i) demonstrate in the application of the 
eligible entity that the eligible entity makes 
collaborative efforts to reduce hunger in the 
community of the eligible entity; and 

(ii)(I) serve a predominantly rural and geo-
graphically underserved area; 

(II) serve communities in which the rates 
of food insecurity, hunger, poverty, or unem-
ployment are demonstrably higher than na-
tional average rates; 

(III) provide evidence of long-term efforts 
to reduce hunger in the community; 

(IV) provide evidence of public support for 
the efforts of the eligible entity; or 

(V) demonstrate in the application of the 
eligible entity a commitment to achieving 
more than 1 hunger-free communities goal. 

(4) USE OF FUNDS.— 
(A) ASSESSMENT OF HUNGER IN THE COMMU-

NITY.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity in a 

community that has not performed an as-
sessment described in clause (ii) may use a 
grant received under this subsection to per-
form the assessment for the community. 

(ii) ASSESSMENT.—The assessment referred 
to in clause (ii) shall include— 

(I) an analysis of the problem of hunger in 
the community served by the eligible entity; 

(II) an evaluation of any facility and any 
equipment used to achieve a hunger-free 
communities goal in the community; 

(III) an analysis of the effectiveness and 
extent of service of existing nutrition pro-
grams and emergency feeding organizations; 
and 

(IV) a plan to achieve any other hunger- 
free communities goal in the community. 

(B) ACTIVITIES.—An eligible entity in a 
community that has submitted an assess-
ment to the Secretary shall use a grant re-
ceived under this subsection for any fiscal 

year for activities of the eligible entity, in-
cluding— 

(i) meeting the immediate needs of people 
in the community served by the eligible en-
tity who experience hunger by— 

(I) distributing food; 
(II) providing community outreach; or 
(III) improving access to food as part of a 

comprehensive service; 
(ii) developing new resources and strate-

gies to help reduce hunger in the commu-
nity; 

(iii) establishing a program to achieve a 
hunger-free communities goal in the commu-
nity, including— 

(I) a program to prevent, monitor, and 
treat children in the community experi-
encing hunger or poor nutrition; or 

(II) a program to provide information to 
people in the community on hunger, domes-
tic hunger goals, and hunger-free commu-
nities goals; and 

(iv) establishing a program to provide food 
and nutrition services as part of a coordi-
nated community-based comprehensive serv-
ice. 

(d) HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES INFRA-
STRUCTURE GRANTS.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘eligible entity’’ means 
an emergency feeding organization (as de-
fined in section 201A(4) of the Emergency 
Food Assistance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 
7501(4))). 

(2) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 

not more than 45 percent of any funds made 
available under subsection (f) to make 
grants to eligible entities to pay the Federal 
share of the costs of an activity described in 
paragraph (4). 

(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out an activity under 
this subsection shall not exceed 80 percent. 

(3) APPLICATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To receive a grant under 

this subsection, an eligible entity shall sub-
mit an application to the Secretary at the 
time and in the manner and accompanied by 
any information the Secretary may require. 

(B) CONTENTS.—Each application sub-
mitted under subparagraph (A) shall— 

(i) identify any activity described in para-
graph (4) that the grant will be used to fund; 
and 

(ii) describe the means by which an activ-
ity identified under clause (i) will reduce 
hunger in the community of the eligible en-
tity. 

(C) PRIORITY.—In making grants under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall give priority 
to eligible entities the applications of which 
demonstrate 2 or more of the following: 

(i) The eligible entity serves a predomi-
nantly rural and geographically underserved 
area. 

(ii) The eligible entity serves a community 
in which the rates of food insecurity, hunger, 
poverty, or unemployment are demonstrably 
higher than national average rates. 

(iii) The eligible entity serves a commu-
nity that has carried out long-term efforts to 
reduce hunger in the community. 

(iv) The eligible entity serves a community 
that provides public support for the efforts of 
the eligible entity. 

(v) The eligible entity is committed to 
achieving more than 1 hunger-free commu-
nities goal. 

(4) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity shall 
use a grant received under this subsection 
for any fiscal year to carry out activities of 
the eligible entity, including— 

(A) constructing, expanding, or repairing a 
facility or equipment to support hunger re-
lief agencies in the community; 
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(B) assisting an emergency feeding organi-

zation in the community in obtaining lo-
cally-produced produce and protein products; 
and 

(C) assisting an emergency feeding organi-
zation in the community to process and 
serve wild game. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than September 30, 
2013, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report describing— 

(1) each grant made under this section, in-
cluding— 

(A) a description of any activity funded by 
such a grant; and 

(B) the degree of success of each activity 
funded by such a grant in achieving hunger- 
free communities goals; and 

(2) the degree of success of all activities 
funded by grants under this section in 
achieving domestic hunger goals. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013. 

In subsection (a)(1) of the amendment 
made by section 4401(a) of the bill, strike 
‘‘$15,000,000’’ and insert ‘‘$45,000,000’’ . 

In subsection (a) of the amendment made 
by section 4401(a) of the bill, strike para-
graph (2) and insert the following: 

(2) There is authorized to be appropriated 
$100,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to carry out and expand the 
senior farmers’ market nutrition programs. 

At the end of subtitle D of title IV, insert 
the following (and make such technical and 
conforming changes as may be appropriate): 
SEC. ll. GRANTS FOR LOCAL FARMERS AND 

COMMUNITY FARMING. 
(a) GRANTS TO ASSIST MUNICIPALITIES TO 

HELP LOCAL FARMERS TO GROW FOOD TO BE 
SOLD LOCALLY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may make a grant in accordance 
with this subsection to a municipality to en-
able the municipality to facilitate the abil-
ity of local farmers to grow food crops or 
raise beef, poultry, or other consumable agri-
cultural products to be sold to the local com-
munity. 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The 
amount of a grant under this subsection 
shall not exceed $100,000. 

(3) USE OF GRANTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A municipality to which 

a grant is made under this subsection shall 
use the grant, subject to subparagraph (B), 
to establish a community supported agri-
culture project, by— 

(i) leasing municipal land to a partici-
pating farmer; 

(ii) providing a loan guarantee for a loan 
made for the purchase or lease of equipment 
or facilities to be used by a participating 
farmer; 

(iii) establish a kitchen certified by rel-
evant health authorities for use by the par-
ticipating farmer and other farmers oper-
ating, as determined by the municipality, lo-
cally or regionally; or 

(iv) establish a beef, poultry or other agri-
cultural product processing plant certified 
by relevant health authorities for use by the 
participating farmer or other farmers oper-
ating, a determined by the municipality, lo-
cally or regionally. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO MINIMUM 
OUTPUT, LOCAL SALE, AND UNDER-SERVED COM-
MUNITIES.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—A lease entered into or a 
loan guarantee provided pursuant to this 
subsection shall provide that the munici-
pality may terminate the lease or rescind 
the loan guarantee, as the case may be, if, 
during each year for which the lease or loan 
guarantee is in effect— 

(I) the total value of the crops, beef, poul-
try, or other consumable agricultural prod-

ucts produced from the land involved is less 
than $5,000; 

(II) at least 30 percent of the crops, beef, 
poultry, or other consumable agricultural 
products are not made available for sale in 
an under-served community; or 

(III) at least 70 percent of the crops, beef, 
poultry, or other consumable agricultural 
products are not made available for sale lo-
cally or regionally. 

(ii) LOCAL OR REGIONAL SALE.—An agricul-
tural product shall be considered to be made 
available for sale locally or regionally for 
purposes of this subsection if the product is 
distributed within the locality or region 
where produced, in a manner which— 

(I) ensures that information regarding the 
product origin, production practices, or 
other similar information which is a source 
of value to the end-use consumer is typically 
conveyed; 

(II) facilitates the likelihood that the in-
come of the community supported agri-
culture operation is increased through maxi-
mization of the share of the retail food price 
retained by the producer; 

(III) ensures that consumers are provided 
with an affordable product produced, proc-
essed, and distributed in the locality or re-
gion where the end-use consumers acquire 
the product; and 

(IV) ensures that the product has traveled 
less than half of the current average distance 
of all food produced and consumed in the 
United States, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(C) PUBLIC BIDDING REQUIRED.—The munici-
pality shall solicit bids from the general 
public for the leases and loan guarantees to 
be provided by the municipality pursuant to 
this subsection. The municipality shall con-
duct the bidding in a manner that creates a 
primary preference for minority and so-
cially-disadvantaged farmers and ranchers 
(as defined in section 355(e) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2003 (e))) and a secondary preference 
for participating farmers who will farm the 
land organically. 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS.—For grants under this sub-
section, there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary not more than 
$40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013. 

(b) GRANTS TO SUPPORT THE FORMATION OF 
COMMUNITY-SUPPORTED AGRICULTURAL 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may make a grant to enable a local 
nongovernmental farming association that 
promotes community-based farming or to a 
qualified farmer to provide technical, advi-
sory, and other assistance to support the for-
mation of a municipally-based community- 
supported agricultural project. 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The 
amount of a grant under this subsection 
shall not exceed $25,000. 

(3) USE OF GRANTS.—A grant recipient shall 
use the grant to— 

(A) provide public information about the 
assistance available pursuant to this section; 

(B) provide technical and advisory assist-
ance to participating farmers who enter into 
a lease or receive a loan guarantee from a 
municipality pursuant to section 1; or 

(C) conduct training sessions on subjects 
relevant to starting, operating, maintaining, 
or marketing crops produced by partici-
pating farmers. 

(4) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘qualified farmer’’ means a farmer who 
demonstrated expertise in setting up a prof-
it-making enterprise, such as a farm, a com-
munity supported agriculture operation, or a 
farmers market that has been in operation 
at least five years. 

(5) DISPUTE RESOLUTION.—In the event of a 
landlord-tenant dispute, dispute concerning 
ownership rights to improved infrastructure, 
or other dispute between a municipality and 
a participating farmer, the parties shall uti-
lize the services of the Certified State Agri-
cultural Mediation Program is administered 
by the Farm Service Agency. 

(6) LIMITATIONS ON AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS.—For grants under this sub-
section, there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary not more than 
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013. 

(c) GRANTS TO PROVIDE START-UP FUNDS TO 
FARMERS WHO MUST DIVERSIFY THEIR OPER-
ATIONS IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMU-
NITY-SUPPORTED AGRICULTURAL PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture may make a one-time grant to pro-
vide start-up funding to an agricultural pro-
ducer who must diversify the agricultural 
operations of the producer in order to par-
ticipate in a community-supported agricul-
tural project. 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANT.—The 
amount of a grant under this subsection 
shall not exceed $5,000. 

(3) USE OF GRANTS.—An agricultural pro-
ducer to whom a grant is made under this 
subsection shall use the grant to begin a new 
agricultural operation. 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS.—For grants under this sub-
section, there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary not more than 
$2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 through 
2013. 

(d) MARKETING ASSISTANCE FOR COMMUNITY 
SUPPORTED AGRICULTURE PROJECTS.—The 
Secretary of Agriculture shall provide mar-
keting assistance to a participating farmer 
who has received a lease or loan guarantee 
under section 1 that has not been termi-
nated, to assist the farmer in marketing to 
community institutions, including schools, 
child care centers, and senior centers. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COMMUNITY-SUPPORTED AGRICULTURAL 

PROJECT.—The term ‘‘community-supported 
agricultural project’’ means a contract under 
which a group of consumers, a nonprofit or-
ganization, or a public agency which rep-
resents consumers is obligated to purchase a 
specified amount of 1 or more agricultural 
products directly from 1 or more agricultural 
producers during a specific period. 

(2) FARM VENDOR.—The term ‘farm vendor’ 
means a farmer, a member of the farmer’s 
family, or employee of the farmer, who sells 
their products at a farmers market. The 
farm vendor must offer for sale at the mar-
ket only the food or other items that are 
grown or produced by that farm. 

(3) MARKETING ALLIANCE.—The term ‘‘mar-
keting alliance’’ means a legally recognized 
entity, such as the National Farmers Market 
Coalition, from which growers and farmers 
market managers can obtain technical sup-
port on farmers market issues. 

(4) MUNICIPALITY.—The term ‘‘munici-
pality’’ includes any city, town, borough, 
county, parish, district, transportation dis-
trict, assessment jurisdiction, or other pub-
lic body, or any other political subdivision 
within the territorial limits of the United 
States, created by or pursuant to State law 
or the law of an Indian tribe or tribal organi-
zation, with the authority to impose a tax, 
charge, or fee. 

(5) NONGOVERNMENTAL FARMING ASSOCIA-
TION.—The term ‘‘nongovernmental farming 
association’’ means any of the following en-
tities that has legal standing: 

(A) A group of agricultural producers that 
operates as a marketing alliance. 
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(B) A cooperative association, each of 

whose owners and members is an agricul-
tural producer. 

(C) A group of 2 or more agricultural pro-
ducers or farm vendors who sell an agricul-
tural product through a common distribu-
tion channel. 

(D) A nonprofit organization with expertise 
in farming. 

(E) A network or association of agricul-
tural producers. 

(6) PARTICIPATING FARMER.—The term 
‘‘participating farmer’’ means an agricul-
tural producer who has made a binding com-
mitment to participate in a community-sup-
ported agricultural project. 

(7) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ includes the 
several States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
the United States Virgin Islands, Guam, and 
American Samoa. 

(8) UNDER-SERVED COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘‘under-served community’’ means an urban, 
rural, or tribal community which has— 

(A) limited access to affordable, healthy 
foods, including fresh fruits and vegetables, 
in retail grocery stores or farmer-to-con-
sumer direct markets; 

(B) a high incidence of diet-related dis-
eases, including obesity; 

(C) a high rate of hunger or food insecu-
rity; or 

(D) severe or persistent poverty. 
(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture shall prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry out this section. 

[RURAL DEVELOPMENT TITLE] 
Strike section 6013 and insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 6013. RURAL ENTREPRENEUR AND MICRO-

ENTERPRISE ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAM. 

Subtitle D of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act is amended by in-
serting after section 364 (7 U.S.C. 2006f) the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 365. RURAL ENTREPRENEUR AND MICRO-

ENTERPRISE ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAM. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED MICRO-

ENTREPRENEUR.—The term ‘economically dis-
advantaged microentrepreneur’ means an 
owner, majority owner, or developer of a 
microenterprise that has the ability to com-
pete in the private sector but has been im-
paired because of diminished capital and 
credit opportunities, as compared to other 
microentrepreneurs in the industry involved. 

‘‘(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian tribe’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

‘‘(3) INTERMEDIARY.—The term ‘inter-
mediary’ means a nonprofit entity that has a 
demonstrated capacity to provide assist-
ance— 

‘‘(A) to a microenterprise development or-
ganization; or 

‘‘(B) for a microenterprise development 
program. 

‘‘(4) LOW-INCOME INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘low-income individual’ means an individual 
with an income (adjusted for family size) of 
not more than the greatest of— 

‘‘(A) 80 percent of median income of the 
non-metropolitan statistical area in which 
the individual resides; 

‘‘(B) 80 percent of the statewide non-metro-
politan area median income; or 

‘‘(C) 80 percent of the national median in-
come. 

‘‘(5) MICROCREDIT.—The term ‘microcredit’ 
means a business loan or loan guarantee of 
not more than $50,000 that is provided to a 
rural entrepreneur. 

‘‘(6) MICROENTERPRISE.—The term ‘micro-
enterprise’ means— 

‘‘(A) a self-employed individual; or 
‘‘(B) a business entity with not more than 

10 full-time-equivalent employees. 
‘‘(7) MICROENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT ORGA-

NIZATION.—The term ‘microenterprise devel-
opment organization’ means a private, non-
profit entity that— 

‘‘(A) provides training and technical assist-
ance to rural entrepreneurs; 

‘‘(B) facilitates access to capital or an-
other service described in subsection (b) for 
rural entrepreneurs; and 

‘‘(C) has a demonstrated record of deliv-
ering services to economically disadvantaged 
microentrepreneurs, or an effective plan to 
develop a program to deliver microenterprise 
services to rural entrepreneurs effectively, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(8) MICROENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘microenterprise develop-
ment program’ means a program adminis-
tered by an organization serving a rural 
area. 

‘‘(9) MICROENTREPRENEUR.—The term 
‘microentrepreneur’ means the owner, oper-
ator, or developer of a microenterprise. 

‘‘(10) PROGRAM.—The term ‘Program’ 
means the rural entrepreneur and micro-
enterprise program established under sub-
section (b)(1). 

‘‘(11) QUALIFIED ORGANIZATION.—The term 
‘qualified organization’ means—— 

‘‘(A) an intermediary; 
‘‘(B) a microenterprise development orga-

nization or microenterprise development 
program that— 

‘‘(i) has a demonstrated record of deliv-
ering microenterprise services to rural en-
trepreneurs; or 

‘‘(ii) has an effective plan to develop a pro-
gram to deliver microenterprise services to 
rural entrepreneurs effectively, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(C) an Indian tribe, the tribal government 
of which certifies to the Secretary that no 
microenterprise development organization or 
microenterprise development program exists 
under the jurisdiction of the Indian tribe; 

‘‘(D) a group of 2 or more organizations or 
Indian tribes described in subparagraph (A) 
or (B) that agree to act jointly as a qualified 
organization under this section; or 

‘‘(E) for purposes of subsection (b), a public 
college or university. 

‘‘(12) RURAL CAPACITY-BUILDING SERVICE.— 
The term ‘rural capacity-building service’ 
means a service provided to an organization 
that— 

‘‘(A) is, or is in the process of becoming, a 
microenterprise development organization or 
microenterprise development program; and 

‘‘(B) serves rural areas for the purpose of 
enhancing the ability of the organization to 
provide training, technical assistance, and 
other related services to rural entrepreneurs. 

‘‘(13) RURAL ENTREPRENEUR.—The term 
‘rural entrepreneur’ means a microentre-
preneur, or prospective microentrepreneur— 

‘‘(A) the principal place of business of 
which is in a rural area; and 

‘‘(B) that is unable to obtain sufficient 
training, technical assistance, or micro-
credit elsewhere, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(14) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Rural Business and Cooperative 
Development Service. 

‘‘(15) TRIBAL GOVERNMENT.—The term ‘trib-
al government’ means the governing body of 
an Indian tribe. 

‘‘(b) RURAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MICRO-
ENTERPRISE PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a rural entrepreneurship and 
microenterprise program. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Program 
shall be to provide low-income individuals 
and moderate-income individuals with— 

‘‘(A) the skills necessary to establish new 
microenterprises in rural areas; and 

‘‘(B) continuing technical and financial as-
sistance as individuals and business starting 
or operating microenterprises. 

‘‘(3) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

make a grant under the Program to a quali-
fied organization or intermediary— 

‘‘(i) to provide training, operational sup-
port, or a rural capacity-building service to 
another qualified organization to assist the 
other organization in developing microenter-
prise training, technical assistance, market 
development assistance, and other related 
services, for microenterprise, with an em-
phasis on those that— 

‘‘(I) have 5 or fewer full-time equivalent 
employees; 

‘‘(II) serve low income individuals; or 
‘‘(III) serve areas that have lost popu-

lation; 
‘‘(ii) to assist in researching and devel-

oping the best practices in delivering train-
ing, technical assistance, and microcredit to 
rural entrepreneurs; and 

‘‘(iii) to carry out such other projects and 
activities as the Secretary determines to be 
consistent with the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(B) SUBGRANTS.—Subject to such regula-
tions as the Secretary may promulgate, a 
qualified organization that receives a grant 
under this paragraph may use the grant to 
provide assistance to other qualified organi-
zations, such as small or emerging qualified 
organizations. 

‘‘(C) DIVERSITY.—In making grants under 
this paragraph, the Secretary shall ensure, 
to the maximum extent practicable, that 
grant recipients include qualified organiza-
tions— 

‘‘(i) of varying sizes; and 
‘‘(ii) that serve racially and ethnically di-

verse populations. 
‘‘(D) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of any 

grant made under this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall require the grantee to expend 
for the project involved, from non-Federal 
sources, not less than 25 percent of the total 
amount of the grant. 

‘‘(ii) FORM OF CONTRIBUTION.—The non-Fed-
eral share of the cost of a project described 
in clause (i) may be provided— 

‘‘(I) in cash (including through fees, grants 
(including community development block 
grants), and gifts); or 

‘‘(II) in-kind. 
‘‘(4) RURAL MICROLOAN PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—In carrying out the 

Program, the Secretary may carry out a 
rural microloan program. 

‘‘(B) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the rural 
microloan program shall be to provide tech-
nical and financial assistance to microenter-
prises in rural areas and rural entrepreneurs, 
with an emphasis on those that— 

‘‘(i) have 5 or fewer full-time equivalent 
employees; 

‘‘(ii) serve low income individuals; or 
‘‘(iii) serve areas that have lost population. 
‘‘(C) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.—In car-

rying out the rural microloan program, the 
Secretary may— 

‘‘(i) make loans to qualified organizations 
for the purpose of making short-term, fixed 
interest rate microloans to startup, newly 
established, and growing microenterprises in 
rural areas; and 

‘‘(ii) in conjunction with the loans, provide 
grants in accordance with subparagraph (E) 
to the qualified organizations for the purpose 
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of providing intensive marketing, manage-
ment, and technical assistance to micro-
enterprises in rural areas that are borrowers 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(D) LOAN DURATION; INTEREST RATES; CON-
DITIONS.— 

‘‘(i) LOAN DURATION.—A loan made by the 
Secretary under this paragraph shall be for a 
term not to exceed 20 years. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE INTEREST RATES.—A loan 
made by the Secretary under this paragraph 
shall bear an annual interest rate of at least 
1 percent. 

‘‘(E) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this section, each qualified organi-
zation that receives a loan under this para-
graph shall be eligible to receive a grant to 
provide marketing, management, and tech-
nical assistance to microenterprises in rural 
areas that are borrowers or potential bor-
rowers under this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF GRANT FOR 
MICROENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—The amount of the grant referred to 
in clause (i) shall be not more than 25 per-
cent of the total outstanding balance of 
loans made by the microenterprise develop-
ment organization under this paragraph as of 
the date of provision of the grant, except 
that for the first loan made to a microenter-
prise development organization, the Sec-
retary may make a grant not to exceed 25 
percent of the outstanding balance of the 
loan. 

‘‘(iii) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of any 

grant made to a qualified organization under 
this subparagraph, the Secretary shall re-
quire the organization to expend for the 
grant project involved, from non-Federal 
sources, not less than 15 percent of the total 
amount of the grant. 

‘‘(II) FORM OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The 
non-Federal share of the cost of a project de-
scribed in subclause (I) may be provided— 

‘‘(aa) in cash; or 
‘‘(bb) in-kind. 
‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Not more 

than 10 percent of the assistance received by 
a qualified organization for a fiscal year 
under this section may be used to pay ad-
ministrative expenses. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $40,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012, to 
remain available until expended. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.—Of the amount 
made available by subparagraph (A) for each 
fiscal year— 

‘‘(i) not less than $24,000,000 shall be avail-
able for use in carrying out subsection (b)(3); 
and 

‘‘(ii) not less than $16,000,000 shall be avail-
able for use in carrying out subsection (b)(4), 
of which not more than $6,000,000 shall be 
used to support loans. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts made available under 
paragraph (1), there are authorized to be ap-
propriated such sums as are necessary to 
carry out this section for each of fiscal years 
2008 through 2012.’’. 

In section 231(b)(5)(A) of the Agricultural 
Risk Protection Act of 2000, as proposed to 
be added by section 6027(b)(1) of the bill— 

(1) strike ‘‘10’’ and insert ‘‘15’’; 
(2) insert ‘‘(i)’’ after ‘‘benefit’’; 
(3) strike ‘‘or socially’’ and insert ‘‘, (ii) so-

cially’’; and 
(4) insert ‘‘, or (iii) an Indian tribe (as de-

fined in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b))’’ before the period. 

In section 6045(g)(1) of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002, as pro-
posed to be amended by section 6027(b) of the 
bill, strike ‘‘$30,000,000’’ and insert 
‘‘$50,000,000’’. 

[RESEARCH TITLE] 
In section 7310, strike subsections (f) and 

(g) and insert the following: 
(f) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make available $25,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012. 

In section 7411, strike subsections (g) and 
(h) that appear within quotation marks and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall make available $100,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2012.’’. 

[ENERGY TITLE] 
Strike section 9013. 
At the end of title IX, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. ll. VOLUNTARY RENEWABLE FUELS CER-

TIFICATION PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of Ag-

riculture, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall establish a program to certify 
biomass crops that meet sustainable growing 
standards designed to reduce greenhouse 
gases, protect wildlife habitat, and protect 
air, soil, and water quality. 

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—To 
qualify for certification under the program 
established under subsection (a), a biomass 
crop shall be inspected and certified as meet-
ing the standards adopted under subsection 
(c) by an inspector referred to in subsection 
(d). 

(c) PRODUCTION STANDARDS.—The Sec-
retary shall adopt standards for the certifi-
cation of biomass crops under subsection (b) 
that provide measurement of a numerical re-
duction in greenhouse gases and soil and 
water pollutants, based upon the rec-
ommendations of an advisory committee 
jointly established by the Secretary and the 
Administrator. 

(d) INSPECTORS.—The Secretary shall des-
ignate inspectors that the Secretary deter-
mines are qualified to certify biomass crops 
under this section to carry out inspections 
under subsection (b). 

(e) DESIGNATION OF CERTIFIED PRODUCTS.— 
A product produced from a biomass crop that 
is certified under this section may be des-
ignated as having been produced from a cer-
tified biomass crop if the producer of the 
product verifies the product was produced 
from such crop and the verification includes 
a copy of the certification under subsection 
(b). 

[HORTICULTURE TITLE] 
At the end of subtitle C of title X, add the 

following new section: 
SEC. ll. PESTICIDES. 

(a) RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING.— 
(1) AMENDMENT.—Section 1491 of the Food, 

Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (7 U.S.C. 136i–1) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1491. PESTICIDE RECORDKEEPING. 

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, shall require certified commercial 
applicators and private applicators of pes-
ticides (whether for general use or restricted 
use) to maintain— 

‘‘(A) records comparable to records main-
tained by commercial applicators of pes-
ticides, as required by the State in which the 
pesticide is used, or 

‘‘(B) if there is no State requirement for 
the maintenance of records, records that 

contain the product and chemical name, the 
registration number assigned to the pes-
ticide under the Federal Insecticide, Fun-
gicide, and Rodenticide Act, amount, date 
and time of application, and location of ap-
plication of each such pesticide used in agri-
cultural production, 
for a period of 20 years after the pesticide is 
used. 

‘‘(2) PROVISION OF RECORDS TO CERTAIN PER-
SONS.—Within 30 days of a pesticide applica-
tion, a certified commercial applicator shall 
provide a copy of records maintained under 
paragraph (1) to the person for whom such 
application was provided. 

‘‘(3) PROVISION OF RECORDS TO SECRETARY.— 
Within 30 days of a pesticide application, a 
certified commercial applicator or private 
applicator shall provide a copy of records 
maintained under paragraph (1) to— 

‘‘(A) any State agency designated by the 
State for such purpose; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary of Agriculture. 
‘‘(4) MAINTENANCE BY SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to subpara-

graph (B), the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
maintain records submitted to the Secretary 
under paragraph (3) for a period of at least 20 
years after the pesticide is used. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture is not required to maintain records 
pursuant to subparagraph (A) if the Sec-
retary determines that the State in which 
the pesticide is used will maintain such 
records for a period of at least 20 years after 
such use. 

‘‘(b) ACCESS TO RECORDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon request, records 

maintained under subsection (a) shall be 
made available by applicators and by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to the following: 

‘‘(A) A Federal or State agency that deals 
with pesticide use or any health, occupa-
tional safety, or environmental issue related 
to the use of pesticides. 

‘‘(B) Health care professionals treating per-
sons who reasonably believe that they have 
been exposed to pesticides. 

‘‘(C) Agricultural workers who reasonably 
believe they have been exposed to pesticides, 
their immediate family members, and their 
representatives. 

‘‘(D) Researchers conducting studies on 
pesticides, occupational safety or health, or 
environmental conditions. 

‘‘(2) AGENCIES.—In the case of Federal 
agencies, such access to records maintained 
under subsection (a) shall be through the 
Secretary of Agriculture, or the Secretary’s 
designee. State agency requests for access to 
records maintained under subsection (a) 
shall be through the lead State agency so 
designated by the State. 

‘‘(3) HEALTH CARE PERSONNEL.—When a 
health professional determines that pesticide 
information maintained under this section is 
necessary to provide medical treatment or 
first aid to an individual who may have been 
exposed to pesticides for which the informa-
tion is maintained, upon request applicators 
and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
promptly provide applicable records main-
tained under subsection (a) and available 
label information to that health profes-
sional. In the case of an emergency, such 
records and information shall be provided 
immediately. 

‘‘(4) AGRICULTURAL WORKERS.—When an ag-
ricultural worker reasonably believes he or 
she has been exposed to pesticides, upon re-
quest applicators and the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall provide applicable records 
maintained under subsection (a) to such 
worker, the worker’s family member, or the 
worker’s representative within 5 business 
days of the request. In the case of an emer-
gency, such records shall be provided imme-
diately. 
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‘‘(5) RESEARCHERS.—When a researcher is 

conducting a study on a pesticide, occupa-
tional safety or health, or environmental 
conditions, upon request applicators and the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall provide appli-
cable records maintained under subsection 
(a) to such researcher within 30 days of the 
request. 

‘‘(c) ACCESS TO CONTACT INFORMATION.— 
Upon request, the person for whom a pes-
ticide application was provided shall provide 
the name and contact information of the ap-
plicator to a health care professional de-
scribed in subsection (b)(3) or an agricultural 
worker, family member, or representative 
described in subsection (b)(4). 

‘‘(d) SURVEYS AND ANALYSES.—Each Fed-
eral agency described in subsection (b)(1)(A) 
shall conduct surveys and record the data 
from individual applicators to facilitate sta-
tistical analysis for environmental and agro-
nomic purposes, but in reports based on sur-
vey data the Federal agency shall not release 
data, including the location from which the 
data was derived, that would directly or indi-
rectly reveal the identity of individual pro-
ducers. 

‘‘(e) PENALTY.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall be responsible for the enforce-
ment of subsections (a), (b), and (c). A viola-
tion of subsection (a) or (b) by an applicator, 
or a violation of subsection (c) by a person 
described in such subsection, shall— 

‘‘(1) in the case of the first offense, be sub-
ject to a fine of not more than $ 1,000; and 

‘‘(2) in the case of subsequent offenses, be 
subject to a fine of not less than $ 2,000 for 
each violation, except that the penalty shall 
be less than $1,000 if the Secretary deter-
mines that the applicator or person made a 
good faith effort to comply with such sub-
section. 

‘‘(f) FEDERAL OR STATE PROVISIONS.—The 
requirements of this section shall not affect 
provisions of other Federal or State laws. 

‘‘(g) SURVEYS AND REPORTS.—The Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall survey the records maintained under 
subsection (a) to develop and maintain a 
database that is sufficient to enable the Sec-
retary and the Administrator to publish 
comprehensive reports, at least on an annual 
basis, concerning agricultural and non-
agricultural pesticide use. The Secretary and 
Administrator shall enter into a memo-
randum of understanding to define their re-
spective responsibilities under this sub-
section in order to avoid duplication of ef-
fort. Such reports shall be transmitted to 
Congress not later than April 1 of each year. 

‘‘(h) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency shall promul-
gate revised regulations on their respective 
areas of responsibility implementing this 
section not later than 180 days after the en-
actment of the NOURISH Act of 2007.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by paragraph (1) takes effect on the 
date that is 180 days after the enactment of 
the NOURISH Act of 2007. 

(b) INCLUSION OF LONG-TERM ADVERSE 
HEALTH EFFECTS IN LABELING.—Paragraph (2) 
of section 2(q) of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 
136(q)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (D)(iii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) the pesticide is registered for an agri-

cultural use and its labeling does not include 
information on long-term adverse health ef-
fects associated with exposure to the pes-
ticide, such as cancer in individuals so ex-
posed and their children, birth defects, ad-

verse reproductive effects such as infertility 
or still births, and neurological damage.’’. 

(c) RESEARCH BY CDC.— 
(1) INCREASED RISKS AMONG FARM WORK-

ERS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Cen-

ters for Disease Control and Prevention shall 
conduct or support research on increased 
risks of cancer or birth defects among farm 
workers who have occupational exposure to 
pesticide and their children. 

(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this paragraph, there is authorized 
to be appropriated $5,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008. 

(2) BIOLOGICAL INDICATORS AND CLINICAL 
TESTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention shall 
conduct or support research to identify ob-
jective biological indicators, and to develop 
new and additional inexpensive clinical 
tests, to enable clinicians to diagnose over-
exposure to pesticides. 

(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this paragraph, there is authorized 
to be appropriated $5,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008. 

(d) RESEARCH BY USDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture shall conduct or support research on 
alternatives to agricultural pesticides that 
have been associated with cancer, birth de-
fects, adverse reproductive effects, or severe 
neurological disorders in animal studies or 
epidemiological research. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this subsection, there is authorized 
to be appropriated $5,000,000 for fiscal year 
2008. 

(e) RESEARCH BY EPA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 

Environmental Protection Agency shall con-
duct or support research to develop field 
level tests to determine when pesticide- 
treated fields are safe to reenter. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
carry out this subsection, there is authorized 
to be appropriated $7,500,000 for fiscal year 
2008. 

Section 10301(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘$22,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$25,000,000’’. 

Section 10303(f) is amended by striking the 
text and inserting the following: ‘‘Of the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
the Secretary shall make available 
$50,000.000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012 to carry out this section. Such 
funds shall remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

Section 10102 is amended by striking sub-
section (b) and inserting the following new 
subsection: 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Subsection (i) 
of section 101 of the Specialty Crops Com-
petitiveness Act of 2004 is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(i) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall make grants under this 
section, using— 

‘‘(1) $110,000,000 in fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(2) $115,000,000 in fiscal year 2009; 
‘‘(3) $120,000,000 in fiscal year 2010; 
‘‘(4) $125,000,000 in fiscal year 2011; and 
‘‘(5) $145,000,000 in fiscal year 2012.’’. 
In section 6(f)(1) of the Farmer-to-Con-

sumer Direct Marketing Act of 1976 (7 U.S.C. 
3005), as added by section 10404(b)(4) of the 
bill, strike ‘‘Secretary of Agriculture use to 
carry out this section’’ and all that follows 
and insert ‘‘Secretary of Agriculture shall 
use to carry out this section $20,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012.’’. 

[MISCELLANEOUS TITLE] 
At the end of subtitle A of title XI add the 

following new sections: 

SEC. ll. SHARE OF RISK. 
Section 508(k) of the Federal Crop Insur-

ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)) is amended by 
striking paragraph (3) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) SHARE OF RISK.—The reinsurance 
agreements of the Corporation with the rein-
sured companies shall require the reinsured 
companies to cede to the Corporation 30 per-
cent of its cumulative underwriting gain or 
loss.’’ 
SEC. ll. REIMBURSEMENT RATE. 

Section 508(k)(4)(A) of the Federal Crop In-
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(4)(A)) is amend-
ed by striking clause (ii) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(ii) for each of the 2008 and subsequent re-
insurance years, 15 percent of the premium 
used to define loss ratio.’’. 

Subparagraph (D) of section 2501(a)(2) of 
the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and 
Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279(a)(2)), as 
added by section 11201(a)(1)(B)(ii) of the bill, 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) ADDITIONAL CONTRACTING AUTHORITY.— 
Any agency of the Department of Agri-
culture may make grants and enter into con-
tracts and cooperative agreements with a 
community-based organization that meets 
the definition of an eligible entity under sub-
section (e) in order to utilize the commu-
nity-based organization to provide outreach 
and technical assistance.’’. 

Section 2501(a)(4)(A) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(a)(4)(A)), as amended by sec-
tion 11201(a)(1)(C)(i) of the bill, is amended 
by striking ‘‘$15,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$35,000,000’’. 

At the end of subtitle C of title XI add the 
following new section: 
SEC. ll. MORATORIUM ON FORECLOSURES. 

(a) MORATORIUM.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall, except for the purposes re-
ferred to in subsection (c), immediately issue 
a moratorium on all current, pending, and 
future foreclosures, loan accelerations, and 
adverse actions, with respect to Department 
of Agriculture loans to any farm or ranch 
owned or operated by a socially disadvan-
taged farmer or ranchers (as defined in sec-
tion 355(e)(2) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act). The Secretary shall 
waive the accrual of interest and offsets on 
all loans affected by this section for the full 
period of the moratorium or review shall 
issue write offs of accrued interest and may 
take such additional actions as rec-
ommended by the Commission established in 
subsection (b). 

(a) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS AND 
RANCHERS COMMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of shall es-
tablish in the Department of Agriculture a 
commission to be known as the ‘‘USDA So-
cially Disadvantaged Farmers and Ranchers 
Commission’’ (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(2) DUTIES.—The Commission shall review 
all actions covered by the moratorium under 
subsection (a) to— 

(A) determine whether Federal, State, or 
local government actions or inactions con-
tributed to the conditions leading to fore-
closure; 

(B) determine whether the acceleration of 
foreclosure by the Department of Agri-
culture of loans on farm land owned by so-
cially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers 
was in accordance with applicable laws or 
regulations; 

(C) improve upon the credibility and accu-
racy of all Department of Agriculture pro-
grams land foreclosure process and proce-
dures; 

(D) recommend to the Secretary actions 
for the fair resolution of cases reviewed; and 
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(E) submit to the Committee on Agri-

culture and the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and the 
Committee on Government Reform and 
Homeland Security of the Senate a report on 
programmatic inefficiencies and possible 
remedies to address any land loss directly re-
sulting from illegal or manifestly unfair acts 
of the Department of Agriculture. 

Strike section 10202 and add at the end of 
title XI the following: 
SEC. ll. MULTI-SPECIES FRUIT FLY RESEARCH 

AND STERILE FLY PRODUCTION. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture shall construct a warehouse and irra-
diation containment facility in Waimanalo, 
Hawaii, to support fruit fly rearing and steri-
lization activities. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated— 

(1) $15,000,000 for the construction of a 
warehouse and irradiation containment fa-
cility pursuant to subsection (a); and 

(2) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2008 and each 
subsequent fiscal year for maintenance to 
the facilities constructed pursuant to this 
section. 

Strike section 11305. 
At the end of subtitle A of title XI add the 

following new section: 
SEC. ll. PARITY FOR ORGANIC CROP ACRES 

PRICE ELECTIONS, DOLLAR 
AMOUNTS OF INSURANCE, AND PRE-
MIUM DETERMINATION. 

Section 508(a) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(a)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) ORGANICS.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this title, the Secretary may not 
charge a premium, deductable, or other fee 
for an insurance policy or plan on crops that 
are certified organic or transitioning to or-
ganic production that is more than the pre-
mium, deductable, or other fee for an insur-
ance policy or plan on crops that are not cer-
tified organic or transitioning to organic 
production.’’. 

At the end of subtitle C of title XI, add the 
following new sections: 
SEC. ll. MCINTIRE-STENNIS COOPERATIVE 

FORESTRY ACT. 
Section 2 of Public Law 87-788 (16 U.S.C. 

582a–1) is amended— 
(1) by inserting ‘‘and 1890 Institutions,’’ be-

fore ‘‘and (b)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘In 

States that have both 1862 Institutions and 
1890 Institutions eligible for and receiving 
funds under this Act, the institutions shall, 
to the maximum extent practicable, develop 
complementary plans for forestry research in 
the State. In this section, the terms ‘1862 In-
stitutions’ and ‘1890 Institutions’ have the 
same meanings as in section 2 of the Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Education 
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7601(2)).’’. 
SEC. ll. ANIMAL HEALTH AND DISEASE RE-

SEARCH PROGRAM. 
Section 1434(b) of the National Agriculture 

Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3196(b)) is amended by 
inserting after ‘‘universities’’ the following: 
‘‘(including 1890 Institutions (as defined in 
section 2 of the Agricultural Research, Ex-
tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7601(2))).’’. 
SEC. ll. CHILDREN, YOUTH, AND FAMILIES EDU-

CATION AND RESEARCH NETWORK 
(CYFERNET) PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— In carrying out the Chil-
dren, Youth, and Families Education and Re-
search Network Program under section 3(d) 
of the Smith-Lever Act (7 U.S.C. 343(d)), the 
Secretary shall include 1890 Institutions as 
eligible program applicants and participants. 

(b) 1890 INSTITUTIONS DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘1890 Institutions’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and Edu-
cation Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7601(2)). 
SEC. ll. SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED PRO-

DUCERS ACCESS PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT; PURPOSE.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of Ag-

riculture shall establish and carry out, for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2013, a pro-
gram to enhance the viability of minority 
and socially disadvantaged farmer and 
ranchers who own or operate agricultural op-
erations by assisting such farmer and ranch-
ers to reduce their risks, improve their ac-
cess to markets, and better utilize the pro-
grams and services of the Department of Ag-
riculture. 

(2) IMPROVED ACCESS.—One of the purposes 
of the program shall be to ensure the viabil-
ity and success of minority and socially dis-
advantaged farmers and ranchers by pro-
moting the involvement of socially disadvan-
taged farmers and ranchers in the full range 
of services to ensure producer access to com-
modity, credit, risk management and dis-
aster protection, conservation, marketing, 
nutrition, value-added, rural development, 
and other programs and services of the De-
partment. 

(3) ACCURATE REFLECTION OF CONTRIBU-
TIONS.—Another of the purposes of the pro-
gram shall be to assure that the number and 
economic contributions of socially disadvan-
taged farmers and ranchers are accurately 
reflected in the census of agriculture. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to partici-

pate in programs made available under this 
title, a producer shall— 

(A) be a socially disadvantaged farmer or 
rancher; 

(B) be a producer who, as an owner, oper-
ator, landlord, tenant, sharecropper or en-
rolled member of an Indian tribe— 

(i) shares in the risk of producing any crop 
or livestock; and 

(ii) is entitled to share in the crop or live-
stock available for marketing from a farm 
(or would have shared had the crop or live-
stock been produced) or produces more than 
50 percent of the food needed for family con-
sumption; 

(C) enter into a risk management and 
marker access contract with the Secretary 
to carry out the risk management and mar-
ket access plan. 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(A) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED.—The term 

‘‘socially disadvantaged’’ means, with re-
spect to a farmer or rancher, that the farmer 
or rancher is a member of a socially dis-
advantage group. 

(B) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED GROUP DE-
FINED.—The term ‘‘socially disadvantaged 
group’’ means a group whose members have 
been subjected to racial or ethnic prejudice 
because of their identity as members of a 
group without regard to their individual 
qualities. 

(c) PRODUCER PAYMENT STRUCTURE.— 
(1) PRODUCER DEVELOPMENT PAYMENTS.— 

The Secretary is authorized to provide direct 
payments to the producers defined under 
subsection (b) if risk management and mar-
ket access plans are implemented within any 
fiscal year pursuant to a plan developed in a 
fiscal year prior to payment by the Sec-
retary. 

(2) ENROLLMENT PROCEDURE.—To enroll in 
this program, an eligible producer must— 

(A) complete and maintain the practices in 
the qualification level in paragraph (3)(A)(i); 

(B) describe the tier of the risk manage-
ment and market access plan, and the par-
ticular risk management and market access 

practices to be implemented in accordance 
with this subsection; and 

(C) identify the qualified technical assist-
ance provider who will serve as a liaison to 
the Department and supply technical assist-
ance to assure completion of the plan. 

(3) PAYMENT STRUCTURE.—The Secretary 
shall make annual producer payments under 
this title for participation at 1 of the fol-
lowing levels for a period not to exceed a 
total of 7 years, as follows: 

(A) USDA ACCESS PAYMENTS.—The quali-
fication level payment shall be not more 
than $5,000 with up to $2,500 paid up front if, 
within the first year, the producer— 

(i) files an IRS schedule F or a qualified 
substitute for enrolled members of Indian 
Tribes; 

(ii) registers at the Farm Service Agency 
office as a farm or rancher, or informs the 
Secretary the reason for which registration 
was not allowed; 

(iii) signs up for any crop insurance or 
NAP programs for which the producer is 
qualified, or provides a plan to achieve quali-
fication or inform the Secretary if no plan or 
program exists for the form of production on 
the farm or ranch; and 

(iv) receives technical assistance to be in-
cluded in the Minority Farm Registry and 
complete the next Census of Agriculture. 

The Secretary shall provide to the National 
Agriculture Statistics Service information 
sufficient for inclusion of each producer who 
qualifies under this section in the next cen-
sus of agriculture. 

(B) PROGRAM ACCESS PAYMENTS.—Program 
access payments shall at least $5000 and not 
more than $10,000 annually for up to 3 years 
if the producer provides, develops, and imple-
ments a plan to complete at least two of fol-
lowing practices in each year: 

(i) a farm and home plan; 
(ii) an estate plan; 
(iii) a risk management plan, including ac-

cessing family health insurance; 
(iv) a conservation plan; 
(v) enters into a contract for purchase or 

sale of farm land; 
(vi) acquires a computer, high-speed inter-

net access, and software, and training in the 
use of these tools; 

(vii) prepares a plan to transition to an-
other crop or crops; 

(viii) applies for at least one farm program 
of the Department; or 

(ix) other practices as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(C) MARKET ACCESS AND RISK PROTECTION 
PAYMENTS.— 

(i) TIER ONE.—Market Access and Risk Pro-
tection Payments shall be at least $10,000 
and not more than $25,000 annually for up to 
three years if the producer develops and im-
plements at least two of the following prac-
tices in each year: 

(I) Mentor another farmer. 
(II) Seek nomination and election to a 

Conservation District Board or FSA County 
Committee. 

(III) Meet standards for Good Agricultural 
Practices, Organic Certification or other 
market certifications. 

(IV) Develop and implement a marketing 
plan or a business plan. 

(V) Access liability or other expanded in-
surance, including revenue insurance. 

(VI) Access farmers markets or improved 
marketing contracts. 

(VII) Participate in farmers market nutri-
tion, school food or other nutrition pro-
grams. 

(VIII) Develop and implement plan to meet 
regulatory requirements, including labor, 
workers compensation, and pesticide health 
and safety standards, Livestock and Animal 
ID. 
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(IX) Seek irrigation and other production 

assistance, Land or waste management. 
(X) Other practices as determined by the 

Secretary. 
(iii) TIER TWO.—Market Access and Risk 

Protection Payments shall be not more than 
to $35,000 annually for up to three years if 
the producer completes at least two of the 
following practices in each year: 

(I) Develop or participate in a cooperative 
or marketing association. 

(II) Develop a value-added enterprise. 
(III) Implements improve marketing strat-

egies, including development of brands and 
innovative forms of marketing by web or 
other means. 

(IV) Develop infrastructure or processing 
capacity. 

(V) Enhance the participation of a coopera-
tive or a group of farmers in nutrition and 
health programs. 

(VI) Construct or improve housing for 
farmworkers. 

(VII) Enter into direct contracts to secure 
adequate labor to meet production needs. 

(VIII) Protect of land use and development 
rights. 

(IX) Other practices as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 

2008 through 2013, the Secretary shall provide 
technical assistance through qualified tech-
nical assistance providers to producers for 
the development and implementation of a 
risk management and market access plans at 
each tier. 

(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROVIDER.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘technical assistance 
provider’’ is an organization or educational 
institutions that qualifies as an eligible enti-
ty under section 2501(e)(5) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e)(5)). 

(3) QUALIFIED TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PRO-
VIDER.—In this section, the term ‘‘qualified 
technical assistance provider’’ means a tech-
nical assistance provider that has been rec-
ognized by the Risk Management Agency as 
qualified to provide the service in this pro-
gram. 

(4) LIMITATIONS.—A qualified technical 
service provider shall not receive payment 
for services in excess of— 

(A) $2,000, for services under subsection 
(c)(3)(A); 

(B) $3,000, for services under subsection 
(c)(3)(B); or 

(C) $4,000, for services under subsection 
(c)(3)(C). 

(f) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.— 
(1) OFFICE OF SMALL FARMS COORDINATION.— 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall establish 
an office of Small Farm Coordination, which 
shall be led by the Small Farms Coordinator, 
who shall be a career employee. 

(2) DUTIES.—The Secretary may delegate to 
the Small Farms Coordinator responsibility 
for the following: 

(A) Administering the program established 
under subsection (a). 

(B) Administering the activities estab-
lished under Departmental Regulation 9700-1 
issued on August 3, 2006, in coordination with 
any other office, agency, or mission area as 
deemed necessary by the Secretary to facili-
tate the implementation of the programs 
under this section, and other such duties as 
assigned to assure the Department best un-
derstands, meets, and prioritizes the needs of 
small, socially disadvantaged, and beginning 
and new entry farmers. 

(C) Other duties deemed appropriate by the 
Secretary. 

(3) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall use not 
less than $1,000,000 annually from funding 
under this section to support consultation, 
training, and liaison activities with qualified 

technical assistance providers under sub-
section (b). 

(4) STAFFING AND ADMINISTRATION.—The 
Secretary shall provide not less than 10 staff 
positions within the Office of Small Farms 
Coordination at headquarters in Washington 
and not less than 10 field staff for the Office 
as the Secretary deems necessary to imple-
ment this program, with additional field 
staff provided in States where the number of 
applicants exceeds 500 to conduct adminis-
tration of this program. 

(5) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall promulgate 
regulations to carry out this subsection. 

(g) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall make available $80,000,000 to carry out 
this section for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012. 

At the end of title XI, insert the following 
new section: 
SEC. ll. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON USE OF SAV-

INGS FOR DEFICIT REDUCTION. 
It is the sense of the Congress that any 

budgetary savings created as a result of this 
Act will be used to reduce the Federal budget 
deficit and not used to offset other Federal 
spending. 

Strike the title of the bill entitled ‘‘PRE-
VENTION OF TAX TREATY EXPLOI-
TATION TO EVADE UNITED STATES TAX-
ATION’’. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 574, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent for purposes of this 
debate that the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) be allowed to control 
10 minutes of my 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Chairman, this farm bill is 

one of the most important pieces of 
legislation before this Congress in this 
session because it truly does affect us 
all. 

b 2100 

It affects our family farmers. It af-
fects consumers in America. It affects 
our wildlife and natural resources. It 
affects people who are hungry, both in 
this country and abroad, and it affects 
economic development opportunities in 
rural America but also in the devel-
oping world, and it affects my home 
State in Wisconsin, where agriculture 
is still the number one industry. I 
know, I have a 200-acre farm in western 
Wisconsin where we rotate corn and 
soybeans. I’ve got beef cattle on it 
from time to time. 

But for too long farm policy has re-
sulted in billions of dollars of subsidies 
going to a few, but very large and very 
wealthy entities who then gobble up 
family farms around them, drive up 
land values and make it virtually im-
possible for new beginning farmers to 
enter the business. These subsidies 
have distorted the marketplace, and 

they distort our trade policies. Too 
many farmers have planted for the gov-
ernment paycheck instead of the mar-
ketplace. This has got to change. 

But instead of heeding the call for 
reasonable, justifiable reform in light 
of current market prices, the farm bill 
before us fails to even make token re-
forms under the Title I commodity pro-
grams. In fact, they still allow tax-
payer-supported subsidies to go to indi-
viduals in this country with an ad-
justed gross income of $1 million. Over 
the next 5 years, there will be $26 bil-
lion in direct subsidy payments going 
out to commodity producers who are 
getting at or near record prices in the 
marketplace. And under these direct 
payments, the committee raises the 
cap from $40,000 to $60,000 and allows 
multiple entities on the same farm to 
collect the same type of subsidies. It 
also eliminates the cap with the loan 
deficiency program. 

It’s a missed opportunity. In fact, 
what we have before us today is a bi-
partisan, fair, reform amendment that 
takes light of the market conditions 
and offers reasonable and justifiable re-
forms under a very simple proposition: 
Let’s give our family farmers help 
when they need it; let’s not when they 
don’t. 

What we propose in our amendment 
would be phasing out these direct pay-
ments that were meant to be tem-
porary in the 1996 farm bill, and now 
we’re in the third farm bill, and they’re 
increasing these subsidy payments and 
lifting the caps. 

We also replace the current counter-
cyclical program with a true safety 
net, a revenue-based safety net that 
even the corn growers have been work-
ing on as a replacement over the last 
few years. 

We also place a tighter income limit 
at $250,000 adjusted gross, even slightly 
above the administration’s own $200,000 
limit that they recommend. 

Plus, we call for long-overdue reform 
with the crop insurance program based 
on the good work that our friends Mr. 
COOPER and Mr. WAXMAN have been 
doing in this, and we all do this under 
justifiable market conditions, ending 
up with a farm bill at the end of the 
day that does not distort our market, 
nor our trade policies. 

For too long family farmers have suf-
fered due to the inequities of this farm 
bill, and with the savings that we use 
to reform the Title I programs, we 
make significant new investments in 
other priority areas. We have a $6 bil-
lion increase in funding under the nu-
trition title to deal with hunger in 
America. 

We have a $3 billion increase of vol-
untary incentive conservation pro-
grams, when today three out of every 
four farmers applying for conservation 
funding assistance are turned away be-
cause of inadequacy of funds. 

We have a $1.2 billion increase for 
specialty crops above what the com-
mittee did, and a healthy food program 
to combat the obesity epidemic which 
is ravishing our Nation. 
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We also have $1.1 billion in guaran-

teed funding out of the McGovern-Dole 
bill and $500 million for minority and 
disadvantaged farmers, $200 million in-
crease for rural development to create 
economic job opportunities throughout 
rural America. 

And at the end of the reform, we even 
have money for deficit reduction. How 
refreshing that we may have a bill 
coming out of this Congress that actu-
ally reforms enough to have some left 
over to reduce the massive budget defi-
cits and prepare for the aging of our 
Nation. 

What’s really nice about this is it is 
all paid for. We don’t have to go to the 
Ways and Means Committee or the Fi-
nancial Services Committee to seek 
offsets in order to pay for these other 
priorities and still provide a safety net 
for our family farmers. This amend-
ment gets us out of the box that my 
Republican friends find themselves in 
in not being able to support a tax in-
crease to finance this farm bill. 

And you guys are exactly right. If 
you had been pulling this on us while 
we were in the minority, we would be 
raising bloody hell as well, because if 
you lose the process in the place, you 
lose a sense of fairness, and if you don’t 
have fairness at the end of the day, you 
can’t get things done. 

We’re saying we don’t have to go 
down that road. Let’s make some com-
monsense reforms to find the offsets to 
deal with the other priorities while 
still maintaining a proper safety net so 
when the farmers are in trouble, if 
market prices plummet, there will be a 
safety net for them; but let’s not do it 
when they don’t need it, so we can go 
home and look the taxpayers in the 
eyes and justify exactly what we’re 
doing here. 

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

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) be permitted to 
control half the time in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the gentlelady from South Da-
kota, a great member of our com-
mittee, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, for 1 
minute. 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Madam 
Chairman, I thank the chairman for 
yielding. 

I rise in strong opposition to this 
amendment because it eviscerates the 
safety net for my constituents and de-
stroys the delicate balance achieved in 
the committee bill which reflects sig-
nificant and meaningful reform and is 
supported by the broadest coalition of 
stakeholders. 

I believe that the bill has been un-
fairly characterized by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin in a number of ways, 
but just as one example, how can there 

be no reform in the commodity title 
when in this bill, the committee bill, 
there’s a 43 percent reduction in the 
commodity title and a 32.3 percent in-
crease in the commodity title? 

But if you don’t believe me, consider 
who has endorsed this amendment of-
fered by Mr. KIND and Mr. FLAKE: Club 
for Growth, long advocated to elimi-
nate farm payment programs and de-
stroy the safety net; and the Bush ad-
ministration, who long opposed dis-
aster assistance for farmers and ranch-
ers devastated by natural disaster, long 
opposed the mandatory country of ori-
gin labeling program. Both Club for 
Growth and the Bush administration 
prioritize multinational corporations’ 
international trading interests just 
like the administration is now sup-
porting foreign companies who avoid 
paying U.S. taxes over my constitu-
ents. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, let 
me just say before yielding to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, the drop in 40 
percent that is claimed by the com-
mittee is actually taking credit for 
high prices of corn and other commod-
ities. There’s no cut at all. So this is 
not reform. 

Madam Chairman, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam 
Chairman, I rise in support of this 
amendment for a number of reasons. 
Number one, it’s high time we reform 
our agricultural programs which are 
Depression-era. This is a modest 
amendment from the original aggres-
sive reforms. It puts in place the re-
forms that the USDA experts said that 
we ought to put in place for the safety 
net. 

Let me just address what the safety 
net really is. Should we or should we 
not give million-dollar checks to farm-
ers making $1 million? Should we have 
a farm program that helps the family 
farmer at a time when they’re strug-
gling? Should those payments go to 
farmers when they’re making record 
high prices, when they’re doing well? 
Or should these programs go to them 
when they’re hurting? That’s what this 
amendment does. 

This amendment also pays for itself; 
no budget gimmicks, no timing shift, 
no tax increases. It actually reduces 
the deficit by $2 billion in 5 years and 
$14 billion over 10. It actually boosts 
conservation. It actually boosts nutri-
tion. 

Let me just address the payment 
limit. This bill right here says we will 
allow farmers to have aggregate pro-
gram payments that are at least 12 
times the poverty rate. Isn’t that high 
enough? The average poverty rate for a 
family of four is $20,500. This amend-
ment says let’s allow the farm pay-
ment to a family of four be as high as 
a quarter of a million dollars. Yet the 
committee’s bill says, no, that’s not 
good enough. It has to be unlimited in 

some senses or a million-dollar AGI for 
others. 

Madam Chairman, let’s get our prior-
ities straight. Lets have a farm bill 
that doesn’t distort our trade posture 
in the international community. If we 
pass the base bill, it hurts us inter-
nationally to get better trade agree-
ments and open markets for our farm-
ers. If we pass the base bill, it hurts us 
from helping people in the developing 
world lift their lives out of poverty. 

If you vote for the Kind-Flake 
amendment, you will help us inter-
nationally open markets to farmers, 
you will preserve a modern safety net 
that helps farmers when they need it 
and the family farmers when they need 
it, and you will save money for the tax-
payer, you will put savings in nutri-
tion, you will put savings in conserva-
tion, and you will help reduce the def-
icit. 

This is a responsible amendment. It’s 
a responsible bill. It is the right way 
forward, and this is what really, truly, 
needy family farms need. We don’t 
need to be cutting checks in the seven- 
figure range for people with AGIs, ad-
justed gross incomes, of $1 million. We 
need to say 12 times the poverty rate’s 
enough. That’s what we need to say, 
and by voting for this amendment, 
that’s what we are saying. 

Help the family farmer, help con-
servation, help nutrition and reduce 
the deficit. Vote for this amendment. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I yield myself 3 minutes. 

Madam Chairman, I’ll say one good 
thing about this amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin and the 
gentleman from Arizona: It doesn’t 
raise taxes. But I’ll say nothing else 
good about it because it rips the safety 
net out from under America’s farmers 
and ranchers. 

The House Agriculture Committee 
bill is the result of careful consider-
ation. The committee reviewed many 
options and took the testimony of 
countless witnesses at hearings in 
Washington and in multiple States. 
The committee chose to maintain a 
safety net that has proven very effec-
tive since 2002, but it’s done so with re-
form. 

The committee included in the safety 
net the option for producers to choose 
a priority of the administration, a rev-
enue-based, countercyclical program. 

The committee also drastically modi-
fied rules related to payment limits 
and income levels for participation. No 
one with a 3-year average gross ad-
justed income over $1 million may par-
ticipate in the commodity program. 
That is down from $2.5 million for pro-
ducers with AGI between $500,000 and $1 
million; 662⁄3 percent of their income 
must come from agriculture. These are 
major changes from the 2002 farm bill. 

Additionally, the committee has 
done away with the three-entity rule. 
Now producers can receive payments 
on only one business entity. 

The committee made significant re-
forms. By cutting $16 billion over 5 
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years, a 40 percent cut, this amend-
ment shatters the farm safety net. This 
amendment cuts the safety net pro-
vided by direct payments by about $11 
billion over 5 years, or 42 percent. 

The amendment cuts the most basic 
level of support for farmers and ranch-
ers, the marketing assistance loan, by 
$2 billion over 5 years, according to the 
Congressional Budget Office. 

The committee was able to make sig-
nificant increases in conservation, nu-
trition, rural development, research, 
fruits and vegetables, and in other 
areas without ripping out the safety 
net from America’s farmers and ranch-
ers, but the Kind-Flake-Ryan- 
Blumenauer amendment makes in-
creases in those areas at the expense of 
American farmers. 

The committee’s commitment to 
conservation is unquestionable. The 
committee-passed bill increases con-
servation spending by over $4 billion 
over the next 5 years. We added over 
$1.9 billion to environmental quality 
incentive programs, which helps farm-
ers and ranchers comply with State, 
Federal and local environmental laws. 

We also continued our commitment 
to highly erodible land, wetlands, 
grasslands and wildlife habitat by fund-
ing the Conservation Reserve Program, 
the Wetland Reserve Program, the 
Grasslands Reserve Program, and the 
Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program. 

The committee increased the com-
mitment to preserving working farms 
by increasing funding to the Farmland 
Ranchland Protection Program by al-
most 300 percent. 

The committee also focused efforts 
to help producers such as specialty 
crop and livestock producers who do 
not participate in traditional com-
modity programs. 

We took an unprecedented step of 
committing $150 million over the next 5 
years to help clean up the rivers of the 
Chesapeake Bay. 

We do not need this amendment. Op-
pose it. 

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, may I 
inquire how much time I have remain-
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) has 41⁄2 min-
utes remaining. 

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, just to 
give you an indication of how effective 
the current safety net is, it was re-
cently discovered there was $1.1 billion 
in subsidy payments that went out to 
farmers who had already passed away. 

Now, I want to recognize for 2 min-
utes a champion of family farmers and 
an advocate for reasonable, justifiable 
reform, my friend from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I appreciate the gentleman’s 
courtesy. I appreciate his leadership. 
Along with our friend from Arizona and 
from Wisconsin, we have before you a 
real opportunity to make a difference. 

Now, my heart goes out to the com-
mittee. They had a tough job. They 
went, I think, as far as they could, 

given the dynamics they had. Some of 
the things they did I strongly support 
and, in fact, have worked for. Those 
good items are now all protected under 
our initiative. In fact, many of them 
are actually enhanced. 

b 2115 
They are enhanced not by throwing 

money at it, but by actually having 
real reform; not talking about reform, 
not moving towards reform, but actu-
ally doing it. Our bipartisan amend-
ment is paid for, and it does so by help-
ing most farmers. 

My State of Oregon is an example. 
Under this initiative, we will gain more 
than $140 million in every congres-
sional district over the life of this ef-
fort. We do this not by new taxes and 
new programs; we change the dynamic. 
No longer will 80 percent of America’s 
farmers and ranchers get little or noth-
ing. No longer will we have, in this 
case, a sham, I’m sorry to say, pay-
ment limitation that will only affect 
one-tenth of a percent of America’s 
farmers, those who are at $1 million, it 
will only save $45 million, which shows 
you that it doesn’t have much impact. 

I would say that any farmer who 
can’t get their adjusted gross income 
under $1 million probably needs to look 
for a new CPA, not a new subsidy. We 
stop the lunacy in a time of record 
high corn prices. We are going to give 
them 10 more billion dollars. If we 
don’t give them 10 more billion dollars 
in a time of record high corn prices, we 
are going to shred the safety net? I 
would argue, not. Have a real limit, 
help the budget, and, most important, 
help America’s family farmers. 

Pass this amendment. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

Madam Chairman, I recognize Chair-
man ETHERIDGE for a unanimous con-
sent request. 

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the Kind-Flake 
amendment. 

The sponsors of this amendment like to 
argue that passage of the amendment would 
help pave the way for new trade agreements. 
That is naive thinking. 

Our trade negotiators are engaged in WTO 
trade talks in a bid to open up foreign markets 
for U.S. agriculture products and reduce, if not 
eliminate, trade distorting foreign subsides. 
The cuts in the farm safety net that the Kind- 
Flake amendment impose are tantamount to 
unilateral disarmament. 

During the Cold War, we would never have 
cut our military strength without first extracting 
similar if not greater reductions from the Sovi-
ets. We should do no less in today’s trade ne-
gotiations. 

Cutting our farm support will not lead to a 
WTO agreement. As the current negotiations 
have shown, any time the United States gives 
a little on its trade position, our trading part-
ners ask us to give more. 

Trying to create a farm bill that will please 
a WTO negotiator from another country is the 
wrong approach. The farm bill is for helping 
U.S. farmers. 

Who supports the Kind-Flake amendment, 
groups who mistakenly believe that unilateral 
cuts will spark a trade deal. 

Who opposes the Kind-Flake amendment, 
farm and commodity groups across the nation. 

When it comes to farm policy, I am going to 
stand with the farmers. I urge my colleagues 
to oppose the Kind-Flake amendment. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I yield 1 minute to 
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. COSTA), a great member of 
our committee. 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Chairman, I 
want to thank you and the ranking 
member and the members of the com-
mittee for the hard work on a bipar-
tisan basis that really produced, I 
think, a good product. 

Unfortunately, I have to rise against 
the Kind amendment, not because it 
does involve reform, but I think it in-
volves reform in a way that uses a 
meat ax and does not provide transi-
tion for American farmers, something I 
think I know something about. 

You see, I represent a third-genera-
tion farm family that has been farming 
in the San Joaquin Valley since the 
turn of the 19th, early 20th century. 
What this bill does, what this amend-
ment does, if it were to be enacted, is 
not provide the level of nutrition or re-
search and competitiveness for food 
safety and conservation that the un-
derlying bill has, which is why I sup-
port the underlying bill, because it pro-
vides real reform. It provides nutrition. 
It provides the efforts to make Amer-
ican farmers more competitive on a 
global basis with global markets, pro-
vides reform in a host of areas. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I urge that 
you vote for the underlying bill. Vote 
against the Kind amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, let 
me just say that the direct payments 
were never intended as a safety net. 
They were meant to wean farmers off 
of the dole. If our parents worked as 
hard as this committee in weaning 
their children, we would all still be liv-
ing in our parents’ basement. It doesn’t 
work to continue and continue and 
continue on with this. 

Madam Chairman, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Washington 
(Mr. REICHERT). 

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Chairman, I 
would like to thank our colleagues for 
their crusade in offering real reform 
for the American people. I am proud to 
be a part of this unique coalition of 
Members in support of this amend-
ment. 

Why is a Member representing a sub-
urban area of Seattle taking such an 
interest in the farm bill? The farm bill 
isn’t just for farmers. It’s funded by 
and affects every one of us across 
America. 

The underlying bill leaves American 
farmers and businesses open to chal-
lenges from the World Trade Organiza-
tion. Trade is critical, crucial to our 
State and our farmers. One in three 
jobs in Washington State is linked to 
trade. This amendment is a critical 
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step to bringing us into trade compli-
ance so that our farmers and busi-
nesses have access to markets around 
the world. 

Currently, 19 congressional districts 
receive 50 percent of Federal farm sub-
sidies; 348 congressional districts would 
benefit positively from this amend-
ment. Every district in my State would 
benefit. The Washington Post referred 
to farm subsidies as Federal giveaways 
that cost all Americans but benefit 
few. 

This amendment funds many other 
American priorities; $1.2 billion to pro-
mote healthy food choices, $3 billion 
more to conservation programs, and $1 
billion more to support fruit and vege-
table producers. 

This amendment saves money, brings 
us closer to trade compliance. It does 
all this without raising taxes. In fact, 
it saves taxpayers $2 billion. 

We can’t continue business as usual. 
Our taxpayers deserve an equitable bal-
ance. The time is now for reform. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
critical amendment. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS). 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Chairman, I rise 
in strong opposition to the Kind 
amendment. 

This amendment, I believe, is a 
threat to producers, consumers and 
rural America. We must do everything 
we can to defeat this amendment. The 
amendment destroys the commodity 
title, in essence, as we know it. 

I know it’s not as strong as the lan-
guage they started out with a few days 
ago, but it starts us down that trail. By 
cutting the direct payments by 42 per-
cent, by completely revealing, in ef-
fect, the counter-cyclical program, this 
is completely unacceptable and would 
do more harm to production agri-
culture than anything I can think of. 

We in agriculture understand that 
the commodity title is much more than 
just producers. It’s about providing the 
American consumer with the highest 
quality, the safest supply of food and 
fiber in the history of the world. 

We have done that. In fact, we in the 
United States have the most affordable 
food supply in the world. We Americans 
spend 10 percent of our disposable in-
come on food, while other countries 
spend as much as 51 percent on their 
food. 

This is no accident. This is because 
we have created sound agricultural pol-
icy over the last 75 years. We have had 
10 good years of agriculture policy in 
particular. We need to continue to 
build on that. If we can’t, well, if we 
gut the foundation that we have cre-
ated in past farm bills, then ultimately 
not only will rural America suffer for 
this, the American consumer will suf-
fer for this, with higher prices, insta-
bility in supply, and that role that we 
have occupied for a century as the 
grainery, the reserve food stock for the 
world, will be gone. 

I think, I believe, my colleagues are 
sincere in what they do. But sometimes 

sincerity does not generate clear, 
thoughtful, practical policy. Reject 
their version of sincerity. Let’s focus 
on the policy that has delivered so 
much to the American consumer and 
rural America. 

Reject this amendment. 
Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I yield 

1 minute to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam 
Chairman, 5 years ago, when we passed 
the Freedom to Farm Act, we were 
promised that it would clean up the 
subsidy programs that really dated 
back to the era of the Depression. It 
didn’t. In fact, in many ways it made 
matters worse. I don’t think we can 
wait another 5 years before we have 
fundamental reform. 

The fact is that back in the 1930s, 25 
percent of our population lived on 
farms. Today it’s less than 2 percent. 
Today, corn, cotton, wheat, rice and 
soybeans count for 90 percent of our 
government commodity payments, and 
yet it leaves fruits and vegetables, 
which represent two-thirds of farm 
sales, ineligible for support. The larg-
est farms that comprise only 3 percent 
of the total farms get the vast major-
ity of crop subsidies today. 

It just seems to me that it’s time for 
fundamental reform that more fairly 
distributes the benefits of this program 
to all of America’s deserving farms and 
families. That’s why I support the Kind 
amendment. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
SALAZAR), one of our great new mem-
bers of the committee. 

Mr. SALAZAR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, I rise today in op-
position to the Kind amendment and in 
opposition to any amendment trying to 
destroy the farm bill. 

My family still farms the same land 
that my ancestors settled back 150 
years ago. As one of only a few ranch-
ers and farmers in Congress, I know a 
thing or two about agriculture. The 
farm bill provides a much-deserved 
safety net for our farmers, but it also 
provides a much-needed safety net for 
American citizens. 

On this bumper sticker it says ‘‘Not 
everyone farms, but everyone eats.’’ 
The Kind amendment will make it even 
more difficult for our Nation’s farmers 
and ranchers to stay in business, forc-
ing us to rely on foreign production to 
feed our growing Nation. Do you really 
want to rely on other countries to 
produce our food? Look at the trouble 
we have gotten into for relying on 
other countries for the oil that we 
need. I, for one, would not want to buy 
or feed my children food harvested in 
China. 

I ask my colleagues to vote against 
the Kind amendment. Please keep 
America safe and sound. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Arizona has 41⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING). 

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, I rise tonight as 
one who typically comes to this floor 
to champion the cause of fiscal con-
servatism. But tonight, perhaps more 
importantly, I come here as the grand-
son of a farmer. I come here as the son 
of a farmer. I come here as one who 
grew up working on the family farm. 

I have looked at the work of Mr. 
FLAKE and Mr. KIND, and I believe that 
this amendment is the one that is best 
for agriculture, and I think it is the 
one that is best for taxpayers. I don’t 
like everything in this amendment. 
There is a lot I don’t like about it. But 
I have got to ask myself, does it take 
me in a direction I want to go or does 
it take me in a direction I don’t want 
to go? I think this work takes me in 
the direction I want to go, because it 
provides real reform. If you have got a 
program that’s costing taxpayers $20 
billion a year, maybe you need some 
reform. 

If 10 percent of the recipients are re-
ceiving 33 percent of the egg, maybe 
you need some reform. If most of the 
subsidies are going to commercial 
farmers that have average incomes 
above $200,000, maybe you need some 
real reform. 

Very importantly, for the agriculture 
producers in the Fifth District of 
Texas, our future is in exports. We 
want to export good Texas beef, and 
I’m afraid the committee bill is going 
to hurt trade. It will hurt trade. 

We need to support this alternative. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Colorado (Mrs. MUSGRAVE). 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding the time. 

Madam Chairman, I stand in strong 
opposition to the Kind-Flake amend-
ment. 

We are looking at a time where we 
have concerns about trade. We have to 
realize that cutting direct payments 
raids our most WTO-compliant and 
nondistorting mechanism that sta-
bilizes the United States agriculture 
and rural economies. These direct pay-
ments are decoupled from production. 

Some people don’t know this, but 
they do not encourage overproduction. 
This amendment would weaken us in 
our position in trade negotiations 
through a unilateral disarmament on 
agriculture policy. 

I really believe that this threatens 
the long-term viability and competi-
tiveness of U.S. agriculture in a global 
marketplace still characterized by sub-
sidized foreign competition and contin-
ued trade barriers. In rural America, 
this would reduce our land values, our 
tax base, and cause potential disrup-
tions and collateral for our farm loans. 

Immediately, we would see farm eq-
uity disappear. The Americans have ex-
pectations of a safe, affordable food 
supply. Oppose the Kind-Flake amend-
ment. 
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Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I yield 

1 minute to an advocate of much-over-
due reform of the crop insurance pro-
gram, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
my good friend, Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. COOPER. I thank the gentleman. 
Madam Chairman, for anyone inter-

ested in reforming crop insurance, 
there are two ways to do it tonight. 
This way through comprehensive agri-
culture reform, the Kind amendment, 
is probably the best way to do it. But 
there will be another way to do it later 
on. We need to reform crop insurance. 

Everyone who has studied it realizes 
it. The question is when. I suggest the 
time is now, because there are literally 
billions of dollars of corporate welfare 
we can and must be saving starting to-
night. These 16 companies, there are 
only 16 companies, made $2.8 billion, at 
taxpayer expense, profit in the last 5 
years. It’s an outrageous system once 
you look into it. 

The GAO and others discovered that 
40 cents of every dollar that is sup-
posed to go to the farmer, in fact, goes 
to the insurance middleman. This is 
not right. We need to get more money 
to the farmers, not less. Let’s reform 
the crop insurance system. The Kind 
amendment is the right way to do it. 
Another way to do it will be the Cooper 
amendment. 

Support the Kind amendment. 

b 2130 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the distinguished gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MAHONEY), one of our 
great new members of the committee, 
for 1 minute. 

Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. Madam 
Chairman, as a freshman Member of 
this Congress and someone who until 
this past January had never held polit-
ical office, I came to Washington deter-
mined to change the culture of this au-
gust body. I believed that we could 
work together and, in doing so, put the 
interests of the American people over 
the political interests of party or the 
special interests of powerful lobbyists. 

Just a few days ago at a press con-
ference, I proudly stood and thanked 
my Republican colleagues in sup-
porting a bill that clearly was a vic-
tory for American agriculture. It was a 
victory for our growers and ranchers; it 
was a victory for the people of Okee-
chobee, Lake Placid, Moore Haven, and 
Clewiston, Florida. This morning I 
awoke and found out that my Repub-
lican colleagues had changed their 
minds because the President of the 
United States again wanted to play 
politics. This is not about a tax in-
crease. This is about politics. 

As a businessman who, for 30 years, 
ran businesses around the globe, I am 
incensed that my colleagues would 
hurt the American farmer by lying to 
the American people and call closing a 
tax loophole for foreign companies and 
giving them an unfair advantage over 
our own businesses a tax increase. But 
silly me, why should I have been sur-

prised? They are the party of special 
interests, Halliburton, Big Oil, and now 
they are the party of big foreign cor-
porations. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I yield myself 30 seconds to tell the 
gentleman from Florida this is the 
party of American jobs, of American 
investment, of American workers. And 
we are going to protect that by not 
supporting tax increases that will 
cause a disincentive for investment in 
this country, that will cost jobs, that 
will involve the violation of American 
treaties, and will cause retaliation in 
foreign countries where we will face in-
creased taxes on American investment 
there as well. This is a tax increase, 
pure and simple, and that is why we 
will not turn our backs on the Amer-
ican people and their jobs. 

At this time, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). 

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

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Chair-
man, I rise tonight in strong opposition 
to the Kind amendment. The Kind 
amendment may be kind to someone, 
but it is not to American farm fami-
lies. 

You see, what is happening in Amer-
ica today is that we have already asked 
American farm families to make a re-
duction. Mr. KIND wants to reduce farm 
payments 40 percent. Well, that is on 
top of the 50 percent that they have al-
ready been reduced. 

For America to be competitive in the 
global marketplace, farmers and ranch-
ers all across America have had to get 
larger. To be competing in this global 
economy, the efficiencies of running 
$150,000 farm machinery across small 
acreages is no longer feasible. And yet 
what Mr. KIND and his friends want to 
do is to make American agriculture 
not competitive. 

You see, to be competitive in this 
world, you have to find economic effi-
ciencies, and these efficiencies have 
meant that many producers have had 
to get larger. And as they are trying to 
compete in a global marketplace where 
in many cases they are locked out be-
cause of trade restraints in these other 
countries, now we want to say to the 
American ranchers and farmers: Don’t 
be efficient. Don’t be competitive in 
this global marketplace. We want to 
take away the ability for you to be sus-
tained in a global marketplace. 

That is not good policy for any busi-
ness. We don’t do that in any other 
area of our government today. We 
don’t say to American companies, why 
don’t you all get small and inefficient? 
We don’t tell them to do that. We say, 
get strong and efficient. And yet the 
Kind amendment wants to say to 
American farmers don’t be efficient. 

I urge members not to support the 
Kind amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I rise in strong opposition 
to the Kind amendment. This amendment will 
reduce the safety net for U.S. farmers and re-

sult in a less secure and more expensive food 
supply for Americans. 

There has been a lot of discussion about 
the need for ‘‘reform’’ in farm programs. I sug-
gest the so-called reformers out there get bet-
ter acquainted with the facts: 

First, the portion of spending in the 2007 
Farm Bill that goes to farm commodity pro-
grams has declined by half, to 14 percent of 
the spending in the bill. In the 2002 Farm Bill, 
the share of spending for commodities was 28 
percent. 

Second, in 2002, commodity programs were 
projected to cost $94 billion over 5 years. As 
the 2002 Farm Bill comes to a close, actual 
spending will come in $21 billion less. 

Finally, because spending has been lower 
and is projected to stay low, the cost projec-
tion for the next 10 years for farm commodity 
programs is down nearly $60 billion compared 
to 2002. 

Farm programs have worked as intended, 
providing support when prices are low and 
pulling back when prices are high, as most 
currently are. Maintaining the farm safety net 
has a reasonable cost. 

Farm programs are the only area in H.R. 
2419 in which spending is down. On top of 
these reductions, the Ag Committee took the 
additional step of reforming farm program pay-
ment policies and crop Insurance. 

The Kind amendment doesn’t save any 
money. It simply puts what it cuts from farm 
programs into expanding other spending. 

A final reason for not cutting these pro-
grams off: maintaining U.S. leverage in trade 
negotiations. 

U.S. farmers’ and ranchers’ exports are cur-
rently shut out of markets around the world. 
Without a significant market access agreement 
in the WTO Doha round negotiations, U.S. 
producers will continue to be at a disadvan-
tage. The only leverage our negotiators have 
to gain new market access is to offer to 
change farm programs. 

If Congress unilaterally reduces farm pro-
grams through the Kind amendment, our ne-
gotiators’ efforts to gain market access are 
completely undercut and will be ineffective. 

Support U.S. farmers and consumers and 
oppose the Kind amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS). 

Mr. SHAYS. The Kind-Flake Fairness 
in Farm and Food Policy amendment is 
one of the most remarkable develop-
ments in this Congress in years. This is 
real bipartisan reform in a major area 
of our government, agriculture. 

As a Republican I have been aston-
ished with the absolute fixation my 
own party has had on the Depression- 
era price-guarantee program. As an ob-
server of Democrats, I have been aston-
ished with their willingness to support 
a big-business-favored program. 

The Kind-Flake substitute brings us 
into the modern age. It helps farmers, 
it helps consumers, it helps taxpayers. 
I am so proud to have the opportunity 
to speak in favor of it. 

This bipartisan amendment would replace 
depression-era price guarantees with a mod-
ern revenue-based safety net developed by 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) experts that 
better protects family farmers from declines in 
crop prices and crop yields. 
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The bill also reforms our government-sub-

sidized crop insurance program to fairly share 
the costs and risks of this program with crop 
insurance agents and companies, and gradu-
ally reduce direct payments. 

The amendment invests some of these sav-
ings in new conservation, nutrition and spe-
cialty crop and minority farmer priorities. 

The remaining savings are dedicated to def-
icit reduction of $2 billion over five years, and 
at least $10 billion over 10 years. 

A unique coalition of members and advo-
cacy groups from both sides of the aisle have 
united to advocate for these reforms to com-
modity programs to make them more equitable 
and geared toward family farms instead of a 
very few large and wealthy entities. 

The bottom line is, we need new farm and 
food policies, and we have it in this Kind/Flake 
fairness in Form & Food Policy Amendment. 

I urge my colleagues to support this Fair-
ness Amendment. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I recognize myself 
for 1 minute. 

This so-called reform bill, we just got 
the CBO score. First of all, it changes 
the payment limits based on the 2002 
bill. So, the effect of this bill is to have 
no limitation on payments at all, num-
ber one. 

We are writing a 10-year baseline, not 
a 5-year bill. This bill cuts conserva-
tion 371⁄2 percent below our baseline 
over 10 years. It actually takes less out 
of crop insurance by 13.5 percent com-
pared to our bill over 10 years. And this 
is what happens when people aren’t on 
the Agriculture Committee and get in-
volved in this very complex area. If 
this is a reform bill, if this is freedom 
to farm, we would have a heck of a 
mess in farm country. 

So we just got this score. We wish we 
could have got this out earlier. We got 
it about 2 hours ago, and I just want 
people to know what this bill actually 
does. It does not do what some people 
have been saying. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s 

time has expired. 
Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, may I 

inquire as to the time remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 

2 minutes remaining. 
Mr. FLAKE. I yield 30 seconds to the 

gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I 
thank the gentleman from Arizona. I 
support his amendment because it does 
bring both fairness to the American 
farmer and also to the American tax-
payer, and it does so by dispelling cer-
tain myths that are out there. 

This program started in 1933 as an 
emergency program that was supposed 
to be temporary. Well, 70, 80 years later 
and this temporary program is still 
with us. It started out as a program 
that was supposed to be for the small 
farmers, like we have in the State of 
New Jersey still, actually, and yet we 
find that three-quarters of the farmers 
are getting 10 percent of the program. 
The small farmers are just getting a 
slice of it. It is supposed to be going 

out for the small farmers and the farm-
ers who are only making a small in-
come, to help the family farm, yet we 
see that the average income of these 
farmers for the large sales are making 
$199,000. 

This amendment helps to dispel the 
myth to make sure that we get a pro-
gram that actually helps the family 
farmer and helps the American tax-
payer at the same time. I support the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ari-
zona. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY). 

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank Mr. GOOD-
LATTE for yielding. 

The subcommittee rejected this bill’s 
predecessor on a 0–18 vote. There were 
no hearings on this activity. We have 
already heard the chairman say that 
the unintended consequences just of 
the scoring of this has not been done. 

This speaks to the fallacy of coming 
to this body tonight with a policy that 
is as broad and important for America 
as farm policy and to try to fix it with 
20 minutes of debate on each side. It is 
just nonsense. This did not go through 
any hearings. We had field hearings, we 
had committee hearings, we had testi-
mony from experts, we had testimony 
from producers throughout this proc-
ess. And while that may have come to 
a result they don’t like, it at least 
came to a result that has broad sup-
port. 

This process that they are bringing 
to us tonight should be subjected to 
the same scrutiny, to the same oppor-
tunity to look at what it does and what 
it does not do that all of the farm bill 
that we are looking at tonight does. 
They have not done that, and they 
have a lot of unintended consequences, 
and I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
Kind amendment. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, may I 
ask the time remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 
1 minute remaining. 

Mr. FLAKE. Let me just pay tribute 
first to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. KIND) for the hard work in bring-
ing this amendment and being the lead 
sponsor to the floor. 

It strikes me that the committee in 
this case, as the saying goes, is traips-
ing down a flower-strewn path 
unpricked by the thorns of reason. 

We are running headlong, whether we 
like it or not, into international trade 
agreements that will not coexist with 
the status quo bill. We cannot move 
forward and maintain the access we 
have to world markets or increase ac-
cess to other world markets with this 
bill. We simply can’t. Nor can we main-
tain the fiscal burden carrying this for-
ward. 

We need a real reform bill, a reform 
bill that really looks out for family 
farms, as opposed to protecting those 
who are gobbling up family farms. That 
is what this reform bill is all about. 

Members of this body have wanted an 
opportunity to vote for a bill that 

doesn’t increase taxes, that has real re-
form. This is that chance. This is the 
amendment. This is the chance to actu-
ally do that. 

We need real reform, reform that al-
lows us to go forward, that allows the 
American farmer to actually become 
independent and independently com-
petitive globally. The status quo bill, 
the committee bill, just doesn’t do 
that. It doesn’t cut direct payments. 
As much as we have heard that to-
night, it doesn’t. High prices have done 
that. There is no cut in direct pay-
ments at all here. Only prices have 
done that. 

I urge support of this amendment. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize my good friend, the distin-
guished member from Arkansas (Mr. 
BERRY) for 1 minute. 

Mr. BERRY. I thank the gentleman 
from Minnesota. I can’t say enough 
good things about the wonderful work 
he has done as chairman of this com-
mittee. He can be forever proud of the 
way he has brought the real bill to-
gether. 

It is an interesting thing that the 
people that have risen in support of the 
Kind amendment, which I oppose, none 
of them serve on the committee. None 
of them have recognized that the com-
mittee bill passed by unanimous con-
sent out of the committee. That, in and 
of itself, is enough for us to support the 
committee bill. 

The only reason for a farm bill and to 
have farm and food policy is to ensure 
adequate production and processing ca-
pacity so that the American people 
have enough to eat and clothes on their 
back. The committee bill does this; the 
Kind amendment destroys that safety 
net that has made that possible. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the gentlelady from Kansas 
(Mrs. BOYDA), one of our new members 
of the committee, a great Member of 
the House, for 1 minute. 

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. I thank the 
chairman for all the hard work that 
has gone into this bill. 

I rise in opposition to the Kind 
amendment. I believe, actually, that 
they are doing it with the best of in-
tentions, but what will happen to inde-
pendent and small farmers in Kansas is 
not a good thing, and I will not be able 
to support it. 

But, Madam Chairman, I would also 
like to talk today about something 
that I have been speaking about in 
Kansas for now 4 years, and that is 
closing the loopholes on these corpora-
tions that move offshore just to avoid 
taxes. The people in Kansas certainly 
are not happy that this has been al-
lowed to go on for year after year. And 
I am proud to work on the farm bill, 
what I thought was a very bipartisan 
group, and I get to kill two birds with 
one stone, hopefully, and that is to 
bring home a farm policy that is going 
to be a very good thing for our country 
and for Kansas farmers, and we get to 
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finally close a loophole that should 
have been closed years and years ago. 

The bottom line is we can’t borrow 
and spend. We have to pay for the 
things that we want. It is a bipartisan 
bill, it is not a tax increase, and I ask 
my colleagues to support our farm bill. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
SPACE), one of our other new Members, 
and a great member of the committee, 
for 1 minute. 

Mr. SPACE. Madam Chairman, I rise 
today in opposition to the Kind amend-
ment, and I do so on behalf of the farm-
ers of Ohio’s 18th Congressional Dis-
trict. They are a very diverse bunch, 
but one thing they all have in common 
is that they are small, family-run oper-
ations. 

They asked for several things in this 
farm bill: conservation, energy, and a 
safety net. This bill as it has come out 
of committee provides those things 
that will allow those farmers to con-
tinue to do business. Those farmers op-
erate on extremely narrow margins, 
and without a safety net that miti-
gates their risks, they can no longer do 
business. 

Madam Chairman, the people of this 
country are already experiencing in-
creased rates for gasoline, for utilities, 
for health care. The last thing that we 
can afford in this country is to see a 
spike in the price of food. 

Madam Chairman, I rise once again 
in opposition to the Kind amendment 
and in favor of the bill as it has come 
out of the committee. 

b 2145 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
we have no further speakers on the leg-
islation. I yield back. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I’m pleased to rec-
ognize for 1 minute my good friend and 
neighbor from Minnesota, a new mem-
ber of our committee, Mr. WALZ. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. I thank the 
chairman and my good friend for the 
work he’s done, and I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia, the 
ranking member for making the expe-
rience in the Ag Committee as reward-
ing as it’s been. 

I rise in opposition to my good friend 
from Wisconsin’s piece of legislation. 
It’s well meaning, but I believe it does 
not address the needs of my district. 
The people of the First District of Min-
nesota, I think, can probably lay claim 
to one of the richest agricultural pieces 
of land in the entire world. We lead in 
production of soybeans, near the top in 
corn production, turkeys and pork. 

This is a bill that is supported. I had 
14 hearings throughout my district 
with universal acceptance of making 
sure the safety net is maintained, im-
proving our conservation programs and 
strengthening rural America. 

When I hear about record high prices, 
the people of this Chamber and the peo-
ple of America need to know the price 
of corn has dropped 25 percent in the 

last month. Farmers know it won’t al-
ways remain that way. 

When I need advice on the farm bill, 
I go to a couple of good farmers in my 
district, Kevin Papp, president of the 
Minnesota Farm Bureau, and Doug Pe-
terson, president of Minnesota’s Farm-
ers Union. I don’t need to go to the 
ideologues at the Cato Institute or 
Club for Growth to know what’s good 
for rural America. 

I oppose this amendment and support 
the chairman’s mark. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I am pleased to rec-
ognize the gentleman from North Da-
kota (Mr. POMEROY) for 1 minute. 

Mr. POMEROY. I was really sur-
prised to hear my colleague, Mr. 
FLAKE, say, in talking about his bill, 
that farmers participating in the farm 
program are something like grown 
children living in the parents’ base-
ment. What a complete affront to the 
hardworking family farmers producing 
our Nation’s food all across this coun-
try. 

It also shows a profound ignorance in 
just what’s involved in family farming, 
tremendous capital exposed every year 
you put that crop and risks you can’t 
control, price collapse, crop failure. 
And the only thing that’s going to keep 
family farmers as our backbone for 
U.S. food production is a farm program 
that helps allay these risks. 

What do we want for our future, vast 
corporate-style ag production or fam-
ily farmers producing the abundant 
food, the high quality, the low cost 
we’ve come to enjoy in our food supply 
in this country? 

I know what the people back home 
represent. They want family farms, and 
that’s why they want this farm bill. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on Kind; ‘‘yes’’ on the 
farm bill. 

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I yield 
myself the remainder of the time. 

Madam Chairman, change in this 
place is very difficult. In fact, some-
times the toughest thing to accomplish 
is changing the status quo. 

But the fundamental fact is that 
when you’ve got two-thirds of the sub-
sidy program in this farm bill going to 
just 30 congressional districts who are 
well represented on the committee, I 
think it’s unrealistic to expect that 
that committee’s going to produce a 
policy statement that embraces reform 
and new ideas. I should know. I used to 
serve on the committee. And I’m not 
being critical. That’s just a fact. They 
have their districts to represent as we 
have districts to represent as well. 

My district takes a hit under this re-
form bill. But sometimes it takes a 
group of well-intentioned individuals 
to move the cause of reform forward, 
and that’s what we’re trying to do to-
night. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chairman, I acknowl-
edge and do not disparage the work of the 
committee. Let us consider, though, how much 
better we can do—for consumers, for the 
Northeast, for New Jersey, for specialty crop 
growers, for small farmers, for nutrition pro-
grams, for our common environment. 

By shifting from obsolete programs the Kind 
amendment provides an additional $1.2 billion 
above the committee bill for fruit and vege-
table growers—tripling the Farmer Market Pro-
motion Program, making $500 million manda-
tory for Specialty Crop Research, making 
$150 million mandatory for Community Food 
Projects, and providing hundreds of millions of 
dollars for community supported agriculture, 
and the School Fresh Fruit and Vegetable 
Program. 

I want to emphasize that the Kind amend-
ment would provide $3 billion more than the 
committee bill to conservation programs. 

Support for the Kind amendment is broad 
and diverse including environmental and con-
servation groups, nutrition groups and groups 
that serve low-income Americans, specialty 
crop and organic farmers, and taxpayer 
groups. This is a sensible amendment. In-
deed, the proposal by Mr. Kind, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, is a remarkable, admirable 
legislative reform. I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Madam Chairman, 
I rise today in opposition to the Kind-Flake 
amendment, and in support of H.R. 2419, the 
Farm, Nutrition, and Bioenergy Act of 2007. 

Madam Chairman, the Kind-Flake amend-
ment is nothing more than a veiled attempt at 
pulling the rug out from underneath of this na-
tion’s hardworking family farmers and those in 
the rural South who till the land of our nation 
to provide us with a safe, healthy, and robust 
food supply—often with little or no profit for 
themselves. 

Increasingly, we are relying on our farmers 
on many fronts—namely, to clothe, feed and, 
now, fuel our nation. The Kind-Flake amend-
ment would divert us from reaching that goal 
by discouraging domestic crop production, dis-
mantling our hope for energy innovation and 
independence, and increasing the trade deficit 
with countries that threaten our economic 
competitiveness. 

Indeed, the Kind-Flake proposal would take 
away the farm safety net and put U.S. farmers 
and ranchers in unfair competition against 
heavily subsidized foreign producers, many of 
whom are protected by much higher import 
tariffs than those imposed by the United 
States. 

In recent months, we have heard horrific ac-
counts of how agricultural products are grown 
and how food is manufactured abroad, espe-
cially in China, whose rapidly growing, already 
behemoth-sized economy now imports $2.26 
billion worth of food into this country each 
year. Do we really want to reduce the incen-
tive for our domestic producers to grow their 
own, and rely more from these foreign coun-
tries with proven histories of lax food safety 
standards and tendencies to include poi-
sonous additives into their products? I surely 
hope not. 

Furthermore, in lowering the AGI limitation 
to $250,000, the Kind-Flake proposal is not 
drawn narrowly, as its supporters claim, but in-
stead casts a wide net—it would eliminate 
over 38,000 current recipients from being cov-
ered by a farm safety net. 

The Kind-Flake proposal also misrepresents 
itself by touting its revenue-based counter cy-
clical payments as revolutionary, and as a su-
perior alternative to the traditional counter-cy-
clical program. This completely ignores the 
fact that the Agricultural Committee’s markup 
includes a revenue based counter-cyclical 
payment option! 
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In the Agricultural Committee’s proposal the 

producer gets to choose whether or not the 
current payment system or a revenue-based 
system is right for their unique operation. This 
allows individual producers to decide on their 
own what is best for their operation. 

Kind-Flake also cuts direct payments and, 
quite foolishly, assumes that by cutting direct 
payments, landowners will lower the price of 
rented land. In reality, cutting Direct Payments 
would leave farmers who rent land in a terrible 
lurch. It is highly unlikely that landowners will 
feel sympathetic to a producer and compelled 
to lower land rental rates. 

Much of this debate is focused on cost— 
that agricultural subsidies are out of control, 
are disproportionate to the agricultural indus-
try’s value to United States GDP, but let’s 
focus on the facts: U.S. farm policy today 
costs less than one half of one percent of the 
total federal budget and comprises just 13 per-
cent of the total U.S. Department of Agri-
culture budget. I believe that proportionately 
small cost is well worth what is returned to the 
American people in terms of a safe, affordable 
and robust food supply, a base on which to 
become energy independent, 20 percent of 
this nation’s jobs, and $3.5 trillion in economic 
activity. 

My colleagues offering this amendment 
today are misguided about rural interests, 
about rural America, and about the overall 
cost of a bill that is expected to keep U.S. 
farm policy costs low and be good for tax-
payers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND). 

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

Mr. KIND. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. 
PETERSON OF MINNESOTA 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, pursuant to House 
Resolution 574, I offer amendments en 
bloc, including germane modifications. 
The amendments are at the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendments en bloc. 

The text of the amendments en bloc 
is as follows: 

Amendments en bloc consisting of amend-
ments No. 4 by Mr. LUCAS, No. 8 by Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, No. 9 by Mr. ARCURI of 
New York, No. 10 by Mr. WELCH of Vermont, 
No. 14 by Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, No. 17 by Mr. LATHAM, No. 22 by Mr. 
WU, No. 23 by Mr. CLAY, as modified; No. 24 
by Mr. ISRAEL, No. 26 by Ms. BORDALLO, No. 
28 by Mr. EMANUEL, No. 30 by Mr. HODES and 
No. 31 by Mr. SHULER printed in part B of 
House Report 110–261 offered by Mr. PETER-
SON of Minnesota: 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. LUCAS 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of subtitle A of title XI, insert 

the following new section: 
SEC. 11013. LIVESTOCK ASSISTANCE. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the purchase of a Non-insured Assist-

ance Program policy shall not be a require-
ment to receive any Federal livestock dis-
aster assistance. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title XI add the following 
new section: 
SEC. ll. POLLINATOR PROTECTION. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Pollinator Protection Act of 
2007’’. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) many of the crops that humans and 

livestock consume rely on pollinators for 
healthy growth; 

(2) pollination by honey and native bees 
adds more than $18,000,000,000 annually to the 
value of United States crops; 

(3) 1⁄3 of the food supply of the United 
States depends on bee pollination, which 
makes the management and protection of 
pollinators an issue of paramount impor-
tance to the security of the United States 
food supply system; 

(4) colony collapse disorder is the name 
that has been given to the latest die-off of 
honey bee colonies, exacerbating the con-
tinual decline of pollinators in North Amer-
ica; 

(5) honey bee colonies in more than 23 
states have been affected by colony collapse 
disorder; 

(6) if the current rate of decline continues, 
the United States will be forced to rely more 
heavily on imported foods, which will desta-
bilize the food security of the United States 
through adverse affects on the availability, 
price, and quality of the many fruits, vegeta-
bles, and other products that depend on ani-
mal pollination; and 

(7) enhanced funding for research on honey 
bees, native bees, parasites, pathogens, tox-
ins, and other environmental factors affect-
ing bees and pollination of cultivated and 
wild plants will result in methods of re-
sponse to colony collapse disorder and other 
factors causing the decline of pollinators in 
North America. 

(c) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Agriculture, acting through the 
Agricultural Research Service— 

(A) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2012, to be used for new personnel, 
facilities improvement, and additional re-
search at Department of Agriculture Bee Re-
search Laboratories; 

(B) $2,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
and 2009, to be used for research on honey 
and native bee physiology, insect pathology, 
insect chemical ecology, and honey and na-
tive bee toxicology at other Department of 
Agriculture facilities in New York, Florida, 
California, Utah, and Texas; and 

(C) $1,750,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2010, to be used for an area-wide re-
search program to identify causes and solu-
tions for colony collapse disorder in affected 
States. 

(2) COOPERATIVE STATE RESEARCH, EDU-
CATION, AND EXTENSION SERVICE.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, acting through the Co-
operative State Research, Education, and 
Extension Service, $10,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012 to be used to fund 
Department of Agriculture extension and re-
search grants to investigate— 

(A) honey bee biology, immunology, and 
ecology; 

(B) honey bee genomics; 
(C) honey bee bioinformatics; 
(D) native bee crop pollination and habitat 

conservation; 

(E) native bee taxonomy and ecology; 
(F) pollination biology; 
(G) sublethal effects of insecticides, herbi-

cides, and fungicides on honey bees, native 
pollinators, and other beneficial insects; 

(H) the effects of genetically-modified 
crops, including the interaction of geneti-
cally-modified crops with honey bees and 
other native pollinators; and 

(I) honey, bumble, and other native bee 
parasites and pathogens and effects on other 
native pollinators. 

(3) ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE.—There is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Secretary of Agriculture, act-
ing through the Animal and Plant Health In-
spection Service, $2,250,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012 to conduct a nation-
wide honey bee pest and pathogen surveil-
lance program. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Secretary of 
Agriculture, acting through the Agricultural 
Research Service and the Cooperative State 
Research, Education, and Extension Service, 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report on the 
status and progress of bee research projects 
that are carried out by the Secretary. 

(e) GIVING POLLINATOR HABITAT AND PRO-
TECTION A PRIORITY IN CONSERVATION PRO-
GRAMS.—Section 1244 of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3844) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(c) NATIVE AND MANAGED POLLINATORS.— 
In carrying out any conservation program 
administered by the Secretary, except the 
farmland protection program, the Secretary 
shall establish a priority and provide incen-
tives for— 

‘‘(1) increasing habitat for native and man-
aged pollinators, especially native habitat; 
and 

‘‘(2) establishing cropping systems, inte-
grated pest management regimes, and other 
practices to protect native and managed pol-
linators.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. ARCURI 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of subtitle D of title I, add the 

following new section: 
SEC. 2410. ADJUSTMENT OF CLASS I MILK PRICE 

MOVER TO REFLECT ENERGY AND 
ANIMAL FEED COST INCREASES. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary of Agriculture should use existing au-
thority when determining the Class I milk 
price mover to take into account the in-
creased cost of production, including energy 
and feed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH OF 

VERMONT 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Section 4303 is further amended by striking 

paragraph (2) and inserting the following: 
(2) in paragraph (3)(A)— 
(A) in the matter preceding clause (i) by 

striking ‘‘paragraph (1)(B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (1)’’; 

(B) in clause (iii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(C) in clause (iv) by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(v) encourage plans for implementation 

that include locally grown foods, where geo-
graphically available, in accordance with 
section 9(j).’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 
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At the end of subtitle B of title VII, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 7234. EMPHASIS OF HUMAN NUTRITION INI-

TIATIVE. 
Section 1424(b) of the National Agricul-

tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3174(b)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and,’’; 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the comma 

and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) proposals that examine the efficacy of 

current agriculture policies in promoting the 
health and welfare of economically disadvan-
taged populations,’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. LATHAM 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
In section 6008— 
(1) insert ‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-

PRIATIONS.—’’ before ‘‘Section’’; and 
(2) add at the end the following: 
(b) ADDITIONAL PRIORITY IN AWARDING 

GRANTS.—Section 306E(c) of such Act (7 
U.S.C. 1926e(c)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, 
and to an applicant that has substantial ex-
pertise and experience in promoting the safe 
and productive use of individually-owned 
household water well systems and ground 
water. The ability of an applicant to provide 
matching funds shall not be taken into ac-
count in determining any priority in award-
ing grants under this section. The payment 
by a grantee of audit fees, business insur-
ance, salary, wages, employee benefits, 
printing costs, postage costs, and legal fees 
associated with providing the assistance de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall be considered 
the provision of matching funds by the 
grantee for purposes of this section’’ before 
the period. 

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. WU 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 603, line 18, insert after ‘‘economies’’ 

the following: ‘‘or universities with fields of 
study capable of developing renewable en-
ergy technology or policy’’. 

Page 604, line 7, insert after ‘‘economy’’ 
the following: ‘‘, or at a university with 
fields of study capable of developing renew-
able energy technology or policy (including 
agriculture-related studies, chemistry, envi-
ronmental sciences, bioengineering, bio-
chemistry, natural resources, and public pol-
icy),’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MR. CLAY 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
In subtitle B of title X, insert after section 

10103 the following new section 10103A (and 
amend the tables of content accordingly): 
SEC. 10103A ADDITIONAL SECTION 32 FUNDS TO 

PROVIDE GRANTS FOR THE PUR-
CHASE AND OPERATION OF URBAN 
GARDENS GROWING ORGANIC 
FRUITS AND VEGETABLES FOR THE 
LOCAL POPULATION. 

(a) GRANTS.—The Secretary of Agriculture 
may make grants to eligible entities to as-
sist in purchasing and operating organic gar-
dens or greenhouses in urban areas for grow-
ing fruits and vegetables. In making such 
grants, the Secretary will ensure such fruits 
and vegetables are sold to local grocery 
stores. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Grants provided to any 
eligible entity under this section may not 
exceed $25,000 for any given year. 

(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 
(1) INDIVIDUALS.—An individual shall be el-

igible to receive a grant under subsection (a) 
if the individual is a resident of the neigh-
borhood in which the urban garden or green-
house is located, or will be located. 

(2) COOPERATIVES.—A cooperative shall be 
eligible to receive a grant under subsection 
(a) if every individual member or owner of 
the cooperative is a resident of the neighbor-
hood in which the urban garden or green-
house is located, or will be located. 

(d) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The 
Secretary shall develop criteria for the selec-
tion of eligible entities to receive grants 
under this section. 

(e) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall award 
such grants using, of the funds made avail-
able under section 32 of the Act of August 24, 
1935 (7 U.S.C. 612c), $20,000,000 in fiscal year 
2008 and each fiscal year thereafter. 

AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MR. ISRAEL 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of title XI add the following 

new sections: 
SEC. ll. PROHIBITION ON USE OF LIVE ANI-

MALS FOR MARKETING MEDICAL DE-
VICES; FINES UNDER THE ANIMAL 
WELFARE ACT. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON USE OF ANIMALS FOR 
MARKETING OF MEDICAL DEVICES.—The Ani-
mal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 17 the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘PROHIBITION ON USE OF LIVE ANIMALS FOR 
MARKETING MEDICAL DEVICES 

‘‘SEC. 18. (a) IN GENERAL.—No person may 
use a live animal to— 

‘‘(1) demonstrate a medical device or prod-
uct to a sales representative for the purpose 
of marketing such medical device or product; 

‘‘(2) train a sales representative to use a 
medical device or product; 

‘‘(3) demonstrate a medical device or prod-
uct in a workshop or training session for the 
purpose of marketing a medical device or 
product; or 

‘‘(4) create a multimedia recording (includ-
ing a video recording) for the purpose of mar-
keting a medical device or product. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to the training of medical personnel 
for a purpose other than marketing a med-
ical device or product. 

‘‘(c) DEVICE DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘device’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 201(h) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321(h)).’’. 

(b) FINES FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE ANIMAL 
WELFARE ACT.—Section 19(b) of the Animal 
Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2149(b)) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence by striking ‘‘not 
more than $2,500 for each such violation’’ and 
inserting ‘‘not more than $10,000 for each 
such violation’’; and 

(2) by striking the second sentence and in-
serting the following: ‘‘Each violation, each 
day during which a violation continues, and, 
in the case of a violation with respect to ani-
mals, each animal that is the subject of such 
a violation shall be a separate offense.’’. 

(c) REPORTS ON ACTIVITIES UNDER THE ANI-
MAL WELFARE ACT.—The Animal Welfare Act 
(7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) is further amended by 
striking section 25 and inserting the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘ANNUAL REPORT 
‘‘SEC. 25. Not later than March 1 of each 

year, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report containing— 

‘‘(1) an identification of all research facili-
ties, exhibitors, and other persons and estab-
lishments licensed by the Secretary under 
section 3 and section 12; 

‘‘(2) an identification of all research facili-
ties, intermediate handlers, carriers, and ex-
hibitors registered under section 6; 

‘‘(3) the nature and place of all investiga-
tions and inspections conducted by the Sec-
retary under section 16, and all reports re-
ceived by the Secretary under section 13; 

‘‘(4) recommendations for legislation to 
improve the administration of this Act or 
any provisions of this Act; and 

‘‘(5) recommendations and conclusions con-
cerning the aircraft environment as it re-
lates to the carriage of live animals in air 
transportation.’’. 
SEC. ll. PROTECTION OF PETS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Pet Safety and Protection Act 
of 2007’’. 

(b) RESEARCH FACILITIES.—Section 7 of the 
Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2137) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 7. SOURCES OF DOGS AND CATS FOR RE-

SEARCH FACILITIES. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF PERSON.—In this sec-

tion, the term ‘person’ means any individual, 
partnership, firm, joint stock company, cor-
poration, association, trust, estate, pound, 
shelter, or other legal entity. 

‘‘(b) USE OF DOGS AND CATS.—No research 
facility or Federal research facility may use 
a dog or cat for research or educational pur-
poses if the dog or cat was obtained from a 
person other than a person described in sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(c) SELLING, DONATING, OR OFFERING DOGS 
AND CATS.—No person, other than a person 
described in subsection (d), may sell, donate, 
or offer a dog or cat to any research facility 
or Federal research facility. 

‘‘(d) PERMISSIBLE SOURCES.—A person from 
whom a research facility or a Federal re-
search facility may obtain a dog or cat for 
research or educational purposes under sub-
section (b), and a person who may sell, do-
nate, or offer a dog or cat to a research facil-
ity or a Federal research facility under sub-
section (c), shall be— 

‘‘(1) a dealer licensed under section 3 that 
has bred and raised the dog or cat; 

‘‘(2) a publicly owned and operated pound 
or shelter that— 

‘‘(A) is registered with the Secretary; 
‘‘(B) is in compliance with section 28(a)(1) 

and with the requirements for dealers in sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 28; and 

‘‘(C) obtained the dog or cat from its legal 
owner, other than a pound or shelter; 

‘‘(3) a person that is donating the dog or 
cat and that— 

‘‘(A) bred and raised the dog or cat; or 
‘‘(B) owned the dog or cat for not less than 

1 year immediately preceding the donation; 
‘‘(4) a research facility licensed by the Sec-

retary; and 
‘‘(5) a Federal research facility licensed by 

the Secretary. 
‘‘(e) PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person that violates 

this section shall be fined $1,000 for each vio-
lation. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL PENALTY.—A penalty 
under this subsection shall be in addition to 
any other applicable penalty. 

‘‘(f) NO REQUIRED SALE OR DONATION.— 
Nothing in this section requires a pound or 
shelter to sell, donate, or offer a dog or cat 
to a research facility or Federal research fa-
cility.’’. 

(c) FEDERAL RESEARCH FACILITIES.—Sec-
tion 8 of the Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 
2138) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Sec. 8. No department’’ 
and inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 8. FEDERAL RESEARCH FACILITIES. 

‘‘Except as provided in section 7, no de-
partment’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘research or experimen-
tation or’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘such purposes’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘that purpose’’. 

(d) CERTIFICATION.—Section 28(b)(1) of the 
Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2158(b)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘individual or entity’’ 
and inserting ‘‘research facility or Federal 
research facility’’. 
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(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by subsections (b), (c), and (d) take ef-
fect on the date that is 90 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 
AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MS. BORDALLO 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
After section 7233, insert the following new 

section (and conform the table of contents 
accordingly): 
SEC. 7234. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRICULTURE 

AND FOOD SCIENCES FACILITIES AT 
INSULAR AREA LAND-GRANT INSTI-
TUTIONS. 

The National Agricultural Research, Ex-
tension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3101 et seq.) is amended by inserting 
after section 1447A the following: 
‘‘SEC. 1447B. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRI-

CULTURE AND FOOD SCIENCES FA-
CILITIES AND EQUIPMENT AT INSU-
LAR AREA LAND-GRANT INSTITU-
TIONS. 

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—It is declared to be the in-
tent of Congress to assist the land grant in-
stitutions in the insular areas in efforts to 
acquire, alter, or repair facilities or relevant 
equipment necessary for conducting agricul-
tural research. 

‘‘(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
the purposes of carrying out the provisions 
of this section $8,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012. 

‘‘(c) METHOD OF AWARDING GRANTS.— 
Grants awarded pursuant to this section 
shall be made in such amounts and under 
such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
shall determine necessary for carrying out 
the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
promulgate such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary may consider necessary to carry 
out the provisions of this section.’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. EMANUEL 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of subtitle E of title I, add the 

following new section: 
SEC. 1512. PREVENTION OF DECEASED PERSONS 

RECEIVING PAYMENTS UNDER FARM 
COMMODITY PROGRAMS. 

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF ERRONEOUS PAY-
MENTS MADE TO DECEASED PERSONS.—The 
Secretary of Agriculture shall— 

(1) undertake a study to identify any es-
tate of a deceased person that continued to 
receive payments under this title for more 
than two crop years after the death of the 
person; and 

(2) submit a report containing the results 
of the study to Congress. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
issue regulations that specify deadlines by 
which a legal entity must notify the Sec-
retary of any change in ownership of such 
entity, including the death of a person with 
a direct or indirect ownership interest in the 
entity, that may affect the entity’s eligi-
bility to receive payments or other benefits 
under this title. The Secretary may deny the 
issuance of such payments or benefits to an 
entity that fails to comply with such regula-
tions. 

(c) RECOUPMENT.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that the estate of a deceased person 
failed to timely notify the Farm Service 
Agency of the death, the Secretary shall re-
coup the erroneous payments made on behalf 
of the deceased person. The Secretary shall 
withhold payments that would otherwise be 
made under this title to farming operations 
in which the deceased person was actively 
engaged in farming before death until the 
funds have been recouped. 

(d) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall, 
twice a year, reconcile individual tax identi-

fication numbers with the Internal Revenue 
Service for recipients of payments under this 
title to determine recipients’ living status. 

AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. HODES 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of title IX add the following 

new section: 
SEC. ll. COMMUNITY WOOD ENERGY PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.— Congress finds that— 
(1) the United States’ over-reliance on fos-

sil fuel energy has placed undue strain on 
the nation by compromising our economy 
and national security; 

(2) the United States’ over-reliance on fos-
sil fuel energy has also created new strains 
on our natural systems, including carbon 
emissions that contribute to climate change; 

(3) transportation of energy, such as heat-
ing oil, adds to carbon emissions associated 
with meeting our community energy needs 
and therefore further feeds climate change; 

(4) it is in the national interest to conserve 
energy and support adoption of new local, 
sustainable, efficient, and carbon neutral en-
ergy sources, such as wood energy, for com-
munity energy needs; 

(5) communities can save as much as 50 
percent over natural gas, 80 percent over pro-
pane, 80 percent over electric heat, and 50 
percent over oil heat by switching to wood 
energy for heating schools and other public 
buildings; 

(6) in fast growing communities of all sizes 
across the United States, municipal and 
country-owned forest land is playing an es-
sential role in meeting many public needs 
and could also be used to help support sus-
tainable forestry and local wood energy ap-
plications; and 

(7) the rapidly expanding base of private 
forest land owners nationwide includes many 
individuals with no experience in forest 
stewardship who could be given technical as-
sistance to provide locally sourced wood sup-
ply through sustainable forest management 
for local wood energy applications. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to provide grants for community wood en-
ergy systems that are intended to— 

(1) meet community energy needs with re-
duced carbon intensity versus fossil fuel sys-
tems; 

(2) promote energy conservation and devel-
opment of new renewable energy sources; 

(3) aid local budgets by reducing municipal 
and county energy costs; 

(4) increase utilization of low value wood 
supplies and waste, thereby strengthening 
the forest products economy for the benefit 
of forest workers and private forest land 
owners; and 

(5) increase awareness of energy conserva-
tion and consumption and the multiple-use 
values of forests among community mem-
bers, especially young people. 

(c) GRANT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Ag-
riculture, acting through the Forest Service, 
shall establish a program to be known as the 
Community Wood Energy Program to pro-
vide grants to State and local governments 
to acquire community wood energy systems 
for public buildings and to implement a com-
munity wood energy plan. 

(d) USE IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—A State or 
local government receiving a grant under 
subsection (c) shall use a community wood 
energy system acquired in whole or in part 
with the use of grant funds for primary use 
in a public facility owned by such State or 
local government. 

(e) LIMITATION.—A community wood en-
ergy system acquired with grant funds pro-
vided under subsection (c) shall not exceed 
an output of— 

(1) 50,000,000 BTU per hour for heating; and 
(2) 2 megawatts for electric power produc-

tion. 

(f) COMMUNITY WOOD ENERGY PLAN.—With-
in 18 months of receiving assistance under 
this section, communities shall utilize the 
technical assistance of the State forester to 
create a community wood energy plan iden-
tifying how local forests can be accessed in a 
sustainable manner to help meet the wood 
supply needs of systems purchased under this 
section. 

(g) MATCHING FUNDS.—A State or local gov-
ernment receiving a grant under subsection 
(c) shall contribute an amount of non-Fed-
eral funds towards the acquisition of commu-
nity wood energy systems that is at least 
equal to the amount of grant funds received 
by such State or local government. 

(h) COMMUNITY WOOD ENERGY SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—The term ‘‘community wood energy 
system’’ includes single facility central 
heating, district heating, combined heat and 
energy systems, and other related biomass 
energy systems that service schools, town 
halls, libraries, and other public buildings. 

(i) APPROPRIATION.— There are authorized 
to be appropriated such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section. 

AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR. SHULER 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
In section 404 of the Agricultural Credit 

Act of 1978, as added by section 8102, insert 
after subsection (c) the following new sub-
section (and redesignate subsequent sub-
sections): 

‘‘(d) INSECT AND DISEASE THREATS.—Not-
withstanding subsection (c)(1), non-indus-
trial private forest lands are eligible under 
this section if the Secretary determines that 
the lands are under an imminent threat of 
loss or damage by insect or disease and im-
mediate action would help to avoid the loss 
or damage. 

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED 
BY MR. CLAY 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Modification to part B amendment No. 23 

printed in House Report 110–261 offered by 
Mr. CLAY: 

The amendment is modified to read 
as follows: 

In subtitle B of title X, insert after section 
10103 the following new section 10103A (and 
amend the tables of content accordingly): 
SEC. 10103A. ADDITIONAL SECTION 32 FUNDS TO 

PROVIDE GRANTS FOR THE PUR-
CHASE AND OPERATION OF URBAN 
GARDENS GROWING ORGANIC 
FRUITS AND VEGETABLES FOR THE 
LOCAL POPULATION. 

(a) GRANTS.—The Secretary of Agriculture 
may make grants to eligible entities to as-
sist in purchasing and operating organic gar-
dens or greenhouses in urban areas for grow-
ing fruits and vegetables. In making such 
grants, the Secretary will ensure such fruits 
and vegetables are sold to local grocery 
stores. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Grants provided to any 
eligible entity under this section may not 
exceed $25,000 for any given year. 

(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 
(1) INDIVIDUALS.—An individual shall be el-

igible to receive a grant under subsection (a) 
if the individual is a resident of the neigh-
borhood in which the urban garden or green-
house is located, or will be located. 

(2) COOPERATIVES.—A cooperative shall be 
eligible to receive a grant under subsection 
(a) if every individual member or owner of 
the cooperative is a resident of the neighbor-
hood in which the urban garden or green-
house is located, or will be located. 

(d) SELECTION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The 
Secretary shall develop criteria for the selec-
tion of eligible entities to receive grants 
under this section. 
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(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2008 and for each fiscal year thereafter. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota (during 
the reading). Madam Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the modification be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 

Resolution 574, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) 
each will control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, this amendment in-
cludes a number of amendments that 
have been worked out with the minor-
ity, and they are amendments that we 
were not able to get into the manager’s 
amendment, so I would yield to the 
ranking member for his take on these 
amendments. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. If the gentleman 
would repeat his request. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I was 
explaining that these en bloc amend-
ments have been agreed to between 
yourself and myself and the members 
of the committee and we recommend 
their adoption. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. That is correct. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. We 

have a colloquy that I would like to do 
during this time if it’s okay with the 
ranking member. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. We will reserve 
the balance of the time that has been 
yielded to us and we certainly have no 
objection to you yielding to others. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Virginia seek to claim the time in 
opposition? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I’m not seeking 
time in opposition. I support the 
amendment. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I yield 
to the gentlelady from California. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chairman, I rise 
this evening to enter into a colloquy 
with the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. PETERSON), our distinguished 
chair of the Agriculture Committee. 

And first, let me just thank the gen-
tleman for his hard work on the farm 
bill reauthorization and his dedication 
to moving our Nation forward in the 
area of agriculture, nutrition, con-
servation and energy. 

I want to applaud his efforts to ac-
commodate the various caucuses and 
coalitions across the country and in 
Congress, including the Congressional 
Black Caucus, the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus, the California delega-
tion and the Hunger Caucus. 

Madam Chairman, I come to the floor 
today to raise the important issue of 
concern to me and members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus regarding the 
lifetime ban of eligibility of food 
stamps for formerly incarcerated per-
sons who were convicted of drug of-
fenses. 

It makes no sense to single out this 
group. Most recent figures show that 
nearly 213,000 State inmates were re-
leased in 2005 after serving a sentence 
for a drug crime, and most recent Fed-
eral data shows that 24,400 Federal in-
mates were released in 2002. After they 
serve their time, they reenter society 
looking to improve themselves and 
their lives. The task of finding a job for 
formerly incarcerated individuals is 
often difficult and a daunting task. 
This effort is even more difficult if 
they want to go back to school, be it 
for their GED or college degree. In 
these instances, they are unable to ac-
cess many of the resources available to 
others, including food stamps. 

The inequity to this group couldn’t 
be clearer. Drug offenses account for 
more than 50 percent of the crimes 
committed by Federal prisoners and 
more than 20 percent of State pris-
oners, most of whom are nonviolent of-
fenders. With factors such as poverty 
and lack of access to educational re-
sources, coupled with the lack of suffi-
cient legal resources, this issue dis-
proportionately affects the African 
American community. 

In 1996, the Congress, in an over-
zealous attempt to appear tough on 
crime, included in the Welfare Reform 
bill a provision that excluded formerly 
incarcerated persons from receiving 
food stamp benefits for life. This is a 
lifetime ban if they have ever been con-
victed of a drug crime. 

So Madam Chair, that is why I of-
fered an amendment to the rule to H.R. 
2419 to strike this ban. Although the 
amendment was not made in order, I 
strongly believe that this is an unfair 
and unjust policy which must be ad-
dressed. 

In the words of Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr., he said ‘‘An injustice any-
where is a threat to justice every-
where.’’ 

Madam Chairman, this policy has 
created a slippery slope, one that can 
be used to cherry-pick certain seg-
ments of the population who can eat, 
basically, while others must scrape and 
scramble for the basics. 

Once someone has served their debt 
to society, they should be able to have 
access to the minimum amount of food 
vital to their survival while they get 
their lives together. 

So I hope that I can work together 
with the distinguished Chair of the Ag 
Committee to ensure that this grave 
inequity is corrected. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I want 
to assure the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia I agree with her on the point and 
appreciate her intention in raising this 
issue. And I want to assure the gentle-
woman that, as the bill moves forward, 
we will be mindful of this issue and 
work with her and her staff to accom-
modate this provision. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chairman, let me 
take this opportunity to thank the 
gentleman for his attention to this 
issue, and I look forward to working 
with him to ensure that it is addressed. 

And I want to congratulate him on put-
ting together the coalition for this bill. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I want to 
thank the gentleman for yielding and 
also want to thank the chairman of the 
Agriculture Committee for his response 
displaying sensitivity and recognition 
of a tremendous injustice, as well as a 
great need that exists in our society. 

Many of those individuals who have 
been convicted of drug offenses should 
have been in hospitals and health clin-
ics, should have been receiving treat-
ment, as opposed to incarceration and 
conviction. 

So, Madam Chairman, I too commend 
you for your sensitivity, willingness to 
work on this issue, and commend the 
gentlewoman from California for bring-
ing it to the floor. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I recognize the 
gentlelady from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR). 

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Chairman, I 
rise to engage the fine gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) in a col-
loquy on unfair practices in the poul-
try and meat packing industries, and 
want to commend him for this incred-
ibly visionary piece of legislation. It is 
a real credit to him, to his dogged work 
and expertise over so many years in 
this Congress as well as in the private 
sector. 

The current contracted system of 
meat and poultry production often ma-
neuvers farmers who do the actual 
work of raising and feeding billions of 
animals into subservient positions in 
today’s marketplace and legal system. 
Poultry has become one of the most 
vertically integrated industries in our 
country, with four firms controlling 
nearly 60 percent of the broilers raised 
and sold. 

Poultry, despite the worrisome rise 
of camphylobacter and salmonella 
through safety recalls, remains outside 
the normal oversight by USDA, even 
though GIPSA has oversight over beef 
and pork. 

b 2200 
The Department of Agriculture has 

no real power to stop unfair practices 
in this industry. It surely has no medi-
ation authority. Poultry contracts 
often are presented to farmers as take- 
it-or-leave-it contracts. In many cases 
farmers do not even see the actual con-
tract until after they have gone to the 
bank. Farmers are not encouraged to 
negotiate contract terms that protect 
their interests, such as hedging against 
animal deaths and environmental 
cleanup costs, assuring accurate 
weights and measures and fair feed and 
input pricing, or gaining a fair share of 
the value of the nitrogen-rich manure 
produced by the animals themselves. 

As the gentleman from Minnesota 
moves forward on the farm bill con-
ference, I would urge him to give the 
USDA the full authority to protect 
against unfair practices in the poultry 
industry and to protect farmers’ legal 
rights. 
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Please give farmers legal standing in 

court. Provide them with transparency 
in pricing, as well as technical assist-
ance with fair contracts. Assure 
weights and measures. Help them 
hedge against animal deaths and envi-
ronmental cleanups. Provide for legal 
and safe working conditions for chick-
en catchers who are their primary 
workforce. Bring honor to this indus-
try with contracting fairness to farm-
ers and their workers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for an additional 2 minutes on 
this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man’s request provide for each side to 
have an additional 2 minutes? 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

Madam Chairman, I want to thank Ms. 
KAPTUR for bringing up this issue. 

As chairman of the Agriculture Com-
mittee and representative of the larg-
est turkey-producing industry in the 
United States, I share your concern 
and interest in making sure that we 
are not putting poultry farmers at a 
disadvantage. We have worked hard on 
the committee to have an open process, 
and earlier this year the Subcommittee 
on Livestock held a hearing on issues 
similar to this one. 

Now as we continue to move forward 
in the farm bill process, we will keep 
this issue in mind and look forward to 
working with the gentlewoman to ad-
dress her concerns in the conference 
committee. 

Madam Chairman, I would like to 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois, who has one of the amend-
ments included in the en bloc amend-
ment. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Madam Chairman, I 
would like to thank my colleague from 
Minnesota for yielding. 

The other day there was a story in 
the newspaper about dead farmers who 
were still collecting benefits up to 
about $1 billion. This amendment 
would cut down on that type of fraud 
and bring real accountability to the 
system. 

I am from Chicago. In Chicago we 
kind of appreciate the ability of dead 
people to do spectacular things, but 
this would even bring an alderman to 
blush. A billion dollars to dead farmers 
still getting government benefits. I 
think a Chicago alderman would be 
jealous of this type of benefit. 

So after that report, a number of us 
put in an amendment to bring the type 
of accountability to the Department of 
Agriculture for the type of benefits 
that are applied and should only be ap-
plied to farmers who are farming, obvi-
ously, their farm and working, but not 
to dead farmers and to people who 
should not be receiving what they esti-
mate is close to $1 billion. 

So I want to thank the chairman for 
allowing me to offer this to track down 
the fraudulent payments that have 
gone on in the Department of Agri-
culture and eliminate the type of 
waste, fraud, and abuse that exist. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Madam Chair-
man, I rise today to support this amendment 
offered by my colleague and friend from Okla-
homa. This amendment is critical to deliver on 
the promise that we made to American live-
stock producers this past May. After more 
than a year of effort—and despite several veto 
threats from the President—we were success-
ful in passing much-needed disaster assist-
ance through this Chamber and enacted into 
law. 

Then, several months after the bill’s pas-
sage, the Secretary of Agriculture decided that 
a certain phrase in the bill effectively denies 
aid to all livestock producers that did not par-
ticipate in the Non-Insured Crop Disaster As-
sistance Program or the crop insurance pilot 
program for rangeland. I assure my colleagues 
that this was not the intention of Congress 
and, regardless of the accuracy of USDA’s 
legal interpretation, we need to fix it. 

I have worked with Agriculture Committee 
leadership to find a solution to this problem 
and I am pleased this amendment was made 
in order. I also have shared this problem with 
the leadership of the Appropriations Com-
mittee to ensure that this year’s Agriculture 
Appropriations bill contains language to ad-
dress this as well, and I am pleased to report 
that it does. Using this dual-track approach, I 
am confident that we can solve this problem in 
time to prevent any delays in delivering this 
much-needed assistance to American pro-
ducers. 

This amendment will enable us to deliver on 
the promise we have made to deserving and 
distressed ranchers across this country, and I 
urge my colleagues to support it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Chairman, I thank you for consider-
ation of my amendment to H.R. 2419, the 
Farm, Nutrition, and Bioenergy Act of 2007. 

My amendment focuses on Title VII, which 
is the Research Title of the legislation. 

Specifically, the amendment adds a section 
to the end of ‘‘Subtitle B,’’ which contains pro-
visions pertaining to the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977. 

The 1977 Act contains Section 1424, au-
thorizing the ‘‘Human Nutrition Intervention 
and Health Promotion Research Program.’’ 

This is the nutrition research arm of the De-
partment of Agriculture. The program author-
izes the Agriculture Secretary to award re-
search grants for human nutrition intervention 
and health promotion. 

The 1977 Act describes the ‘‘Emphasis of 
the Initiative.’’ It goes on to say that research 
projects should emphasize: 

Coordinated, longitudinal research assess-
ments of nutritional status; and 

‘‘The implementation of unified, innovative 
intervention strategies to identify and solve 
problems of nutritional inadequacy and con-
tribute to the maintenance of health, well- 
being, performance, and productivity of individ-
uals, thereby reducing the need of the individ-
uals to use the health care system and social 
programs of the United States.’’ 

Madam Chairman, my amendment would 
add one additional point regarding the empha-
sis of the nutrition research initiative. 

Emphasis should also be placed on re-
search proposals that examine the efficacy of 
current agriculture policies in promoting the 
health and welfare of economically disadvan-
taged populations. 

The working poor suffer disproportionately 
from obesity and its related disorders: diabe-
tes, cardiovascular disease, joint problems, 
and others. 

Nutrition research should include matters re-
lating to public health. My amendment speci-
fies that the scope of human nutrition research 
include grant proposals that study the effec-
tiveness of current agriculture policies in pro-
moting the health of individuals living in pov-
erty. 

These groups stand to benefit the most from 
nutrition research. 

Taxpayer dollars should be invested wisely, 
Madam Chairman. An investment in analyzing 
how well the Federal Government’s agriculture 
policies enable Americans to live healthy lives 
and make good nutrition choices is money 
well spent. 

This amendment directs a sharper focus on 
nutrition research to help the economically dis-
advantaged. 

I thank the Chairman for his acceptance of 
my amendment and urge my colleagues to 
support it also. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
Madam Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments en bloc offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. PETER-
SON). 

The amendments en bloc were agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. FRANK OF 
MASSACHUSETTS 

The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to 
consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part B of House Report 110–261. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts: 

Strike sections 5031, 5032, 5033, 5035, and 
5036. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 574, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman I yield myself 2 min-
utes. 

This bill as presented significantly 
expands the ability of the Farm Credit 
System to operate in nonfarm contexts 
in two ways; first of all, in terms of the 
membership that would be required to 
be farm credit providers, and, secondly, 
in terms of the transactions in which 
they engage. And I think that would be 
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an error. And I believe that it is a mis-
take to allow an expansion into the 
banking system by entities that aren’t 
banks. We have a particular exemption 
in the Farm Credit System for agricul-
tural lending, and it was meant to be 
lending by and to agricultural com-
modities. This bill goes beyond it. 

Now, I want to say, and I have had 
conversations with the chairman of the 
Agriculture Committee, Members have 
said that especially with the interest 
in alternative energy, there have been 
problems in getting loans from banks. I 
must say that, and I talked to my col-
league the ranking Republican, no one 
has brought this to our attention. Had 
this been brought to our attention on 
the Financial Services Committee, we 
would have responded. And I want to 
say now, and I talked to the chairman 
of the Agriculture Committee, I am 
prepared to have, I think we should 
have in the fall, joint hearings of our 
two committees, the Committee on Ag-
riculture and the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, to listen to people’s con-
cerns here. And if it is documented 
that there have been problems with the 
availability of loans for the purpose of 
alternative energy for agriculture, 
then, yes, I would agree that some-
thing is appropriate. My problem is 
that this bill as it now stands goes be-
yond that in several ways. It weakens 
the restrictions in terms of stock own-
ership as to who gets involved. 

Now, another issue that has been 
raised was allowing an increase in the 
town size, from 2,500 to 6,000. My reac-
tion to that was favorable, but we were 
never able, as we were willing, to nego-
tiate out some limitations and some 
expansions. 

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

Mr. HOLDEN. Madam Chairman, I 
rise to claim the time in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLDEN. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 21⁄2 minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GOOD-
LATTE), and I ask unanimous consent 
that he be allowed to control that 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLDEN. Madam Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts’ amendment. 

What we tried to do in the sub-
committee, Mr. LUCAS and I, was try to 
see that access to credit was readily 
available in rural America, particu-
larly in the agriculture sector. We 
tried to find a way to form a com-
promise between a Farm Credit System 
and the banking industry. We held 
hearings and brought them together, 
and we found out we had managed to 
anger both sides; so maybe we had a 
pretty good compromise. 

The Farm Credit System in the HO-
RIZONS project wanted to expand 

rural housing from 2,500 to 50,000. They 
wanted to expand on agriculture lend-
ing to agriculture-related businesses, a 
great diversion from where they are 
limited right now. And we thought that 
was too far, but we wanted to make 
sure there was access to credit in rural 
America, and we think we came up 
with a pretty good compromise. 

In increasing the rural housing from 
2,500 to 6,000, we are, all of us, not only 
in this committee, but this Congress, 
anxious to try to find ways to use re-
newable energy sources, and we believe 
that in this industry there is going to 
be a lack of credit. As the chairman of 
the full committee has said during this 
debate, he has noticed that in his home 
State of Minnesota. So we thought ex-
tending the credit to energy-related ag-
riculture lending through the Farm 
Credit System was reasonable and re-
sponsible and something that was a 
good compromise. 

So, Madam Chairman, we feel in the 
committee that we have come up with 
a pretty good compromise, something 
that is going to reflect the conditions 
in rural America, and something that 
we believe that is in the best interest 
of rural America and the agriculture 
community. 

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Just to reiterate the point made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
Farm Credit System is a very impor-
tant thing for rural America. It pro-
vides credit to America’s farmers and 
ranchers and is a necessary and serious 
challenge to get that credit sometimes. 
There have been times when business 
has been bad in rural America, and the 
Farm Credit System has been there to 
stand up in good times and bad. 

I appreciate the concerns raised by 
my friends in the banking community. 
We want to make sure that there is fair 
treatment, given that these are two 
different types of systems that operate, 
and we have listened to them very 
carefully. We have held hearings. And 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says, we worked very hard to come up 
with something we thought was fair. 

We did basically three things: One re-
lated to housing, one related to lending 
in the energy area, and one dealing 
with cooperatives. All of these things 
are simply looking to modernize the 
Farm Credit System to deal with the 
fact that rural America and farming 
have changed substantially from the 
last time there was any major address 
of this issue back in the 1970s. 

The rural population limit for home 
mortgages, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania pointed out, is 2,500 pop-
ulation. It has not been updated since 
1971, and since then, over 700 commu-
nities have grown to the point where 
they are not considered rural under the 
farm credit definition, where you could 
get a farm credit loan in the past and 
now, because of the increased popu-

lation, you can’t. So people who have 
been doing business with farm credit 
sometimes for generations are no 
longer able to do that. The law does 
not change the limitation on mod-
erately priced homes, owner-occupied, 
single-family homes. 

We are simply trying to extend this 
to recognize that the population of the 
country is growing, and, therefore, 
there ought to be recognition of that. 
They asked for a very substantial in-
crease, and we thought that was well 
beyond what was contemplated by 
being able to lend in rural areas. 

Secondly, with regard to energy, 
there is no doubt that when times are 
good, there are financial resources 
available, credit from a wide array of 
sources. But as the ethanol boom start-
ed in this country, there was not 
money available from some sources; so 
farm credit stepped up to the plate. 

In order for them to step up to the 
plate when the risk is higher, they 
need to be able to have a viable system 
throughout, and I urge my colleagues 
to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama, the sen-
ior Republican on the Financial Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. BACHUS. Madam Chairman, the 
Farm Credit System does fulfill a valu-
able service to the farmers of America, 
and we have no argument with that. 
But we all need to recognize that the 
Farm Credit System is a government- 
sponsored entity. It has the benefits 
and privileges of a government-spon-
sored entity, and the taxpayers under-
write its operation. 

Now, traditionally they have made 
what we call farm loans, agricultural 
loans. There is much concern in the 
private lending market, independent 
bankers, small-town bankers, credit 
unions and thrifts that this role has 
been expanding. In fact, over half the 
loans made by the Farm Credit System 
are to farmers or corporations valued 
at over $1 million. 

b 2215 

Where they were making agricultural 
loans, agricultural mortgages, now 
they’re lending money to Cargill, ADM, 
Jack-in-the-Box, and retail businesses. 

This amendment is simply our way of 
saying that when you begin to compete 
with small-town bankers, with thrifts, 
with credit unions, it is a contact 
sport. And we need to take a step back 
and look at it. But at this time, we 
don’t believe that any expansion, in 
fact, I’d like to submit for the RECORD 
a letter by Michael Reyna, who is the 
immediate past chairman and CEO of 
the Farm Credit Administration, in 
which he says that the pressure was al-
ways there to make off-farm loans, and 
he submits this letter in support of our 
amendment. 
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STATEMENT ON THE FRANK/BACHUS 

AMENDEMENT (#10) SUBMITTED BY FORMER 
FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION (FCA) 
CHAIRMAN AND CEO MICHAEL M. REYNA 
(2000–2004) 
Man’s best friend, protector, and hunting 

partner, the dog, holds a special place in the 
heart of rural America. The Farm Credit 
System (System) plays a very special role in 
rural America, too. Congress established the 
System, the Nation’s oldest government 
sponsored enterprise (GSE), to achieve a 
very special public policy goal: a dependable 
source of credit for agriculture and rural 
America. 

(21) Typically, GSEs are established, struc-
tured, and intended to improve the efficiency 
and effectiveness of the economic market-
place; a mechanism to free up capital for new 
loans. And, as their name implies, GSEs are 
chartered by the government and are given 
tax breaks and authority to issue govern-
ment backed debt obligations, among other 
special advantages, to achieve their public 
policy goal. 

Unlike other GSEs, the System—with its 
special government breaks and authorities— 
directly competes as a retail lender against 
its private sector counterparts, namely 
banks and other financial institutions. Com-
petition is a contact sport, but fair is fair 
and it’s not hard to understand why many 
private sector lenders bristle when it comes 
to directly competing against a public sector 
lender with special tax breaks and a cheaper 
source of funds. 

Striking a delicate balance, Congress 
wrote, and has amended, the Farm Credit 
Act with an eye towards focusing the public 
benefits of this GSE by limiting the types of 
loans that the System can make as well as 
where and to whom these loans can be made. 
Unsatisfied with the wisdom of Congress, the 
System has applied relentless pressure in re-
cent years on its regulator, the Farm Credit 
Administration (FCA), to grant ever broader 
lending authority and even to issue ‘‘no ac-
tion letters’’ essentially giving System lend-
ers a ‘‘free pass’’ to disobey the law. As the 
immediate past Chairman of the FCA (2000 to 
2004), I have directly experienced the Sys-
tem’s pressure to get the FCA to give the 
System what it wants. 

‘‘Private sector lenders are well aware of 
these efforts, and the System’s lending 
abuses are well-documented. And, notwith-
standing the public relations campaign rel-
ative to its young, beginning, and small 
farmer lending efforts, the bulk of the Sys-
tem’s public benefit goes to commercial agri-
culture—those farmers with retail sales in 
excess of one million dollars annually. This 
fact alone suggests a thorough review of 
whether the System is achieving its public 
policy purpose is in order, particularly given 
that agricultural concentration has in-
creased as the number of commercially via-
ble farms in America continues to decline. 

Rather than submitting a ‘‘secret’’ wish 
list of regulatory changes it wants the FCA 
to make behind closed doors through ‘‘nota-
tional votes,’’ the System is now seemingly 
seeking to broaden its lending authority di-
rectly from Congress, through the Farm Bill 
(H.R. 2419). Seemingly, because when it 
comes to legislation, the devil is in the de-
tails. A review of the proposed language 
raises legitimate concerns about exactly 
what authorities are being broadened and by 
how much. Without greater specificity, the 
ambiguity will leave much to the System’s 
regulator to sort out. Would the three-mem-
ber FCA Board be a lapdog or a watchdog on 
these issues? Given its close ties to the Sys-
tem, is there really any doubt how the deci-
sions would turn out? 

The System’s proposed changes to the 
Farm Credit Act are an outgrowth of its HO-

RIZONS Project, a multi-year effort de-
signed to justify an expansion of the Sys-
tem’s off-farm lending powers. And, therein 
lies its primary flaw—the System’s efforts 
are more about the System’s growth and 
profitability rather than the credit needs of 
agriculture and rural America. When it 
comes to commercial agriculture, competi-
tion among lenders is healthy and credit is 
available and affordable. Consequently, there 
is no public policy rationale to broaden the 
System’s lending authority in this area, let 
alone expand its lending authority beyond 
agriculture either. In other words, ‘‘That dog 
don’t hunt.’’ 

Private-sector lenders now provide ample 
home-mortgage credit in towns with popu-
lation between 2,500 and 6,000, often by sell-
ing those mortgages to the System’s fellow 
GSEs, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. Not 
only is there not a mortgage credit shortage 
in this population range, but authorizing the 
System to lend in communities larger than 
2,500 will distract it from financing mod-
erately-priced rural housing where it is most 
needed. 

Rather than responding to the System’s re-
lentless desire to finance corporate agri-
culture, Congress should undertake a com-
prehensive examination of the System’s fu-
ture role in financing agriculture and rural 
America. Only after such a detailed review 
should the Congress consider any expansion 
of the System’s off-farm lending authority. 
Therefore, the House of Representatives 
should drop the HORIZONS provisions now 
in the Farm Bill by voting for the Frank/ 
Bachus amendment #10. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, may I inquire as to 
how much time is remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania each have 1 minute. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Chairman, I yield myself my 
remaining minute. 

I know my friends have said they 
sought a compromise. The only prob-
lem is they had a unique motion here, 
it was the unilateral compromise, they 
compromised with themselves. And 
they did a pretty good job of compro-
mising with themselves, but I think we 
need to compromise with each other. 

There are two committees here that 
have concerns: one about the integrity 
of the banking system and not having 
non-banks get into the banking sys-
tem. This House is aware of that be-
cause we dealt with a similar issue 
with regard to industrial loan corpora-
tions. 

What we are saying here, the gen-
tleman from Alabama and I, is we were 
not previously told about a problem of 
a lack of availability of credit from the 
banking system for alternative energy. 
If that exists, it needs to be remedied. 
And as I’ve said, I’ve spoken to the 
chairman of the full committee; I’ve 
spoken to my ranking member on our 
committee. We’re prepared to have 
joint hearings and be available for peo-
ple to document to us what the nature 
of the problem is, and then respond, 
whether it’s an increase in size, or 
what. But I do think the history shows 
that we should be very careful about 
who gets into the banking industry and 
who doesn’t. The banking system 
ought to be preserved very carefully. 

Mr. HOLDEN. Madam Chairman, I 
thank my friend for his comments. And 
I just want to assure him that we can 
count votes as well. 

Madam Chairman, I yield the balance 
of my time to our friend from Georgia 
(Mr. SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Madam Chair-
man, I serve on both Agriculture and 
Financial Services, so I can look at 
this with a very jaundiced eye. And I 
think what we have to do is make a de-
cision in this move based upon what 
the lay of the land is. First, we’re talk-
ing about renewable energy and eth-
anol. Where is that going to take 
place? It’s going to take place in the 
rural communities where the products, 
where the crops are that will make re-
newable energy. 

This proposal is tied very tight, and 
I think that farm credit deserves to 
have an opportunity to compete in this 
new burgeoning industry. The busi-
nesses that are made eligible are ones 
that process or handle farm products 
that are directly used in renewable en-
ergy. This is very tight. I do not be-
lieve that the farm credit needs to be 
denied this opportunity. I do not think 
it blurs jurisdictional lines. We should 
not close the door on an industry, an 
opportunity for farm credit to provide 
a service that is not directly competi-
tive with our bankers. 

Mr. GILLMOR. Madam Chairman, I rise 
today in strong support of the Frank-Bachus 
amendment to H.R. 2419. This vast expansion 
of the Farm Credit System is unnecessary and 
unwise. American businesses today enjoy the 
best financial services marketplace in the 
world. There are opportunities for credit at 
every turn. The current Farm Credit System 
was set up in a different era to offer all the 
products and services of a financial institution 
to farmers and farm-related small businesses. 

A government sponsored enterprise for over 
90 years, the Farm Credit System remains the 
only GSE with direct lending authority. In 
towns of 2,500 people or less, this system is 
able to compete directly with other lenders, 
but with major advantages given to them by 
their government-sponsored status. The histor-
ical justification for this special GSE status has 
been to focus the system on farmers and 
companies that provide farm related services. 
The expansion which the Farm Bill currently 
seeks would dramatically alter the mission of 
the Farm Credit System and detract from its 
mission of helping farmers. There is no need 
for the expansion of this government entity 
and there is no vacuum to be filled. 

Regardless of whether or not you disagree 
with the policy of the expansion of the Farm 
Credit System, you can disagree with the 
process used here to legislate. In a July letter 
to the Speaker, the Chairman and Ranking 
Member of the Financial Services Committee 
asked for a sequential referral, yet were de-
nied. While the Committee on Agriculture 
clearly has jurisdiction over the Farm Credit 
System, the Committee on Financial Services 
has jurisdiction over all extensions of credit 
and a referral was justified. 

In a recent letter written by the former regu-
lator of the Farm Credit System, Michael 
Reyna, we see an objective analysis of this 
expansion. As Mr. Reyna mentions, the Farm 
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Credit System is seeking an expansion of their 
powers to move beyond their historical focus. 
‘‘Therein lies its primary flaw—the System’s 
efforts are more about the System’s growth 
and profitability rather than the credit needs of 
agriculture and rural America. When it comes 
to commercial agriculture, competition among 
lenders is healthy and credit is available and 
affordable.’’ 

Let’s not fix what isn’t broken. Let’s keep 
our government-sponsored lending operations 
tied to their original purpose and let’s support 
the Frank-Bachus amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now 
resume on the amendment printed in 
part B of the House Report 110–261, on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. KIND 

The CHAIRMAN. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 117, noes 309, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 747] 

AYES—117 

Allen 
Andrews 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capuano 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cooper 
Crowley 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Dent 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Harman 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hodes 
Holt 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Keller 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lee 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
McCarthy (NY) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Olver 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Paul 
Payne 
Petri 
Price (GA) 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Sherman 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Tancredo 
Tauscher 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 

Welch (VT) 
Wolf 

Wu 
Wynn 

Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—309 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Christensen 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Edwards 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 

Fallin 
Farr 
Feeney 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 

McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pastor 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sarbanes 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 

Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—11 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Clarke 
Cleaver 

Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Fortuño 
Hastert 

Hunter 
Kennedy 
LaHood 
Young (AK) 

b 2241 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland and Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. WYNN 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

Madam Chairman, I move that the 
Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
BOYDA of Kansas) having assumed the 
chair, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2419) to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural pro-
grams through fiscal year 2012, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon. 

f 

DARFUR: THE GENOCIDE 
CONTINUES 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 3 
years ago the House declared the situa-
tion in Darfur a genocide. Since then 
thousands of people have been killed 
and 2.5 million displaced. And the situ-
ation on the ground grows worse. At-
tacks against humanitarian workers 
and African Union peacekeepers are in-
creasing. 

I was in eastern Chad in April. Over 
a quarter of a million Darfur refugees 
live in camps along the Chad-Sudan 
border. I talked with many of these 
men, women, and children. I heard 
about family members slaughtered; vil-
lages burned; children who perished 
from heat, exhaustion, and hunger in 
the desperate walk to find safe refuge. 
I was there when the violence of Darfur 
spilled over into Chad. Janjaweed mili-
tias attacked two Chad villages, over-
night 8,000 people displaced. I watched 
the U.N. and NGOs provide emergency 
food, water, shelter, and medical care 
in the middle of nowhere under a blis-
tering sun. 

I say to my colleagues, enough is 
enough. I say to my colleagues, never 
again. The time to end the killing in 
Darfur is now. 
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[From the UN News Service, July 25, 2007] 

VIOLENCE IMPEDES RELIEF EFFORT IN 
DARFUR, UN FOOD AGENCY WARNS 

Condemning a sharp escalation in attacks 
on humanitarian staff and relief convoys in 
Sudan’s Darfur region, the United Nations 
World Food Programme (WFP) warned today 
that violence is hampering its ability to de-
liver assistance to millions of hungry people 
there. 

‘‘In the last two weeks, nine food convoys 
have been attacked by gunmen across 
Darfur,’’ said Kenro Oshidari, WFP Sudan 
Representative. ‘‘WFP staff and contractors 
are being stopped at gunpoint, dragged out of 
their vehicles and robbed with alarming fre-
quency.’’ 

Mr. Oshidari called on all parties to the 
conflict in Darfur to guarantee the safety of 
humanitarian workers so that the UN food 
agency and other aid organizations can con-
tinue helping Sudanese who rely on outside 
assistance for survival. 

‘‘These abhorrent attacks, which target 
the very people who are trying to help the 
most vulnerable in Darfur, must be brought 
under control,’’ he added. 

So far this year, 18 WFP food convoys have 
been attacked by gunmen and four of WFP’s 
light vehicles carjacked. Six WFP vehicles, 
including trucks and light vehicles, have 
been stolen and 10 staff, including contrac-
tors, have been either detained or abducted. 

The Darfur operation is the agency’s big-
gest, employing some 790 staff who feed more 
than two million people every month. WFP, 
which also contracts commercial truck com-
panies to haul food into the region, plans to 
distribute up to 450,000 metric tons of food in 
Darfur this year at a cost of about half a bil-
lion dollars. 

A lack of security has prevented WFP from 
reaching 170,000 people in June in what the 
agency termed in a news release a ‘‘sizeable 
increase from the lowest point last March 
when 60,000 could not be reached.’’ 

As a result of convoy attacks in recent 
weeks, the road between Nyala, the capital 
of South Darfur state, and the town of Kass, 
has been declared a ‘‘no-go’’ area for UN 
staff, while in North Darfur, food dispatches 
to the town of Kabkabiya have been affected. 

UN security personnel say attacks on vehi-
cles are now the number one security con-
cern for the aid community in Darfur, ac-
cording to WFP, which cited a ‘‘recent and 
deeply troubling trend is that staff are being 
abducted when their vehicles are stolen, giv-
ing robbers time to get away before the 
alarm is raised.’’ 

To date, all WFP staff have been released, 
although some were injured and hospitalized. 

[From the UN News Service, July 23, 2007] 
SUDAN: UN REPORTS NEW DISPLACEMENT IN 

WEST DARFUR 
The United Nations Mission in Sudan 

(UNMIS) today reported new population dis-
placements in West Darfur, where it says an 
estimated 12,000 households were on the 
move. 

The newly displaced people said that they 
were fleeing prevailing insecurity in their 
areas and in anticipation of a rumored at-
tack by Government forces, UN spokesperson 
Marie Okabe told reporters in New York. 

The Mission also reported that over the 
weekend, a non-governmental organization 
(NGO) vehicle was carjacked in South 
Darfur, the latest attack on humanitarian 
workers in the country’s strife-torn region. 

Last week, an unknown armed man shot at 
a vehicle in South Darfur hired by an inter-
national NGO, while in West Darfur, two 
men stopped an international NGO convoy 
comprising two vehicles carrying five staff 
members and robbed them of personal effects 
and communication equipment. 

In addition, harassment of internally dis-
placed persons (IDPs) was reported during a 
UN assessment visit to an IDP camp near 
Nyala, the provincial capital of South 
Darfur. 

Last month, the Sudanese Government an-
nounced its acceptance of a proposal for a 
hybrid UN-African Union peacekeeping oper-
ation to be deployed in Darfur, where more 
than 200,000 people have been killed and at 
least 2 million others displaced since clashes 
erupted in 2003 between Government forces, 
allied Janjaweed militias and rebel groups. 

f 

b 2245 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

ARMY PFC ZACHARY ENDSLEY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, ‘‘On 
fame’s eternal camping ground, their 
silent tents are spread, and glory 
guards with solemn round, the bivouac 
of the dead.’’ 

These words are etched in Arlington 
National Cemetery, not far from this 
Capitol, the eternal resting place for 
those soldiers who gave all they had in 
pursuit of American freedom. The rows 
and rows of pristine white headstones 
silently speak of what it means to be 
an American warrior: bravery, courage, 
honor, duty. These are the individuals 
who knew it was their calling to be a 
part of the greatest military force in 
the United States history, and they did 
not run from that calling. They accept-
ed it willingly and helped headed off 
into the dawn of battle. 

Army Private First Class Zachary 
Endsley was an individual who under-
stood that being a military soldier was 
his calling. A native of Spring, Texas, 
PFC Endsley was a young man with a 
quiet personality and loved to play 
practical jokes on family and friends. 

An appreciater of the arts, Endsley 
enjoyed drawing and playing his gui-
tar. It was his drawing ability that 
stood out. In high school, he entered 
and won a poster contest with his de-
sign. 

PFC Endsley had been hearing the 
calling to become an American warrior 
for many years in his young life. He 
joined the Civil Air Patrol, a volunteer 
organization with the United States 
Air Force when he was just a teenager. 
He was also involved in the Air Force 
Junior Reserve Officer Training Corps 
at Oak Ridge High School. 

After graduating from high school in 
2004, just 3 years ago, he attended local 
community college but realized that 
college wasn’t really for him. But he 
was enthralled with the military, and 
after putting off the calling to be a sol-

dier for long enough, he knew it was 
time to pursue a career in the United 
States Army. 

His family was proud of his decision 
to serve in the Army, and he enlisted 
in the Army in 2005. Endsley excelled 
in his military placement test for the 
Army and had the distinct honor of 
being able to choose the job he wanted 
to hold. He chose the infantry. 

Infantrymen are on the front line, he 
said. They are the first through the 
door and the first into danger. They 
are courageously fierce and command-
ingly fearless patriots. It is no wonder 
PFC Endsley wanted to be a part of 
this band of brothers. 

PFC Endsley understood the Nation 
was at war, yet he chose to charge 
headlong into battle. There are not 
many of us who would be willing to 
volunteer to leap into the lion’s den of 
Iraq or Afghanistan where the cow-
ardly enemy hides in caves. It says 
something special about the quality of 
this American fighting man that he 
would boldly face those who would kill 
in the name of religion. 

This is a recent photograph of PFC 
Endsley. He was assigned to B Com-
pany, 1st Battalion, 4th Infantry Regi-
ment in Hohnefels, Germany. From 
Germany, this soldier was dispatched 
to Afghanistan. He never really told 
his family where he was going because 
he didn’t want them to worry about 
him. 

But on Monday, 4 days ago, July 23, 
2007, PFC Zachary Endsley’s unit came 
under fire by Taliban insurgents in Af-
ghanistan. In the midst of this battle, 
his vehicle was assaulted with rocket- 
propelled grenade fire. PFC Endsley 
was killed in action. He was 21 years of 
age. He was supposed to come back to 
Texas in just 3 weeks. 

Madam Speaker, PFC Zachary 
Endsley was a true soldier. According 
to a family friend, he joined the Army 
to provide others with the freedoms 
that we as Americans have. What a 
noble thought. 

As an infantryman in Afghanistan 
fighting the forces of the Taliban, 
Endsley defended that freedom. He de-
fended it for his mother, Melinda; his 
stepfather, David; his father, Terry; his 
brother, Aaron; his stepsisters, Katie 
and Kimberly; and all of their families. 

He went to Afghanistan and defended 
freedom in a land he had never seen for 
a people he did not know. This son of 
Texas and American patriot will return 
home to his birthplace and receive a 
victor’s homecoming. Those who he 
protected will line the streets, as the 
small towns in southeast Texas always 
do when their fallen come home. And 
they will bid a silent and proud fare-
well to a soldier they might not have 
had the privilege to know, but they 
will always be grateful to. 

Amazing people these young volun-
teers of the United States Army. 

So, Madam Speaker, tonight the bu-
gles of taps are silent in the cemetery 
of the fallen. ‘‘In simple obedience to 
duty, they suffered all, sacrificed all, 
and dared all.’’ 
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PFC Zachary Endsley, your tour of 

duty has been honorably concluded. 
And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

REVISIONS TO ALLOCATION FOR 
HOUSE COMMITTEES 

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

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under sec-
tions 211 and 307(b) of S. Con. Res. 21, the 

Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fis-
cal Year 2008, I hereby submit for printing in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a revision to the 
budget allocations and aggregates for certain 
House committees for fiscal years 2007, 2008, 
and the period of 2008 through 2012. This re-
vision represents an adjustment to certain 
House committee budget allocations and ag-
gregates for the purposes of sections 302 and 
311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
as amended, and in response to the bill H.R. 

2419 (Farm, Nutrition, and Bioenergy Act of 
2007). Corresponding tables are attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, this 
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates applies while the measure (H.R. 
2419) is under consideration. The adjustments 
will take effect upon enactment of the meas-
ure (H.R. 2419). For purposes of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended, a re-
vised allocation made under section 211 of S. 
Con. Res. 21 is to be considered as an alloca-
tion included in the resolution. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 
[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

House Committee: 
Current allocation: 

Agriculture ......................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Financial Services ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Natural Resources ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Change for Farm, Nutrition and Bioenergy Act of 2007 (H.R. 2419): 
Agriculture ......................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 1,900 1,089 11,841 6,259 
Financial Services ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 ¥11 ¥11 ¥153 ¥153 
Natural Resources ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 ¥295 ¥295 ¥2,235 ¥2,235 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 1,594 783 9,453 3,871 
Revised allocation: 

Agriculture ......................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 1,900 1,089 11,841 6,259 
Financial Services ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 ¥11 ¥11 ¥153 ¥153 
Natural Resources ............................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 ¥295 ¥295 ¥2,235 ¥2,235 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Year 
2007 

Fiscal Year 
2008 1 

Fiscal Years 
2008–2012 

Current Aggregates: 2 
Budget Authority 2,255,570 2,350,357 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 2,268,649 2,353,992 n.a. 
Revenues ............. 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

Change for Farm, Nutri-
tion and Bioenergy 
Act of 2007 (H.R. 
2419): 

Budget Authority 0 1,594 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 0 783 n.a. 
Revenues ............. 0 433 3,871 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority 2,255,570 2,351,951 n.a. 
Outlays ................ 2,268,649 2,354,775 n.a. 
Revenues ............. 1,900,340 2,016,274 11,141,542 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending cov-
ered by section 207(d)(1)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), 
resolution assumptions are not included in the current aggregates. 

2 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget 
resolution. 

f 

ESTABLISHING A QUADRENNIAL 
NATIONAL SECURITY REVIEW 

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Speaker, I 
am pleased to introduce legislation 
this evening requiring the establish-
ment of a Quadrennial National Secu-
rity Review. I am joined in this effort 
by my friend and colleague on the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. THORNBERRY) who has been an ad-
vocate for enhanced interagency co-
operation and improved strategic plan-
ning on national security issues. His 
input and support on this bill have 
been invaluable. 

This measure has the support of 
Armed Services Committee Chairman 
SKELTON, Foreign Affairs Committee 
Chairman LANTOS, and Homeland Secu-
rity Committee Chairman THOMPSON, 
as well as numerous other Members 

with strong national security creden-
tials. 

Currently, the United States estab-
lishes its national security goals in the 
National Security Strategy, required 
by law to be submitted annually to 
Congress. However, only two versions 
have been published in the last 6 years 
and those documents provide little in-
sight into how we can harness all as-
sets of national power to achieve our 
national security goals. 

Many experts in the field of national 
security, including members of the 9/11 
Commission, have emphasized the im-
portance of using all of our Nation’s 
capabilities and levers of influence to 
advance our national security goals. 

Dr. Joe Nye, the former dean of the 
Kennedy School of Government and 
former Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for International Security Affairs, has 
written extensively about the need to 
supplement our military might with 
‘‘soft power,’’ efforts to win the world’s 
hearts and minds with our values and 
culture. 

Successfully exercising this type of 
power requires that we pursue many 
fronts, including international diplo-
macy, democracy building, cultural ex-
changes, economic development, edu-
cational initiatives, and communica-
tion about our values and ideals. 

Even though our Nation has many as-
sets and capabilities to advance our na-
tional security goals, we have done a 
poor job of integrating them all. From 
my experience on the House Intel-
ligence Committee, as well as the 
Homeland Security and Armed Serv-
ices Committees, I am deeply con-
cerned about the tendency of agencies 
with national security responsibilities 
to focus exclusively on their own pro-
grams’ initiatives, while losing sight of 
the larger strategic goals, an unfortu-
nate phenomenon that leads to 
stovepiping when information and in-

telligence are not shared among De-
partments and agencies. 

Madam Speaker, we must ensure that 
all components of our Federal Govern-
ment are working together toward the 
same purpose and that they are able to 
coordinate their efforts to the greatest 
extent possible. 

In its ‘‘Beyond Goldwater-Nichols’’ 
study, the Center for Strategic and 
International Studies recommended 
the establishment of a Quadrennial Na-
tional Security Review to create an 
interagency process that would iden-
tify national security goals, assess ex-
isting needs and capabilities, establish 
priorities for funding, and recommend 
specific policy and budget proposals. 

From that recommendation, I have 
worked with other experts, Members of 
Congress, and committee staff to draft 
the legislation that we are introducing 
today. This bill would create a Quad-
rennial National Security Review, a 
process to coordinate all assets of na-
tional power and identify and achieve 
our national security objectives. 

Under the measure, every 4 years the 
President would conduct a review of 
the national security goals of the 
United States in consultation with all 
relevant national security related De-
partments and agencies, as well as Con-
gress. The process would include a 
thorough investigation of America’s 
national security interests and objec-
tives, the strategy for implementing 
security goals, risk assessments, iden-
tification of all assets of national 
power needed to meet security goals, 
an explanation of how agencies would 
coordinate their efforts, and an assess-
ment of what additional resources are 
needed. The effort would culminate in 
a comprehensive national security 
strategy document, policy rec-
ommendations, and a unified security 
budget proposal that reflects national 
security priorities. 
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Finally, after publication of the 

QNSR, an outside panel of the national 
security experts would conduct inde-
pendent review and perform their own 
analysis, reporting their findings to 
Congress and the administration with-
in 2 years. 

I am hopeful that the establishment 
of a QNSR and an independent review 
process will lead to greater coordina-
tion and cooperation and facilitate 
strategic budget and resource decision- 
making. 

In closing, I would like to thank the 
many Members, staff and national se-
curity experts who have provided feed-
back and guidance in the crafting of 
this bill. It is not an easy task to move 
our entire national security decision- 
making structure forward from the sta-
tus quo, but I know many people in 
this body recognize the importance of 
doing so, and I am optimistic that we 
are moving in the right direction. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in this 
vital effort. 

f 

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

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

b 2300 

FBI HELPED FRAME FOUR IN 1965 
MURDER 

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Speaker, I wish the whole world were 
listening to what we are talking about 
tonight. In 1965, there with a murder 
committed in Boston, Massachusetts, 
and a man named Deegan was shot 
down. A man named Joe ‘‘The Animal’’ 
Barboza, the first man in the witness 
protection program, who was protected 
by the FBI in Boston, testified that a 
man named Joe Salvati, a man named 
Peter Limone, and two other people 
were involved in the murder, and they 
were not. 

J. Edgar Hoover and the FBI in the 
Boston office knew these men were in-
nocent, but because they were pro-
tecting a Mob informant of the Winter 
Hill Gang headed by Whitey Bulger, 
they put these guys in jail for life. 
They were going to give them the 
death penalty, but that was commuted 
to life in prison. 

Joe Salvati was the fellow that I 
worked with when I was chairman of 
the Government Reform Committee. 
We had hearings on this that lasted for 
about a year. We had some of the FBI 
witnesses testify before the committee. 
One man, named Rico, who was an hon-
ored FBI agent, lied about Joe Salvati, 
and Joe Salvati went to jail for 29 
years, 29 years for a crime he didn’t 
commit. 

Two of the men who were convicted 
and went to jail died in prison, and Mr. 
Limone just got out in 2001. There is no 
question these men were innocent. We 
subpoenaed documents from the Jus-
tice Department and had to fight the 
administration to get them because 
they were claiming executive privilege. 
We finally got the documents, and we 
found that all of the way up to the 
head of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover, they 
knew these men were innocent, but 
they put them in jail to protect Mob 
informants, Joe ‘‘The Animal’’ 
Barboza, the first man in the witness 
protection program, and James, ‘‘The 
Rifleman’’ Flemmi, a friend of his, who 
was also a killer. 

Joe ‘‘The Animal’’ Barboza was shot 
down in San Francisco years later be-
cause he was still involved in Mob hits. 
He killed over 28 people that we know 
of. 

But anyhow to make a long story 
short, the long fight for justice was fi-
nally concluded today in Boston in a 
Federal court. 

Judge Nancy Gertner issued a finding 
for Salvati and the other three men 
who were innocent of the crime but 
convicted and spent all that time in 
jail, two of whom died in jail, and she 
issued an order giving them $101.7 mil-
lion because of this horrible crime that 
was committed against them by our 
justice system. 

We have an awful lot of fine people in 
the FBI, the CIA and our other intel-
ligence agencies, but unfortunately, we 
have had some bad apples in the sys-
tem. 

One of the gentlemen who was the 
head of the FBI up there is spending 2 
to 10 years in jail for another crime. 
He’s facing possibly another murder 
sentence when he gets out of jail be-
cause of something else he was in-
volved in. 

Mr. Rico was indicted for a murder 
that involved a man who was shot to 
death in Oklahoma at one of the golf 
courses there when he took his golf 
clubs out of the trunk. Mr. Rico had 
fingered him to the mob, and the mob 
went down there and killed him be-
cause this guy was the owner of an 
international company, and he found 
out that the mob was siphoning money 
off of him. So Mr. Rico who testified 
before our committee fingered this 
guy, and this guy was shot to death in 
Oklahoma City when he took his golf 
clubs out of his trunk. Mr. Rico, before 
he went to trial, died of a heart attack, 
but he had been indicted for the mur-
der of this man who had been killed in 
Oklahoma City. 

The long arm of justice reached out 
to these FBI agents, Mr. Connolly and 
Mr. Rico, who violated their trust, and 
also, it should reach out to J. Edgar 
Hoover. J. Edgar Hoover, whom I ad-
mired all of my life and I watched him 
on television and watched all the acco-
lades that he was given, he knew these 
men were innocent, but to protect a 
mob informant, Joe ‘‘The Animal’’ 
Barboza, he put these guys in jail, and 
they left them there. 

Joe Salvati’s wife grew older without 
him. His children grew old without 
him. His wife went every week to see 
him for 29 years in prison. She didn’t 
have a driver’s license so she had to 
have people drive her out there. So Joe 
Salvati and his whole family suffered 
because of this. 

I talked to Joe tonight. He’s elated. 
His wife’s elated, but they can’t get 
back the 29 years that they suffered 
when he was in jail for a crime he 
didn’t commit or Mr. Limone didn’t 
commit. 

So I’d like to say tonight that I want 
to congratulate Judge Nancy Gertner. 
I’ve never met her, but what she said in 
that court today really bears to be re-
peated. She said that the FBI case 
against Salvati and what they said in 
this court today was absurd. She said 
that the Justice Department said that 
these gentlemen were acceptable col-
lateral damage. 

Madam Speaker, I will put the rest in 
the RECORD because I want everybody 
to know about this, and I just want to 
make sure that everybody knows that 
these gentlemen were innocent, and 
this should never ever happen in a 
court of justice again ever. 

f 

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

(Mr. SARBANES 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 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.) 

f 

WE NEED TO FIX THE 
INTELLIGENCE GAP 

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

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, in 
the last few days we’ve received a Na-
tional Intelligence Estimate, a con-
sensus opinion of the intelligence com-
munity that indicates a number of dis-
turbing things. But as we take a look 
at the information that came out of 
the National Intelligence Estimate, 
perhaps the most important thing that 
it says is that we are a Nation at 
heightened risk. 

In some ways, al Qaeda has strength-
ened itself. We’re concerned about the 
situation in Pakistan, where it appears 
that in parts of Pakistan al Qaeda may 
now enjoy a safe haven, a safe haven 
where it can plan, where it can train 
and prepare to attack the homeland 
again. We know that that is the true 
intent of al Qaeda. 

In communications that they have 
recently released, they’ve outlined 
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their objectives clearly. Number one, 
they want to defeat the coalition in 
Iraq. The second step is that they want 
to destabilize the moderate Muslim re-
gimes in the Middle East. The third 
step is they want to eliminate the 
State of Israel. The fourth step is they 
want to establish the caliphate, north-
ern Africa, southern Europe and Middle 
East reaching down into Asia. And 
then they want to establish Sharia law 
in these areas. 

In another part of this recent com-
munication, they indicated that they 
believe the world is made up of two pri-
mary areas: a core, Western Europe 
and the United States and outlying re-
gion, outlying areas; and the Middle 
East, northern Africa, the parts that 
make up the caliphate. And what they 
clearly say is that in today’s world, be-
cause we have been on the offense, the 
violence has been in the outlying areas, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, northern Africa 
and Iraq. And what they say is they 
want to move this violence from the 
outlying regions to the core. What does 
that mean? They want to move the vio-
lence to Europe and to our homeland. 

Today, as we face this critical test, 
today we received a letter from Mike 
McConnell who is the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, building on testi-
mony that the intelligence community 
provided us in September in 2006, build-
ing on information that they gave to 
us in April, building on a public state-
ment that Mr. McConnell made on May 
21 in an op-ed piece in the Washington 
Post. What does it all say? 

Our Nation faces an intelligence gap. 
Think of it. As we face greater risk and 
a higher security threat than we’ve 
faced perhaps in a long time, we have 
an intelligence gap, a situation in 
which our intelligence community 
every day is missing a significant por-
tion of what we should be getting in 
order to protect the American people. 
Not only should we be getting it, but 
we could be getting it, but we have this 
intelligence gap because we have a 
1970s law called the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act that Members 
on the other side of the aisle refuse, 
refuse to update and to modify. 

The letter goes on, If we are to stay 
a step ahead of the terrorists and pro-
tect the American people, I firmly be-
lieve that we need to be able to use our 
capabilities to collect, now listen to 
this, to collect foreign intelligence 
about foreign targets overseas, without 
requirements imposed by an out-of-the- 
State, out-of-date FISA statute. 

Today, for instance, the statute re-
quires that in a number of important 
situations that we obtain court orders. 
We need to obtain court orders to most 
effectively obtain foreign terrorist 
communications, and remember, this is 
about foreign intelligence, about for-
eign terrorists, who are overseas, and 
we need to get court orders to inter-
cept those communications. 

The letter goes on, Simply put, in a 
significant number of cases we are in 
the unfortunate position of having to 

obtain court orders to effectively col-
lect foreign intelligence about foreign 
targets located overseas. 

Then some say, well, let’s just take 
some of our resources and apply it; we 
can expedite. Number one, it doesn’t 
solve the problem to prepare these 
court orders by just putting more peo-
ple, but to get the right kind of infor-
mation, to prepare these court orders 
and get them done in the right way, it 
would take important analysts and put 
them in the position of preparing court 
orders for foreign terrorists and get 
court orders. 

We need to fix this intelligence gap, 
and we need to do it before we go on re-
cess next week. 

f 

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

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

f 

THE FARM BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, it’s a pleasure to be able to 
address my colleagues, and thank you 
for your leadership as well. 

Madam Speaker, I wanted to speak 
this evening on the legislation that is 
before this House that takes a com-
pletely new turn in farming and the ag-
ricultural agenda for this Nation, and 
there are certain elements that I would 
like to highlight. 

When you think of an agricultural 
bill, you think immediately of farms 
and ranches, particularly of large size, 
almost a large conglomerate of a series 
of farms that provide the food engine 
for America. But this bill draws my at-
tention and support because of the 
number of other elements and turns 
and new directions that this legislation 
takes. 

It’s important to note that this bill 
has a new definition, one of nutrition. 
This bill reauthorizes nutrition pro-
grams, accounting for two-thirds of the 
bill’s funding to help low-income fami-
lies in need, including the food stamp 
program that keeps many Americans 
from going hungry. The bill increases 
the minimum benefit under the food 
stamp program for the first time in 30 
years. 

Just this past week, Madam Speaker, 
we announced the increase in the min-
imum wage, the first time in 10 years. 
One of the greatest tragedies here in 
this most powerful Nation and power-
fully economic Nation is the number of 
people in America that go to bed hun-
gry. The greatest disaster of that is 
that a huge percentage happen to be 
children. 

This bill eliminates the current gap 
on child care costs to help the working 

poor meet rising costs. In addition, it 
nearly doubles the fund for emergency 
food assistance programs and expands 
the fresh fruit and vegetable snack pro-
gram to all 50 States. 

This bill focuses on an expanded view 
of nutrition and, in fact, increases the 
spending for nutrition by billions of 
dollars and expands the feeding of chil-
dren by millions of dollars, but yet, it 
focuses on the family farmer and pro-
vides them with a resource base in 
order for those family farmers to sur-
vive. 

I also applaud the fact that strug-
gling, socially disadvantaged, and Afri-
can American families who have 
farmed over the years and were abused 
under the United States Department of 
Agriculture and suffered, in fact, in a 
lineage of discrimination now will have 
a remedy, now will have recourse to a 
number of sections in this legislation 
that addresses the inequity of the 
treatment of black farmers, a number 
of extensions and protections that will 
make them whole after years of dev-
astating, if you will, treatment by the 
United States Department of Agri-
culture. 

I want to acknowledge the Agri-
culture Committee, the bipartisan 
work that they did, the chairman and 
the ranking member, Chairman PETER-
SON and Ranking Member GOODLATTE, 
on recognizing the work of the mem-
bers of the Congressional Black Caucus 
that worked so very hard and the mem-
bers of the committee that included 
DAVID SCOTT and included the task 
force, BENNY THOMPSON and G.K. 
BUTTERFIELD and a number of others 
that continued to work on this issue. 

I had an amendment that I hoped to 
continue to address and that was to ad-
dress the question environmentally of 
increasing the conservation fund for 
African American socially disadvan-
taged farmers. We still need to move in 
a direction of increasing the ability to, 
if you will, draw out of a dry arid land 
farming land or ranching land a surviv-
able farm or ranch. I will continue to 
work on that issue. Even though that 
amendment was not made in order, I 
believe it’s an issue that is crucial to 
continue the support and build a fam-
ily farming system here in America 
that is still valuable and worth saving. 

I do have an amendment that focuses 
on school lunches and school break-
fasts, an issue in my district. Large 
corporations are now serving the Na-
tion’s schools for children who some-
times get no other meal other than 
school breakfast and school lunch. 
We’re going to stand on the floor of the 
House and debate the question that it 
is the sense of this Congress to ensure 
that these lunches are nutritional, that 
they don’t increase juvenile obesity, 
for we see a number of our children 
being overweight because of the food or 
lack of food that they have. 

One other point as I close is simply 
to say the importance of alternative 
fuel is also counted in this legislation. 

Overall, this legislation takes a new 
direction for America, an agricultural 
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agenda, and I look forward to debating 
my amendment tomorrow. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR 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 New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed 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 Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

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

f 

b 2315 

ENERGY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON) is recog-
nized for 23 minutes, half the time 
until midnight, as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, it’s a delight to come 
to the House tonight and talk about an 
issue that I believe is vital to Amer-
ica’s economic future, vital to the 
strength of our families, of our commu-
nities: energy. 

I want to congratulate the leadership 
of the House. Next week is going to be 
energy week. We are going to be having 
bills coming from the Resources Com-
mittee, the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. I think, tonight, tomorrow, we 
will be dealing with some energy issues 
in the farm bill, because I personally 
believe available, affordable energy is 
the number one challenge facing Amer-
ica. 

Now, from what I have seen in the 
committee structure, and I am hoping 
when we get to the floor we will have 
amendments, and we will have more 
discussion, but there are some con-
cerns. I know that the bills coming to 
the floor remove incentives to produce 
domestic energy. That’s energy pro-
duced in America or offshore. I know 
there is increases in taxes on domestic 
energy production. That’s extra taxes 
on those who will produce, process en-
ergy here in America. But I see no in-
centives to produce the basic fossil 
fuels, oil, gas, nuclear, coal, or some 
that I think are potentially helpful, 
coal to liquids and coal to gas. 

I have a chart on my left here that 
shows us the current use of energy, 23 
percent clean, green natural gas; 23 

percent coal, mostly for power genera-
tion. Down here, we have 40 percent pe-
troleum, and a large portion of that is 
our transportation system, but it’s 
used in other ways too. Then we have 
nuclear energy in the kind of a light, 
grayish blue color over here. 

Now, the ones we really have all the 
hope for are here in the 6 percent; 
that’s our renewables. Now you will 
hear everybody promoting renewables, 
and we should. But let’s look at what 
amount we today have from renew-
ables, and how we can grow them. We 
are going to have lots of incentives, 
and we have had lots of incentives. The 
2005 bill had incentives for all renew-
ables. 

Solar is .06 of a percent of our energy 
supply today; .06, that’s not even 1/10 of 
1 percent. Now the one that surprised a 
lot of people is biomass, 2.4 percent. A 
lot of that’s woody waste, it’s the pel-
let stove industry, it’s waste being 
burned in boilers to heat factories, to 
dry wood. Lots of places where they 
have wood waste, they put in wood- 
burning boilers. It’s also been used to 
top coal-burning boilers so they can 
meet air quality standards, because 
wood burns cleaner than coal. 

Then we have geothermal. We know 
geothermal is using ground heat, 
ground temperature, water tempera-
ture; but it’s .36 of a percent. Then we 
have hydroelectric that’s 2.7. That’s a 
figure that’s declining because we have 
actually taken dams out in this coun-
try. 

Then we have wind, which we hear a 
lot about today, but it’s .12 of a percent 
of our energy portfolio. 

I guess my concern is that we have a 
growing need of energy in America, 
somewhere, 2, 2.5 percent a year; and 
we all know that we must conserve. We 
must use energy more wisely. This 
chart shows you that. 

But it appears to me that all the 
hope, and all the faith, and all the in-
centives are going to be out here. We 
should have them out there. 

But if we don’t produce more natural 
gas, if we don’t produce more oil, and if 
we don’t at least develop coal to liquids 
or coal to gas, then the growth in the 
renewables will not even meet the de-
mand in the growth in energy use in 
the country, so it’s very concerning. 

Now, I believe the one that we really 
miss out on is natural gas. Natural gas 
heats 57 percent of our homes. It heats 
probably 70 percent of our businesses. 
It’s used in huge amounts to make 
electricity. I think 20 percent of our 
natural gas is now used to make elec-
tricity, and natural gas is a major in-
gredient in making ethanol. 

We currently have 116 ethanol plants, 
and we have 78 under construction, and 
seven that are under expansion. Up to 
95 percent of these plants, we use clean, 
green, natural gas to run their boilers 
to make ethanol. So that is very vital 
to us that we have adequate amounts 
of clean, green natural gas. 

It’s interesting that hydrogen is one 
that’s not a percentage, but it’s one 

that we talked about in hydrogen vehi-
cles, but the hydrogen we make today 
is made from what? Natural gas. 

Biodiesel, not on the chart, but an-
other item that’s starting to perk out 
there. We use, again, a lot of natural 
gas to make biodiesel. 

Now, the problem we have had in 
America is we use a lot of natural gas, 
and here’s the reason why: about 12 
years ago we took away the prohibition 
of making electricity with natural gas. 
When this happened, we started to have 
a shortage. As the use of natural gas 
goes up, and we are not supplying more 
natural gas, we are getting huge price 
increases. Just 6 years ago, natural gas 
was less than $2 a thousand. Last year 
the average price to homeowners was 
about $12.50 a thousand, huge increases. 

Now, this has been monumental to 
business. Dow Chemical, chemical com-
panies use huge amounts of natural 
gas; 55 percent of the cost of making 
chemicals in America is natural gas. 
They use it as an ingredient; they use 
it as a fuel. Dow Chemical’s gas bill in 
2002 was $8 billion, a lot of money. In 
2006, it was $22 billion, and today it’s 
rising. 

The problem we have is we have con-
tinued to make ethanol, all our chem-
ical plants, fertilizer plants, fertilizer, 
50 to 70 percent of the cost of making 
nitrogen fertilizer, natural gas. Nat-
ural gas is an ingredient. All the ladies 
who like skin softeners, a major ingre-
dient in skin softeners is natural gas. 

Natural gas is in our carpets. It’s in 
our drapes. It’s in many of our clothes. 
It’s in plastic products; 45 to 50 percent 
of polymers in plastic cost is natural 
gas. 

All the good industries we have left 
in this country use huge amounts of 
natural gas. For the last 6 years, we 
have had the highest prices in the 
world on natural gas because we have 
refused to open up new fields. We have 
refused to reach offshore. We have 
made it difficult in many parts of the 
West to produce natural gas. 

We look at it as something evil to 
drill a 6-inch hole in the ground, put a 
steel pipe in and let gas out. Yet it’s 
what fuels the country. America is 
great because we always had cheap af-
fordable energy up until 6 years ago. 

Another factor many Americans 
don’t know, and too many Members of 
Congress don’t know is that natural 
gas is not a world price, when, cur-
rently, oil is $75, $77 a barrel, pretty 
painful for our economy, but it’s pretty 
painful for all our competitors around 
the world too. But for 6 years, America 
has had the highest natural gas prices 
in the world. That’s something we need 
to do something about. 

We can see a chart here of what it’s 
done to manufacturing. We have lost 
more jobs in America because of nat-
ural gas prices. As natural gas prices 
have risen, manufacturing price jobs 
have dropped because the fertilizer in-
dustry in the last 2 years, 40 percent of 
manufacturing went offshore. They are 
hanging on with a string. If we don’t 
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bring natural gas prices down in the 
world average price, our farmers will 
be using foreign fertilizer to grow corn 
to make ethanol. Doesn’t sound like a 
winner to me. 

But it’s vital, because one more chart 
here on trade, that a huge percentage 
of the trade deficit in this country is 
because of energy. We’re buying our en-
ergy, our oil, 66 percent of our oil 
today comes from foreign, unstable, 
unfriendly countries. I find that a 
worry. 

The bills we have coming up next 
week deal not with increasing domestic 
production, because when you decrease 
domestic production, you increase for-
eign imports. Now, everybody says we 
should be independent, energy inde-
pendent. It’s an impossibility on oil. I 
wish it wasn’t. 

Natural gas, we have reserves off-
shore, we have reserves onshore. We 
could be total supplying all of our own 
natural gas. We currently supply 80 
some percent of ours, about 16 percent 
from Canada and a couple of percent 
LNG. But on oil, we have been gaining 
2 percent a year in the last 10 years, 
every year, of foreign dependence. 
That’s because we are buying this huge 
amount of energy from foreign coun-
tries, not our friends, and currently 
OPEC is in charge. 

OPEC has been controlling prices the 
last year again. For a while, they 
didn’t have control. They are back in 
control. As we look at where we buy 
our oil, Canada is one of our biggest 
suppliers, but they are really the only 
friendly one that we are really close 
friends with, and it’s the one that we 
could be comfortable with. 

The rest of the countries aren’t even 
stable governments and could topple 
tomorrow. We currently have $75, $76, 
$77, I am not sure where it is today, but 
it was bouncing around there, and 
that’s with no storms in the gulf and 
with no country that’s in trouble at 
the moment. If we have one of the big 
exporting countries in trouble, and a 
couple of storms in the gulf like we did 
2 years ago, we could be at $85, $90 and 
we could be approaching $3.50 and $4 
gasoline. We all know the devastation 
that will have on us. 

I have legislation I want to brief you 
on before I run out of time, I know I 
am getting short, but I have legislation 
called the NEED Act. It’s about open-
ing up the Outer Continental Shelf. It’s 
3 miles to 200 miles offshore where we 
have energy. Every country in the 
world produces on their Outer Conti-
nental Shelf but America, every coun-
try in the world, Canada, Norway, Swe-
den, all those green countries. They all 
produce energy offshore. 

We have chosen to lock our Outer 
Continental Shelf up. It’s a terrible 
mistake. It’s the last environmentally 
hazardous way to produce gas and oil. 
My bill is gas only. It gives States con-
trol of the first 50 miles. The first 25 
are locked up; the second 25 are open, if 
they want them open. The second 50 
miles is open unless they have legisla-

tion, and they can even close it; and 
the last 100 miles is open automati-
cally. 

It would open up great reserves so we 
could have access to natural gas so we 
could stabilize prices in this country, 
so we could have energy to heat our 
homes, affordable energy to heat our 
business, energy to maintain the em-
ployment base in America that we are 
losing. If we don’t stabilize natural gas 
prices, we are going to lose the petro-
chemical business. Dow Chemical just 
committed $32 billion to Saudi Arabia 
where gas is $1.25, where ours runs $10 
or $12. 

Folks, we have to bring natural gas 
prices down so we can maintain what’s 
left of the fertilizer industry, polymer 
and plastics industry. The steelmakers 
tell me they can’t stand any more high 
prices, aluminum makers. 

My prediction, if we don’t deal with 
the natural gas crisis in America, 
Americans will not be able to heat 
their homes affordably. Small busi-
nesses will not be able to stay in busi-
ness if they use any amounts of energy, 
and we will be shipping all of these 
great jobs that made our country 
strong and to give our jobs to the 
working middle-class people of Amer-
ica, we are just going to be giving 
those away to other countries. 

I predict the big bulky items, even 
like bricks and glass, will be made in 
nearby Trinidad, which is an island 
north of South America, only one day 
away in a ship where gas prices are 
only 90 cents. 

I believe it’s vital that as we ap-
proach the energy issue next week, 
that we talk about production, that we 
talk about how we continue to have 
adequate energy in America, and how 
we specifically have adequate natural 
gas to maintain the industries we have 
left. If we have an energy bill that only 
makes it more difficult to produce do-
mestic industry, if we have an energy 
bill that only makes it more expensive 
to produce and if you tax, the produc-
tion of oil and gas, if you tax the pro-
duction of any kind of energy, if you 
tax that, you raise the price, you raise 
the price to consumers, because they 
pay it, we end up paying it as con-
sumers. So it’s vital. 

In my view, it’s vital that we have an 
energy bill next week and we have an 
open debate and we have lots of chance 
for amendments, we get to talk about 
it. What would coal liquids do? 

I think the President has proposed 
cellulosic ethanol. Now, it’s a good 
idea. That’s making ethanol out of cel-
lulose instead of corn, but the problem 
is, it’s still in the laboratory. It’s close 
to being able to come out of the labora-
tory, and, therefore, is funding six 
plants, futuristic. I am for that. 

We ought to be doing the same to 
coal liquids. The Germans have made 
liquids and gas out of coal in World 
War II when they had embargoes and 
couldn’t get oil. So we ought to be 
streamlining that process and having it 
ready. We ought to be juicing up our 

nuclear. We need all of the 35 nuclear 
plants that are under permit process 
today to be built by 2030 to just main-
tain 20 percent of our electric grid to 
remain nuclear, no growth. 

The growth in the need of oil and gas 
continues, as our economy continues, 
and the problem we have today that we 
didn’t have a few years ago. Just 6 
years ago, gas was $2 a thousand, oil 
was $10 a barrel, just 6 years ago. 

b 2330 

And today there is a shortage of oil 
in the world, and we have competitors 
like China and India that are con-
suming energy at a much faster growth 
than we are. They are increasing their 
energy use 15 to 20 percent a year. They 
are buying up reserves all over the 
world. They are building coal plants, 
coal-to-liquid plants. They are building 
nuclear plants. They are building the 
biggest hydro dams in the world. They 
are preparing for their economic fu-
ture. 

In America, because we have never 
had an energy shortage like this, we 
have had little shortages for months 
and years or part of a year in the 1970s, 
1980s, and 1990s when there were world 
crises, but the current prices, as high 
as they are, are a floor on which we are 
going to have spikes. When we have 
spikes and we have $100 oil, Americans 
are going to struggle. They are going 
to struggle to heat their homes, they 
are going to struggle to drive their 
cars, especially the poor Americans, 
and the companies that use a lot of en-
ergy are going to struggle to make 
products and compete in the global 
marketplace. 

I think it is vital next week that this 
Congress deals with energy openly. I 
want all the renewables to be promoted 
and incentivized and, yes, even sub-
sidized. But when they are fractions of 
a percent, you can double them or tri-
ple them in 5 years, and they are still 
a fraction. They will not meet the 
needs of our society in the next couple 
decades. 

We have to have fossil fuels. Some 
people hate fossil fuels. We need to use 
them as clean as we can. We need to 
use them as wisely as we can. We are 
going to have to conserve, because I 
want to tell you, the next spike in en-
ergy crisis, the Americans are going to 
be conserving because they are not 
going to have the money to pay for it. 
They are going to have to cut down 
their travel, they are going to have to 
keep their houses cold, and that is not 
how Americans should live. 

This Congress should not be restrict-
ing access of the Outer Continental 
Shelf. We should not be restricting ac-
cess to the vast reserves that are in 
this broad country. We know how to 
produce energy today. We ought to be 
forcing forward coal-to-liquids. We 
ought to open up the Outer Continental 
Shelf. 

And those who scream about the oil 
companies making huge profits, it is 
my opinion that the oil companies 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 00:03 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.275 H26JYPT2cn
oe

l o
n 

P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

_C
N



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8737 July 26, 2007 
have made huge profits because of Con-
gress and the administration. When 
you restrict supply, then you increase 
price. And so when oil companies and 
gas companies invested in reserves and 
did that with the hopes that they 
would be worth $30 a barrel, and they 
became worth $75 a barrel, they are 
going to make a lot of money. If you 
had a monopoly on any issue or any 
item, and you expected to sell it for $10 
a profit, and then the supply gets short 
and you can sell it for $30, you are 
going to make a lot more money. That 
is just basic economics. 

So the reason oil companies have 
made a lot of money is they invested in 
oil, they invested in gas reserves as-
suming that their prices were going to 
be far less. And when our government 
decided that we weren’t going to 
produce it domestically, we were going 
to depend on foreign countries because 
foreign worked cheap; it didn’t really 
matter even 6 years ago. There was a 
lot of concern about our growing de-
pendence on foreign energy, but it 
didn’t matter. It was cheap, $2 for gas, 
$10 for oil. Nothing competes with that. 
There is no reason to go in any other 
direction. 

But that is all behind us, and it is all 
behind us because there is actually 
shortness of energy in this country and 
in the world. And so we are huge com-
petitors. China will surpass us in en-
ergy use very soon. India is using huge 
amounts. All the developing countries, 
as they develop their auto fleets and 
their manufacturing bases, they are all 
using huge amounts that they didn’t 
before. They lived very simple lives. So 
as the world progresses, the need for 
energy will grow. 

And America seems to me to be the 
country that is doing the least to pre-
pare for its energy future. And its en-
ergy future is available, affordable en-
ergy, and we should have lots of gas, 
lots of coal, lots of oil, all the renew-
ables we can get, expansion of nuclear. 
We need to be looking down every road, 
every new way of producing energy we 
can, and the cleanest and greenest we 
can have it. And we should be con-
serving it as much as we can and not 
wasting it. 

But, folks, we are in trouble. As a 
country, we are facing serious prob-
lems, because energy that is affordable 
and available may not be with us in 
just the short months and years ahead. 
Two storms in the gulf this summer, 
one or two of the sending countries 
that export oil have a problem in their 
government. It happens all the time. 

Eighty percent of the energy of gas 
and oil in the world is owned, con-
trolled, marketed by countries that are 
not democracies, not our friends, and 
they own the oil company. Exxon is the 
14th largest oil company in the world. 
The 13 larger are monopoly oil compa-
nies owned by the government, and 
those are who we are going to depend 
on. 

America needs to secure its energy 
future. It needs to produce adequate 

amounts of gas, oil, coal, and all the 
renewables we can. We need to have an 
energy policy. And I hope next week we 
can debate all these facts. Natural gas 
is the clean green fuel that can be the 
bridge, help us with ethanol, help us 
with hydrogen, help us with biodiesel, 
and even a third of our auto fleet can 
be fueled with natural gas. We would 
save 21⁄2 million barrels of oil a day. 
America needs to prepare for its energy 
future. 

f 

MAJORITY MAKER FRESHMEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BOYDA). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
ELLISON) is recognized for 23 minutes, 
half the time until midnight, as the 
designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, 
today is a good day. The Majority 
Maker Freshmen are here tonight at 
this late hour to celebrate the increase 
in the minimum wage for the first time 
in 10 years. The minimum wage, the 
amount of pay that the lowest paid 
workers in our country receive, now 
will be able to claim an increase in 
pay. 

Madam Speaker, I am joined today 
by our colleagues, Mr. RON KLEIN of 
Florida and Mr. PAUL HODES of New 
Hampshire, to talk about this question 
of economic justice, this issue of a 
shared prosperity in our economy and 
in our country. And I can think of no 
more important and no better topic to 
kick off the conversation than a send- 
up and salute to the hardworking folks 
of this country who do it on minimum 
wage every day. 

Today, Madam Speaker, there is a 
mom who can say to her son, ‘‘Yes, son, 
you can go on that field trip because 
Mom has the money. Here you go.’’ 
There is a dad who can say, ‘‘Honey, 
yes, you can go in and play softball 
this summer because we can work it 
out.’’ There is an aunt who can afford 
to buy her nephew or niece maybe a 
birthday present which she just 
couldn’t afford before. 

There is a hardworking mother and 
father who do not have to rely upon the 
goodness of charity, which we admire 
that, but everybody also wants to earn 
their way, don’t they? And they are not 
going to have to go to those food 
shelves, although I am glad that those 
food shelves are there because we need 
them. But this week they don’t have to 
go because the minimum wage has been 
increased, and the hardworking people, 
the people who make this country real-
ly go, have gotten the edge up. 

And so I just want to yield, take it to 
one of our fellow new members of the 
Majority Makers, and talk about this 
idea of a shared prosperity of America, 
and how the Democratic Congress is 
going to return our country to a time 
when everybody can feel that you can 
really make it, you have a real shot in 
the American economy not just for the 
few, but for the many. 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman. It is good to be here as part 
of our freshman class, the Majority 
Makers. It is an honor and privilege, as 
it always is, to be here in Congress and 
to talk about some of the things that 
we have been doing, Madam Speaker, 
over the last number of weeks that 
hopefully will really impact people’s 
lives. 

The thing I think that to me is so 
important about the minimum wage 
discussion was the fact that it was a 
discussion that not only dealt with the 
average family, the people putting food 
on the table, but also dealt with the 
small businesses, because there was 
concern by some people that our small 
businesses might be impacted, and 
there is only so much that a small 
business can absorb when compared to 
other businesses, because the bigger 
businesses probably pay more than 
minimum wage, but sometimes small 
businesses pay the minimum wage. 

The great thing about this package is 
that it not only provided that increase, 
and two more increases to follow, 
which will amount to $4,400 a year 
when this is fully implemented addi-
tional compensation to people. Think 
about what you can do with $4,400 a 
year for a person who is earning min-
imum wage right now. We know that 
the problem all along has been min-
imum wage does not put food on the 
table and a roof over the house or the 
place that you live. So we are contrib-
uting to that. 

But also, on the small business side 
there are some tax breaks that went 
along with it to help the small busi-
nesses absorb this, some tax breaks to 
help small businesses thrive. We are a 
small-business country by and large. I 
am from Florida. Most of our busi-
nesses are small business. Some are of 
the definition small businesses being 
200 employees or less, but most small 
businesses are 5 people, 10 people. It 
really is that corner store that really 
makes the difference. 

So we want those small businesses to 
thrive because they do create jobs. At 
the same time, we want the people that 
work in those jobs to be able to care 
for their families, to be able to put 
their kids through school, maybe to go 
to college if that is what they choose; 
certainly we live in a world economy 
where we want kids to go to college; 
pay for health care expenses, and at 
least move in the right direction. 

So I am pretty excited that the min-
imum wage increase has finally been 
implemented, 10 years of this country 
lagging behind, and at the same time 
we are helping our small businesses 
compete and be successful. 

I will just turn over to Mr. HODES to 
give his thoughts on how this affects 
people in New Hampshire. 

Mr. HODES. I thank you both for 
being here tonight to talk about what 
is really a critical issue, the increase in 
the minimum wage which took effect 
on July 24, 2007, so we are actually 
celebrating it tonight. It is not just an 
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important economic issue that will af-
fect nearly 13 million people across 
this country, 5.3 million people who 
will directly benefit immediately and 
7.2 million people who will indirectly 
benefit as a result of a new wage floor, 
but it is an example of what we are 
taking on really as a moral imperative 
in this new Congress. Because when 
you think about waiting 10 years for a 
rise in the minimum wage, Madam 
Speaker and my friends, you cannot 
imagine how, in a period of growing in-
come inequality, those who need a rea-
sonable minimum wage the most have 
been left behind so much. 

I have next to me a chart which has 
a mathematical equation about what 
has happened in terms of our national 
debt over the past few years. And what 
you can see is that, from 2001 to 2006, 
we have had a huge increase in the na-
tional debt. In other words, we as a Na-
tion have gone deeper and deeper into 
debt as we have borrowed to make ends 
meet. 

So I want to set the context for the 
importance of this minimum wage, be-
cause while we as a Nation have bor-
rowed to make ends meet for things 
like our war and tax breaks for those 
at the very top, we have had growing 
income inequality. 

The three of us are on the Financial 
Services Committee, and recently we 
held some hearings with the chairman 
of the Federal Reserve, and we dis-
cussed a startling new report that was 
put out by a group called Financial 
Services Forum. The Financial Serv-
ices Forum is a Wall Street group that 
was dealing with the effects of 
globalization and income inequality, 
and they pointed out some startling 
statistics. 

One of the things they pointed out is 
that, over the past 5 or 6 years, cor-
porate profits in this country have dou-
bled. Corporate profits have doubled, 
and productivity is way up. And what 
that means is people are working 
much, much harder to make corporate 
productivity and corporate profits go 
up, but where have those benefits gone? 

What we have learned in this report 
which was prepared by Wall Street 
CEOs is that the benefits have largely 
gone to the top 3 percent in this coun-
try, and that 97 percent of people in 
this country, including highly educated 
people, from folks who are making an 
awful lot of dough, you would think, 
people with college educations, mas-
ter’s degrees, even Ph.D.s, right down 
to the lowest rungs, for 97 percent, over 
the past 5 years, real wages, real in-
come have slipped. So 3 percent have 
made out, and for 97 percent real wages 
have gone down. 

Now, what does that mean for those 
at the very lowest rungs of the eco-
nomic ladder? It means that those who 
have been getting along with $5.15 as a 
minimum wage, their real earning 
power has slipped even faster. As prices 
have gone up for gas, just to put gas in 
your car to get to your minimum-wage 
job, you have to work a whole day. 

So what we have done, what we have 
done here in the Democratic Congress 
finally, after 10 long years, is to honor 
those who work hard, honor those who 
play by the rules, honor those who need 
just a little bit of economic fairness, 
and help bring them up to the benefit 
of everybody in society, because as we 
raise the minimum wage, folks can now 
afford to be part of our society. They 
can afford to go out and maybe go out 
to a movie. They can afford to go out 
and buy that pair of eyeglasses or get 
that haircut or do something for their 
kids that they weren’t able to do be-
fore. And that helps us all. 

So I am very proud, as a new Member 
of Congress, to have made good on the 
pledge that we talked about during our 
campaigns, to come to Congress and 
make sure that as one of the first and 
most important things we did, we 
would raise the minimum wage. So it is 
a great day. 

Mr. ELLISON. The minimum wage is 
a good thing. We all three of us feel 
good about it, and we all three are 
members also on the Financial Serv-
ices Committee, so we are focused on 
these issues. 

b 2345 

But there have been some other 
things that have happened here in this 
Democratic Congress that have really 
helped improve the lives of average 
working Americans. I have in mind the 
bill that was passed recently, the 
Labor-HHS-Education appropriations 
bill. Is there anything in there that 
you think the American people ought 
to know about or the Speaker ought to 
know about? 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Absolutely. 
And I’m glad you pointed it out be-
cause I know that you personally took 
a lead on a number of the educational 
issues. I think all of us as Americans 
understand the importance of edu-
cation and so many of the achievement 
issues that have been brought up in our 
individual States at the Federal level, 
there’s concern. There’s concern that 
America’s not keeping up. We’re not 
achieving. We’re not where we need to 
be and we see some of the other coun-
tries of the world, whether it’s China 
or some of the Far East countries that 
really are moving ahead with their 
economies, with their job creation. It’s 
not just call centers in Bangalor. It’s 
high tech jobs. And I think there’s a 
big commitment by this Congress this 
year with Democratic leadership, and 
I’m glad to see Republicans joining us 
because this is not a partisan issue. 
This is the right thing to do. 

There was a big commitment to in-
vest in children, and it was everything 
from investing in schools to investing 
in college scholarships, Pell Grants. 
For those of you who don’t know what 
Pell Grants are, those are the scholar-
ships that help students go through 
college and provide access to college. 
We’ve worked on the interest rate, re-
ducing the interest rate so that more 
kids can, again, go to school. 

There are lots of kids in our country 
that have disabilities and we have in-
vested in education for children with 
disabilities. As a matter of fact, we put 
$509 million additional dollars in. 

And the last thing I’ll mention, be-
cause this is something that I know 
that both my colleagues, Mr. HODES 
and Mr. ELLISON are very involved in 
their local communities and that’s ex-
panding medical research. This is such 
an important issue. And whether you 
believe in stem cell, which I firmly do, 
or any other type of medical research, 
we have millions of people in our coun-
try, not just seniors, but families with 
children and adults that have serious 
medical disease issues. And unfortu-
nately, the last number of years, Fed-
eral grants for research have been de-
clining. It’s called the NIH, National 
Institute of Health grants. And they’ve 
been declining. Unfortunately, the rec-
ommendations from the President have 
been less and less, and Congress has 
put less and less in. 

Yet, there’s been a demand for the 
public to say help us, help us find 
cures. And I’m so proud about the fact 
that there’s going to be well over a bil-
lion dollars of additional research over 
and above what the President even 
asked for. And this will allow for an ad-
ditional 545 competing medical re-
search programs to go forward. And I 
don’t even have to mention the names 
of the diseases because Americans un-
derstand what’s going on here. It’s not 
just Alzheimer’s; it’s so many other 
things. 

So, Mr. ELLISON, thank you for men-
tioning that because one of the things 
that I came to Congress for was to 
work on education, making sure our 
children can compete and our adults 
can compete, and medical research. 
And I think that this bill, in par-
ticular, has so much in it and it’s so 
exciting. I’m looking forward to seeing 
the President hopefully sign this bill as 
soon as possible. 

Mr. ELLISON. I know these bills are 
all separate, Madam Speaker. There 
are different bills that go through to 
appropriate monies for the different 
category areas. But I think it’s impor-
tant for the American people, Madam 
Speaker, to understand them as a 
whole. As we increase minimum wage, 
as we increase funding for health re-
search for education, this is a general 
approach to help the average, working 
American, the average working family, 
do better, be more prosperous, reach 
their goals, help their children be pros-
perous and have a secure and good re-
tirement. 

I wonder, would you yield to a ques-
tion, Mr. HODES? 

Mr. HODES. Absolutely. 
Mr. ELLISON. Given that we have 

about 37 million people who are in pov-
erty in America today, and looking at 
some expenses, you know, we see that 
bread prices have risen 25 percent, 
health insurance costs have risen 97 
percent, and the price of regular gaso-
line has jumped 149 percent. 
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Are the folks who are in poverty in 

America today, who are some of these 
folks? Are these hardworking folks, or 
are those folks who don’t work so hard? 
Who are the people who we categorize 
as poor today, this 37 million? 

Mr. HODES. Mr. ELLISON, it’s a great 
question because what we’ve got today 
in America really is a large body of 
people, 37 million people, mainly, who 
are working poor. These are folks who, 
a lot of them are single parents; many 
of them happen to be single moms. And 
a lot of the folks, the working poor in 
this country who are struggling to 
make ends meet, are not just working 
one job. They’re working two jobs; 
they’re working three jobs to make 
ends meet. They generally are without 
health insurance, many of them. They 
don’t have people to help take care of 
their kids. They struggle every day. 

And I just want to expand on some of 
the points that Mr. KLEIN made, be-
cause as we moved in Congress to ap-
propriate money for the Labor and 
Health and Human Services portion of 
the budget, it’s important for the 
American people to understand that we 
did so in an absolutely fiscally respon-
sible way, and to understand that we 
are making investments in America’s 
future. 

The President, in his budget, pro-
posed cutting Health and Human Serv-
ices and education programs by $7.6 bil-
lion below 2007, after adjusting for in-
flation. We knew that we had to come 
and make fiscally responsible invest-
ments in our future. So we rejected the 
President’s damaging cuts, and we pro-
posed a very modest increase, about 3 
percent over 2007, after adjusting for 
inflation, so that our final bill was still 
$2.9 billion below the 2005 level for the 
appropriations for Health and Human 
Services and Education. So we actually 
came in below where we were a couple 
of years ago, and we did it in a way 
that is responsible because we adopted 
PAYGO provisions. We have to balance 
any increase with a responsible cut in 
another area. So we’re being fiscally 
responsible in the overall picture. 

And some of the things we did for the 
working poor are really important. One 
of the important things we did was we 
started to address the problem of 47.7 
million uninsured people in this coun-
try. And we expanded access to health 
care for the uninsured. And we did that 
by funding several initiatives to pro-
vide health care for more than 2 mil-
lion uninsured Americans. For in-
stance, our bill provides $200 million, 
or 10 percent, more than 2007, and the 
President’s request for community 
health centers enabling these centers 
to serve an additional 1 million unin-
sured Americans. 

We also included $50 million for an 
initiative to assist States in providing 
high-risk insurance pools to support af-
fordable insurance for almost 200,000 
people who are medically high risk. So 
we are beginning to move in a big way 
on health care, which is a vital eco-
nomic and national interest, especially 
for the working poor in this country. 

I’ll throw it back to you. 
Mr. KLEIN of Florida. If I can just 

throw something in, Mr. ELLISON. One 
of the things that Mr. HODES is point-
ing out is that the people that we’re 
talking about are working families. 
We’re not talking about necessarily 
people that aren’t working. We’re not 
only talking about what people in this 
country may think of as destitute peo-
ple, poor. There are a lot of those peo-
ple also that we’re trying to, as Ameri-
cans, give a helping hand which we’re 
always, of course every one of us is 
committed to doing. 

But we’re talking about a lot of mid-
dle-class people. And there’s so many 
issues out there today. And if I can ask 
you a few questions. If you can elabo-
rate for us some of the things we’ve 
been working on housing and some of 
the foreclosure issues, you know, 
transportation. These are things that 
this Congress has been working in this 
last week on putting together a bill for 
the first time in about a decade to real-
ly take a look at what’s happening to 
working families and what we can do 
to give them a hand up, not a hand out, 
but a hand up, and empower them. So 
if you can just elaborate on some of 
those, Mr. ELLISON. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. KLEIN, it’s an im-
portant point you make, and I just 
want to add to this idea that for so 
many of the working, the people who 
are in poverty, we are talking about 
working poor folks, folks who are real-
ly struggling hard every day. And you 
know, Mr. KLEIN, housing as you well 
know is one of the most central things 
that everyone needs. 

Poor, inadequate housing leads to a 
lot of serious problems. I’ll list a few of 
those, but then we’ll get to what we 
did. Children who don’t have stable and 
adequate housing tend to move around 
a lot. As they move around, they are 
having their lessons disrupted in their 
school district every time they move, 
which means they fall further and fur-
ther behind, which has an implication 
for how they’re being educated. 

Health issues, whether it be exposure 
to lead, mold, all kind of things that 
are inadequate housing, very serious 
issue for young people and for families. 
Poor housing has a significant impact 
on health. 

Of course, issues of crime and expo-
sure to violence has a lot to do with 
where you live and the quality of the 
housing that you may happen to live 
in. And so because these problems are 
so important in order for families to be 
prosperous, in order for families to 
grow and do well, this Congress has 
taken on some important initiatives. 
One is section 8 vouchers. The Presi-
dent’s inadequate budget for section 8 
would have been, would have forced be-
tween 40 to 80,000 families and individ-
uals to lose their housing vouchers. 
The bill that we dealt with provides for 
an increase above the President’s budg-
et of $330 million for tenant-based 
vouchers and nearly $667 million for 
projected base vouchers in order to 

renew all current section 8 vouchers so 
no one that has a tenant-based voucher 
will lose it. 

It’s important also to talk about how 
we were making good strides on hous-
ing for seniors. We’ve seen increases. 
We’ve seen seniors struggling with 
housing, and we’re making strong com-
mitments, seniors will benefit from the 
increase in section 8 vouchers as well. 

And also I just want to say that we’re 
looking at, we had a lot of discussion 
in the Financial Services Committee 
about what we’re going to do about the 
foreclosure crisis. As you know, about 
20 percent of the mortgages, subprime 
mortgages are going to result in fore-
closure. That’s a tremendous amount. 
And what it means is that people who 
thought they had the American Dream 
ended up in the American Nightmare 
with these foreclosures. And we’ve been 
talking in the Financial Services Com-
mittee about what we’re going to do to 
stave off these kinds of predatory loans 
so that people can have a fairer, more 
realistic loan they can get into, so that 
when these loans, these 228s, 327s, these 
kinds of loans that adjust upward in a 
dramatic way, that people will have 
better information, that there’ll be 
greater responsibility on the mortgage 
originators, that there’ll be greater 
standards applied to these originators 
and that people can be able to keep 
their homes or will be able to be in a 
mortgage they can actually afford. 

So housing is a critical issue. This 
Congress we’re dealing with it, and it’s 
something I’m very proud to be associ-
ated with. 

So we have about five more minutes 
left, and I think that we’ve had kind of 
an abbreviated evening this evening. 
But we’ve been talking about issues 
that are of vital concern to the average 
American working person. I think it’s 
important for each one of us to take 
about 11⁄2 minutes to just talk about 
what we feel we want the American 
people, Madam Speaker, to go away 
with as we wrap up this important Spe-
cial Order by the majority freshman 
class. 

Why don’t we kick it to you, Mr. 
KLEIN. About 11⁄2 minutes. What do 
folks really need to go to bed with to-
night as we think about this powerful 
middle class that fuels our American 
economy and life? 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Well, it’s been 
a full day for us. I know I’m going to 
get a good night’s sleep tonight. But 
what I think we should all be proud of 
as Americans is the fact that we’re 
moving forward. And there are some 
very positive things that are hap-
pening. Obviously, at home people are 
very concerned about their livelihood, 
putting up a roof over their head, being 
able to afford health care, putting their 
kids into college and pursuing the 
American Dream. And I think a lot of 
things that we have discussed in this 
brief time tonight about improving 
education and really putting some 
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muscle behind it, not just throwing 
money at it but changing the policies 
to make sure that we give teachers the 
tools and the kids the incentives to be 
successful, the minimum wage, just 
giving people a working wage so they 
can go forward and do well and giving 
the tax benefits to the businesses that 
create the jobs. It’s a great combina-
tion on both sides. 

You know, the research which I know 
all of us feel so strongly about and 
finding the cures, these are things that 
Americans think about every day when 
they get up and go to work and think 
about their parents, their grand-
parents, their kids. It’s about the fu-
ture of our families and our country. 
So I’m very excited and I know I’m 
going to sleep well tonight knowing we 
got good work done today. And we are 
going to continue working on this over 
the next number of weeks and months 
as we continue to move America for-
ward. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. HODES, parting 
words, sir. 

Mr. HODES. Well, you know, I’m glad 
to be here even though it’s late at 
night. We’re working hard for folks, 
and one of the things I think that’s im-
portant for the American people to un-
derstand is that we have taken the 
task of reversing drastic cuts to impor-
tant programs that have gone on under 
this President and the Republican Con-
gress for many years. And we’re doing 
it in a way that is fiscally responsible. 
We’ve introduced pay-as-you-go rules 
so that when we expand in one area, 
we’re going to make sure that we’re 
matching it with appropriate cuts in 
other areas. It’s a vital, vitally impor-
tant new thing that we’re doing here in 
this Congress to make sure that we are 
stewards of the public trust, and that 
we are taking care of the people’s 
money, we’re not just pending it willy- 
nilly. 

Now, unfortunately, we’re dealing 
with a President who threatens vetoes, 
who has proposed drastic cuts in pro-
grams that are important investments 
for all Americans whether it’s Commu-
nity Development Block Grants or the 
HOPE VI program or section 8 or any 
program that really helps bring those 
at the lower levels up into the middle 
class and helps those in the middle 
class. This President has proposed to 
veto and he’s proposed drastic cuts. We 
understand that we’re going to make 
the right kind of investments to move 
this country forward. So I’m very 
proud of what we’re doing. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, this 
is going to conclude our Special Order 
hour. The difference-makers are going 
to be on the job for the American peo-
ple. We can be counted on to make that 
difference that we were brought here to 
make. And, Madam Speaker, I just 
think it’s important for the American 
people to know that this Democratic 
caucus will be standing up for them. So 
with that, thank you all. 

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. PETERSON of Minnesota) to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LANGEVIN, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. PRICE of Georgia) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, August 2. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, August 2. 
(The following Members (at their own 

request) to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. HOEKSTRA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1877. An act to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to prescribe that members of 
the Armed Forces and veterans out of uni-
form may render the military salute during 
hoisting, lowering, or passing of flag; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 1868. An act to temporarily extend the 
programs under the Higher Education Act of 
1965, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at midnight), the House ad-
journed until today, Friday, July 27, 
2007, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2694. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Division of Corporation Finance, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule—Share-
holder Choice Regarding Proxy Materials 
[Release Nos. 34–56135; IC–27911; File No. S7– 
03–07] (RIN: 3235–AJ79) received July 26, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

2695. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; Severn 
River and College Creek, Annapolis, MD 
[CGD05–06–112] (RIN: 1625–AA87) received 
May 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2696. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone: Queen 
of England Visit, Jamestown Island, VA. 
[CGD05–07–038] (RIN: 1625–AA00) received 
May 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2697. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Special Local Regula-
tion for Marine Events; Roanoke River, 
Plymouth, North Carolina [CGD05–07–028] 
(RIN: 1625–AA08) received May 14, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2698. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone, Elba 
Island LNG mooring Slip, Savannah River, 
Savannah, Georgia [COTP SAVANNAH 06– 
160] (RIN: 1625–AA87) received May 14, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2699. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone; 
Georgetown Channel, Potomac River, Wash-
ington, DC [CGD05–06–105] (RIN: 1625–AA87) 
received May 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2700. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Security Zone: Amer-
ica’s 400th Celebration, Jamestown, VA 
[CGD05–07–015] (RIN: 1625–AA00) received 
May 14, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2701. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final 
rule—Section 402.—Taxability of Beneficiary 
of Employees’ Trust 26 CFR 1.402(b)–1: Treat-
ment of beneficiary of trust not exempt 
under section 501(a) (Also: 83, 404, 409A, 661, 
663, 671, 3101, 3111, 3121, 3301, 3306, 3401, 3402, 
1.83–3, 1.83–8, 1.404(a)–12, 1.409A–1, 1.661(a)–2, 
31.3102(a)–1, 31.3121(a)–1, 31.3306(b)–1, 
31.3401(a)–1, 31.3402(a)–1, 31.3401(d)–1, 301.7701– 
4) (Rev. Rul. 2007–48) received July 3, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2702. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final 
rule—Elimination of Schedule P of Form 5500 
Series [Announcment 2007–63] received July 
3, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2703. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—26 CFR 
601.204: Changes in accounting periods and 
methods of accounting. (Also Part 1, 61, 451, 
471, 481; 1.451–1.) (Rev. Proc. 2007–53) received 
July 3, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2704. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—Sec-
tion 162.—Trade or Business Expense 26 CFR 
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1.162–1: Business Expenses (Also 461; 831.) 
(Rev. Rul. 2007–47) received July 6, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2705. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule—Infor-
mation Returns Required with Respect to 
Certain Foreign Corporations and Certain 
Foreign-Owned Domestic Corporations [TD 
9338] (RIN: 1545–BG11) received July 17, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2706. A letter from the Acting Chief, Publi-
cations and Regulations Branch, Internal 
Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s 
final rule—Qualified Zone Academy Bonds; 
Obligations of States and Political Subdivi-
sions [TD 9339] (RIN: 1545–BG44) received 
July 17, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. DICKS, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. 
INSLEE, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, and 
Mr. REICHERT): 

H.R. 3184. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to carry out a competitive 
grant program for the Puget Sound area to 
provide comprehensive conservation plan-
ning to address water quality; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 3185. A bill to amend the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 to 
provide special reporting and disclosure 
rules for individual account plans and to es-
tablish in the Department of Labor an Advi-
sory Council on Improving Employer-Em-
ployee Retirement Practices; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CLEAV-
ER, Ms. CARSON, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. DICKS, and Mr. RAMSTAD): 

H.R. 3186. A bill to understand and com-
prehensively address the oral health prob-
lems associated with methamphetamine use; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself, Mr. LARSEN 
of Washington, Mr. ROSS, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. CARSON, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. ALEXANDER, 
Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. FARR, Mr. DICKS, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, and Mr. RAMSTAD): 

H.R. 3187. A bill to amend title I of the Om-
nibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 to understand and comprehensively ad-
dress the inmate oral health problems asso-
ciated with methamphetamine use, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. WELLER (for himself, Mr. 
HERGER, and Mr. CAMP of Michigan): 

H.R. 3188. A bill to eliminate the separate 
work participation rate requirements for 2- 
parent families under the program of block 
grants to States for temporary assistance for 
needy families; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, 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. NADLER (for himself, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
MACK, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. WEXLER, Ms. HARMAN, 
Mr. FARR, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, and 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ): 

H.R. 3189. A bill to establish reasonable 
procedural protections for the use of na-
tional security letters, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 3190. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to des-
ignate that their income, estate, or gift tax 
payments be spent other than for purposes of 
supporting the war in Iraq and to provide 
that amounts so designated shall be used to 
provide funding for Head Start, to reduce the 
national debt, and to provide college funding 
for children of Iraq war veterans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 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. COURTNEY (for himself, Mr. 
SHAYS, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Mr. HALL of New York, 
and Mr. SMITH of New Jersey): 

H.R. 3191. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to provide for the transfer of 
certain contact information for a member of 
the Armed Forces who is being medically 
separated or retired under chapter 61 of such 
title to the department or agency for vet-
erans affairs of the State in which the mem-
ber intends to reside; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee 
(for himself, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. MURTHA, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. MARSHALL, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. MELANCON, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. BOREN, 
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. STU-
PAK, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. BOYD of 
Florida, Mr. BERRY, Mr. DONNELLY, 
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. RENZI, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. BARROW, and Mr. CLYBURN): 

H.R. 3192. A bill to provide for programs 
that reduce the need for abortion, help 
women bear healthy children, and support 
new parents; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means, Education and 
Labor, and 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. DEAL of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, and Mr. 
BUYER): 

H.R. 3193. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to establish a minimum 
State dispensing fee for covered outpatient 
multiple source drugs under the Medicaid 
Program, to modify the application of the 
average manufacturer price (AMP) method-

ology to drug rebates, to eliminate the State 
option to increase the cap amount on the eq-
uity asset test for individuals’ eligibility for 
long-term care assistance under such pro-
gram, and to extend an SSI asset verification 
demonstration to Medicaid; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FEENEY: 

H.R. 3194. A bill to improve the H-1B non-
immigrant program by increasing the ex-
change of information between the Depart-
ments of Labor and Homeland Security; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BACHUS, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
BOSWELL, Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. COBLE, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DREIER, 
Mr. EHLERS, Mr. EMANUEL, Mrs. 
EMERSON, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. ENGLISH of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HALL of New York, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOLT, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. ISSA, Mr. JEFFERSON, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mrs. JONES 
of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KENNEDY, 
Mr. KILDEE, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
KIRK, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. LAHOOD, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
LEWIS of California, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MATHESON, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New 
York, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. MILLER 
of North Carolina, Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. NADLER, Mr. NEAL of 
Massachusetts, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. PETRI, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. RYAN of Wis-
consin, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. SHAYS, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Ms. SOLIS, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. SPACE, 
Mr. STARK, Ms. SUTTON, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. UDALL of New Mex-
ico, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. VISCLOSKY, 
Mr. WALSH of New York, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WATSON, 
Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, 
Mr. WELDON of Florida, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Mr. WYNN, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. WALZ of Min-
nesota, Mr. MCCOTTER, and Mr. 
DICKS): 
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H.R. 3195. A bill to restore the intent and 

protections of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1990; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, and in addition to the 
Committees on the Judiciary, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. HALL of New York: 
H.R. 3196. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
20 Sussex Street in Port Jervis, New York, as 
the ‘‘E. Arthur Gray Post Office Building’’; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. HARE, 
Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
HALL of New York, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
BERMAN, Mr. ELLISON, and Mr. 
PAYNE): 

H.R. 3197. A bill to provide for grants from 
the Secretary of Education to State and 
local educational agencies for EnergySmart 
schools and Energy Star programs; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. SKEL-
TON, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. 
HARMAN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mrs. TAUSCHER, 
Mr. WICKER, and Mrs. WILSON of New 
Mexico): 

H.R. 3198. A bill to provide for quadrennial 
national security reviews, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York (for 
herself, Mr. SHAYS, and Mr. WEINER): 

H.R. 3199. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to procure the develop-
ment and provision of improved and up-to- 
date communications equipment for the New 
York City Fire Department, including ra-
dios; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Ms. BEAN (for herself and Mr. 
ROYCE): 

H.R. 3200. A bill to authorize the issuance 
of Federal charters and licenses for carrying 
on the sale, solicitation, negotiation, and un-
derwriting of insurance or any other insur-
ance operations, to provide a comprehensive 
system for the Federal regulation and super-
vision of national insurers and national 
agencies, to provide for policyholder protec-
tions in the event of an insolvency or the im-
pairment of a national insurer, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services, and in addition to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 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. VELÁZQUEZ (for herself and 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California): 

H.R. 3201. A bill to amend the Intelligence 
Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 
to provide for an immigrant rights advocate 
on the Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committees on the Judiciary, Homeland Se-
curity, and Intelligence (Permanent Select), 
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. CARNEY (for himself, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. BOYD of 
Florida, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. 
PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. DENT, and Mr. 
LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee): 

H. Con. Res. 193. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing all hunters across the United States 
for their continued commitment to safety; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H. Con. Res. 194. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress regarding the 
failure of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and 
the Palestinian Authority to properly imple-
ment education reforms aimed at reducing 
the cultural roots of terrorism; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself, Mr. LAN-
TOS, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. 
RENZI, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. 
HARMAN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
SHAYS, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. PATRICK 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. CLEAV-
ER, Mr. SESTAK, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
WATT, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. TANNER, Mr. MOORE of 
Kansas, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. WU, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. 
ISSA, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. WATSON, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. UPTON, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. GORDON, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 
GILCHREST, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ROSS, 
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. BAR-
RETT of South Carolina, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. REYES, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. LEWIS 
of Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. MEEKS of 
New York, Mr. JEFFERSON, and Mr. 
SPRATT): 

H. Res. 575. A resolution commending the 
people and the Government of the Hashemite 
Kingdom of Jordan for their continued 
committment to holding elections and 
broadening political participation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida (for herself and Mr. POE): 

H. Res. 576. A resolution recognizing youth 
court programs for the efforts of such pro-
grams in enhancing the quality of the juve-
nile justice system in the United States and 
encouraging the recognition of a National 
Youth Court Month; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GUTIERREZ: 
H. Res. 577. A resolution congratulating 

Mr. Kermit Cintron on the successful defense 
of his IBF welterweight title on Saturday, 
14, 2007, and for his continued success in and 
out of the ring; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. PUTNAM (for himself, Mr. 
CARDOZA, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. BOYD of Florida, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, and Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida): 

H. Res. 578. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
there should be established a National Wa-
termelon Month; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
142. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 

of the Senate of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to Senate Resolution No. 61 memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
enact the Education Begins at Home Act; 
jointly to the Committees on Education and 
Labor and Armed Services. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mr. UPTON, Mr. JOHNSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. LATHAM, and Mr. ROTHMAN. 

H.R. 180: Mr. GOODLATTE and Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey. 

H.R. 243: Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 468: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
H.R. 538: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 620: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 661: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. HALL of 

New York. 
H.R. 711: Mr. SPACE and Mr. WATT. 
H.R. 719: Mr. HILL, Mr. COBLE, Mr. WELCH 

of Vermont, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, and Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 

H.R. 743: Mr. HODES, Mr. ROSS, Mr. MCCAR-
THY of California, Mr. BERRY, and Ms. GIF-
FORDS. 

H.R. 871: Mrs. JONES of Ohio and Ms. KIL-
PATRICK. 

H.R. 900: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. DICKS, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. LANTOS. 

H.R. 1000: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. MICA, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mrs. JONES 
of Ohio, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. JACKSON of Il-
linois, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Mr. OBERSTAR, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. SHAYS, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. 
GILCHREST, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. LEWIS of 
California, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, and Ms. BERKLEY. 

H.R. 1010: Mr. HARE. 
H.R. 1043: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 1064: Mr. SPACE, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 

BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. WALSH of New 
York. 

H.R. 1103: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 1108: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1113: Mr. MACK, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. 

BALDWIN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. 
COOPER, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
EMANUEL, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 
of California, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. KAGEN, and 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H.R. 1125: Mr. JEFFERSON, Mrs. TAUSCHER, 
Mr. HELLER, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Ms. BEAN, 
and Mr. WAXMAN. 

H.R. 1188: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 1229: Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. JACKSON of 

Illinois, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1230: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1275: Mr. GILLMOR. 
H.R. 1283: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 

MARKEY, and Mr. ACKERMAN. 
H.R. 1357: Mr. RENZI, Mr. FERGUSON, and 

Mr. PUTNAM. 
H.R. 1376: Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 1400: Mr. PITTS and Mr. MORAN of Vir-

ginia. 
H.R. 1419: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. BAKER, 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, and 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 

H.R. 1422: Mr. CARTER, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, and Ms. MAT-
SUI. 

H.R. 1440: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. KILDEE, and 
Mr. ORTIZ. 
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H.R. 1506: Mr. DOGGETT and Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 1514: Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. WILSON of 

Ohio, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. PENCE. 
H.R. 1542: Ms. NORTON and Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 1552: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. BAR-

RETT of South Carolina, and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 1553: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1567: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 1584: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Ms. 

BALDWIN, and Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 1588: Mr. SESTAK. 
H.R. 1608: Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 1609: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. FERGUSON, 

Mr. NADLER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mrs. DRAKE, and Mr. BAIRD. 

H.R. 1610: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. SIRES, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. TANCREDO. 

H.R. 1629: Mr. SOUDER. 
H.R. 1644: Mr. SHAYS, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 

HOLDEN, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. SIRES, and Mr. 
HODES. 

H.R. 1671: Mr. EHLERS. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa and Ms. 

LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 1709: Mr. SNYDER. 
H.R. 1713: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1772: Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 1797: Mr. FOSSELLA. 
H.R. 1818: Mr. SPACE. 
H.R. 1866: Mrs. CUBIN and Mr. WALZ of Min-

nesota. 
H.R. 1937: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 

CUELLAR, and Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 1992: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

SARBANES, and Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 2046: Mr. BACA, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. 

ABERCROMBIE. 
H.R. 2054: Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2064: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. LEVIN, and 

Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 2084: Mrs. BACHMANN. 
H.R. 2102: Mr. COOPER and Mr. KUHL of New 

York. 
H.R. 2158: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 2212: Mr. HALL of New York. 
H.R. 2221: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 2312: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 2332: Mr. RENZI, Mr. FERGUSON, and 

Mr. PUTNAM. 
H.R. 2380: Ms. FALLIN. 
H.R. 2443: Ms. BALDWIN and Mrs. EMERSON. 
H.R. 2473: Mr. GORDON, Mr. MCHUGH, and 

Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2517: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 

MAHONEY of Florida, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
KAGEN, Ms. CASTOR, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SHULER, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 
REYES, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr. ARCURI, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mrs. EMERSON, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. EDWARDS, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
HARE, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. FILNER, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. CUELLAR, 
Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas, Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. 
SOLIS, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. HARMAN, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. WOLF, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. SPACE, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. DOGGETT, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. GORDON, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. MATHESON, Mr. BOREN, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
HOYER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. VISCLOSKY, 
and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 2518: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 2548: Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 2572: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mrs. 

LOWEY, and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2578: Mr. WAMP, Mr. LEWIS of Ken-

tucky, Mrs. BONO, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 2606: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, and Mr. BONNER. 
H.R. 2619: Mr. COSTELLO and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 2639: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. HOEK-

STRA, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
and Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 2666: Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. JACKSON of Il-
linois, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 

H.R. 2694: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. PETERSON of Min-
nesota, and Mr. STARK. 

H.R. 2715: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 2833: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. WAXMAN, and 

Mr. WU. 
H.R. 2847: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Mr. 

FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2860: Mr. KAGEN, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-

bama, and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 2923: Mr. LANTOS. 
H.R. 2927: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. JEFFERSON, 

Mr. BONNER, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, Mr. TURN-
ER, and Mrs. DRAKE. 

H.R. 2933: Mr. TANNER. 
H.R. 2940: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2941: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 2943: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 3004: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 3026: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 3035: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SHIMKUS, 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. TIBERI, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. 
WALSH of New York, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. JEFFER-
SON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, 
Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 3046: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida and Mr. PASTOR. 

H.R. 3051: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 3057: Mr. PICKERING, Ms. SCHWARTZ, 

Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia. 

H.R. 3058: Mrs. TAUSCHER and Mr. WU. 
H.R. 3099: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3123: Mr. TIBERI, Mr. WYNN, and Ms. 

JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 3125: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 

GRIJALVA, Mr. BACA, Mr. PASTOR, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Ms. WATERS, Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 
KILPATRICK, Mr. WYNN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. LEE, and Mr. PAYNE. 

H.R. 3140: Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. EVERETT, and 
Mr. CRAMER. 

H. Con. Res. 37: Mr. KIRK, Mr. DOOLITTLE, 
Mr. FEENEY, and Mr. PEARCE. 

H. Con. Res. 188: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. GALLEGLY. 

H. Res. 111: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky and Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia. 

H. Res. 194: Ms. SOLIS and Mr. SHULER. 
H. Res. 265: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 405: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Ms. 

BERKLEY. 
H. Res. 407: Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. 
H. Res. 457: Mr. PITTS. 
H. Res. 518: Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 

WILSON of South Carolina, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. NADLER, Mr. CLYBURN, 
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. MOORE of 
Wisconsin, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. UDALL of Col-
orado, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. DAVIS 
of Alabama, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. TOWNS, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. WYNN, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SIRES, Mrs. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. WEINER, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. SNYDER, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, and Mr. RUSH. 

H. Res. 548: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H. Res. 549: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H. Res. 550: Mr. WATT, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-

gia, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. DAVIS 
of Alabama, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Ms. LEE, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. TURNER, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. CLEAVER, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. CLAY, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS. 

H. Res. 557: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H. Res. 564: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CROWLEY, 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. BER-
MAN, Ms. LEE, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, and 
Mr. CAPUANO. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

126. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City of North Miami, Florida, relative to 
Resolution No. R–2007–83 requesting the Con-
gress of the United States appropriate funds 
necessary to bring the Herbert Hoover Dike 
into compliance with current levee protec-
tion safety standards; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

127. Also, a petition of the City of Miami 
Commission, Florida, relative to Resolution 
No. 07–0293 expressing support for the letter 
sent to the United States Senate Appropria-
tions Committee, by the majority of the Sen-
ators of the United States, rejecting the Ad-
ministration’s recommended twenty percent 
cuts to the Community Development Block 
Grant Program and asking for an increase in 
the level of funding for Fiscal Year 2008; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

128. Also, a petition of the City of Miami 
Commission, Florida, relative to Resolution 
No. 07–0297 expressing support for the letter 
sent to the United States Senate 
Approriations Committee, by the majority of 
the Senators of the United States, rejecting 
the Administration’s recommended twenty 
percent cuts to the Community Development 
Block Grant Program, and asking for an in-
crease in the level of funding for Fiscal Year 
2009; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

129. Also, a petition of the City of Middle-
town Common Council, New York, relative 
to Resolution No. 167.07 calling on the Con-
gress of the United States to formally and 
properly investigate these charges and deter-
mine if impeachment is warranted, and if 
found to be so warranted to vote to impeach 
President George W. Bush and Vice Presi-
dent Richard B. Cheney; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

130. Also, a petition of the Board of Trust-
ees of the Village of Montebello, New York, 
relative to Resolution No. 07–091 supporting 
a review by the Congress of the United 
States of the ‘‘Religious Land Use and Insti-
tutionalized Persons Act of 2000’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

131. Also, a petition of the Wheeler Crest 
Fire Prevention District, California, relative 
to requesting funding assistance for updated 
equipment; to the Committee on Science and 
Technology. 
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132. Also, a petition of the Lorain County 

Board of Commissioners, Ohio, relative to 
Resolution No. 07–432 calling on the United 
States Government to commit and develop a 
firm strategy and timetable to begin the or-
derly and comprehensive withdrawal of U.S. 
military personnel and bases from Iraq as 
soon as possible; jointly to the Committees 
on Armed Services and Foreign Affairs. 

133. Also, a petition of the City Council of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, relative to Resolu-
tion No. R–07–258 supporting the construc-
tion of a new Medical Center of Louisiana at 
New Orleans teaching hospital and a new 
Veterans Administration Hospital in the 
New Orleans downtown medical district; 

jointly to the Committees on Education and 
Labor and Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 
Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-

posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 3093 
OFFERED BY: MR. INSLEE 

AMENDMENT NO. 47: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

TITLE VII—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 701. Of the funds appropriated in this 
Act for the Department of Justice, not more 

than $50,000,000 shall be available for the At-
torney General, after consultation with In-
dian tribes pursuant to Executive Order 
13175, to appoint attorneys to assist United 
States Attorneys when the public interest so 
requires, as authorized by sections 542 and 
543 of title 28, United States Code, to litigate 
cases involving the enforcement of Federal 
law on Tribal lands, including domestic vio-
lence, dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking, and to allow reimbursement out of 
existing Federal funds, if available, to com-
pensate appointees whenever such appoint-
ments facilitate the efficient, thorough en-
forcement of Federal law on Tribal lands. 
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Thursday, July 26, 2007 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Senate passed H.R. 2638, Department of Homeland Security Appropria-
tions Act. 

Senate agreed to the conference report to accompany H.R. 1, Imple-
menting Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act. 

The House passed H.R. 3093, making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Justice, and Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S10051–S10208 
Measures Introduced: Sixteen bills and two resolu-
tions were introduced, as follows: S. 1879–1894, and 
S. Res. 281–282.                                              Pages S10148–49 

Measures Reported: 
S. 1893, to amend title XXI of the Social Security 

Act to reauthorize the State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program.                                                            Page S10148 

Measures Passed: 
Department Of Homeland Security Appropria-

tions Act: By 89 yeas to 4 nays (Vote No. 282), Sen-
ate passed H.R. 2638, making appropriations for the 
Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, after taking action on 
the following amendments proposed thereto: 
                                                                         Pages S10058–S10115 

Adopted: 
By 89 yeas to 1 nay (Vote No. 278), Graham 

Amendment No. 2480 (to Amendment No. 2383), 
to ensure control over the United States borders and 
strengthen enforcement of the immigration laws. 
                                                                                  Pages S10058–67 

Grassley/Inhofe Modified Amendment No. 2444 
(to Amendment No. 2383), to provide that none of 
the funds made available under this Act may be ex-
pended until the Secretary of Homeland Security cer-
tifies to Congress that all new hires by the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security are verified through the 
basic pilot program authorized under section 401 of 
the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Re-
sponsibility Act of 1996 or may be available to enter 

into a contract with a person, employer, or other en-
tity that does not participate in the such basic pilot 
program.                                                      Pages S10058, S10083 

Schumer Modified Amendment No. 2461 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to increase the amount pro-
vided for aviation security direction and enforce-
ment.                                                             Pages S10058, S10083 

Schumer Amendment No. 2447 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to reserve $40,000,000 of the amounts 
appropriated for the Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice to support the implementation of the Securing 
the Cities initiative at the level requested in the 
President’s budget.                                                  Page S10083 

Vitter Modified Amendment No. 2488 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to prohibit U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection or any agency or office within 
the Department of Homeland Security from pre-
venting an individual not in the business of import-
ing a prescription drug from importing an FDA-ap-
proved prescription drug from Canada.        Page S10067 

Dole Amendment No. 2462 (to Amendment No. 
2383), to require that not less than $5,400,000 of 
the amount appropriated to United States Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement be used to facilitate 
agreements described in section 287 (g) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act.       Pages S10083, S10091 

Lieberman Amendment No. 2407 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to provide funds for the Interoperable 
Emergency Communications Grant Program. 
                                                            Pages S10093–95, S10096–98 

By 51 yeas to 43 nays (Vote No. 280), Sanders/ 
Feingold Amendment No. 2498 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to prohibit funds made available in this 
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Act from being used to implement a rule or regula-
tion related to certain petitions for aliens to perform 
temporary labor in the United States. 
                                                            Pages S10092–93, S10098–99 

By 93 yeas to 1 nay (Vote No. 281), DeMint 
Amendment No. 2481 (to Amendment No. 2383), 
to prohibit the use of funds to remove offenses from 
the list of criminal offenses disqualifying individuals 
from receiving TWIC cards. 
                                                   Pages S10091, S10099, S10113–15 

Coburn/DeMint Amendment No. 2442 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to prohibit funding for no- 
bid earmarks.                                       Pages S10095–96, S10100 

Murray (for Kyl/Martinez) Modified Amendment 
No. 2518 (to Amendment No. 2383), to set aside 
$60,000,000 of the overall amount appropriated for 
border security, interior enforcement, and employ-
ment verification to be used for employment 
verification improvements. (Subsequently, a unani-
mous-consent agreement was reached providing that 
the amendment be further modified). 
                                                                        Pages S10100, S10105 

Salazar Modified Amendment No. 2516 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), relative to border security 
requirements for land and maritime borders of the 
United States. (Subsequently, a unanimous-consent 
agreement was reached providing that the amend-
ment be further modified).            Pages S1009192, S10100 

Murray (for Landrieu) Amendment No. 2527 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy to authorize an in-lieu contribution to the Peebles 
School.                                                                            Page S10101 

Murray (for Cochran/Lott) Amendment No. 2469 
(to Amendment No. 2383), to provide that certain 
hazard mitigation projects shall not be subject to 
any precertification requirements.                    Page S10101 

Murray Modified Amendment No. 2499 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to make funds available to 
procure commercially available technology in order 
to expand and improve the risk-based approach of 
the Department of Homeland Security to target and 
inspect cargo containers under the Secure Freight 
Initiative and the Global Trade Exchange and to 
provide an offset.                                                      Page S10101 

Murray (for Stevens) Modified Amendment No. 
2475 (to Amendment No. 2383), to develop and 
implement a Model Ports of Entry program. 
                                                                                          Page S10101 

Murray (for Lieberman) Amendment No. 2513 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require a national strat-
egy and report on closed circuit television systems. 
                                                                                  Pages S10101–02 

Murray (for Pryor) Amendment No. 2502 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to authorize the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to regulate the sale of ammo-

nium nitrate to prevent and deter the acquisition of 
ammonium nitrate by terrorists.                      Page S10102 

Murray (for Cantwell/Snowe) Amendment No. 
2514 (to Amendment No. 2383), to prevent pro-
curement of any additional major assets until com-
pletion of an Alternatives Analysis, and to prevent 
the use of funds contained in this act for procure-
ment of a third National Security Cutter until com-
pletion of an Alternatives Analysis.                Page S10102 

Murray (for Cantwell) Amendment No. 2391 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to develop a strategy and fund-
ing plan to implement the recommendations regard-
ing the 2010 Vancouver Olympic and Paralympic 
Games in the Joint Explanatory Statement of the 
Committee of Conference on H.R. 5441 (109th Con-
gress), the Department of Homeland Security Appro-
priations Act, 2007.                                                Page S10102 

Murray (for Hutchison) Amendment No. 2466 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide local officials and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security greater involve-
ment in decisions regarding the location of border 
fencing.                                                                  Pages S10102–03 

Murray (for Gregg) Amendment No. 2484 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide for greater ac-
countability in grant and contract administration. 
                                                                                          Page S10103 

Murray (for Collins) Amendment No. 2486 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require an appropriate 
amount of funding for the Office of Bombing Pre-
vention.                                                                          Page S10103 

Murray (for Byrd) Amendment No. 2497 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to establish a wild horse 
and burro adoption program at the Department of 
Homeland Security.                         Pages S10083–85, S10103 

Murray (for Martinez) Modified Amendment No. 
2404 (to Amendment No. 2383), to establish an 
international registered traveler program. 
                                                            Pages S10086–91, S10103–04 

Murray (for Akaka) Amendment No. 2478 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide for a report on 
the Performance Accountability and Standards Sys-
tem of the Transportation Security Administration. 
                                                                                          Page S10104 

Murray (for Clinton) Amendment No. 2438 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require the Comptroller 
General to conduct a study on shared border man-
agement.                                                                       Page S10105 

Murray (for Cornyn) Amendment No. 2432 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to increase the authorized 
level for the border relief grant program for 
$50,000,000 to $100,000,000.                         Page S10105 

Murray (for Sessions) Amendment No. 2451 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to conduct a study to deter-
mine whether fencing on the southern border can be 
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constructed for less than an average $3,200,000 per 
mile.                                                                        Pages S10105–06 

Murray (for Isakson) Amendment No. 2495 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to restore the credibility of 
the Federal Government by taking action to enforce 
immigration laws, to request the President to submit 
a request to Congress for supplemental appropria-
tions on immigration.                                            Page S10106 

Murray (for Boxer) Modified Amendment No. 
2500 (to Amendment No. 2383), to require United 
States Customs and Border Protection to provide in-
formation to Congress about the training of its per-
sonnel to effectively assist the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration in monitoring our Nation’s food supply. 
                                                                                          Page S10106 

Murray (for Feingold) Amendment No. 2507 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require a study on the 
implementation of the voluntary provision of emer-
gency services program.                                        Page S10106 

Murray (for Kerry/Kennedy) Amendment No. 
2477 (to Amendment No. 2383), to require the 
Government Accountability Office to report on the 
Department’s risk-based grant programs.    Page S10106 

Murray (for Obama) Amendment No. 2519 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide that none of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made available by 
this Act may be used to enter into a contract in an 
amount greater than $5 million or to award a grant 
in excess of such amount unless the prospective con-
tractor or grantee certifies in writing to the agency 
awarding the contract or grant that the contractor or 
grantee owes no past due Federal tax liability. 
                                                                                  Pages S10106–07 

Murray (for Nelson (FL)) Amendment No. 2439 
(to Amendment No. 2383), to resolve the differences 
between the Transportation Worker Identification 
Credential program administered by the Transpor-
tation Security Administration and existing State 
transportation facility access control programs. 
                                                                                          Page S10107 

Murray (for Baucus) Amendment No. 2406 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to prohibit the use of funds 
for planning, testing, piloting, or developing a na-
tional identification card.                                     Page S10107 

Murray (for Salazar/Allard) Modified Amendment 
No. 2417 (to Amendment No. 2383), to clarify that 
the preparation and implementation of community 
wildfire protection plans is a fire prevention pro-
gram.                                                                              Page S10107 

Murray (for Levin) Amendment No. 2504 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to express the sense of Con-
gress regarding the need to appropriate sufficient 
funds to increase the number of border patrol officers 
and agents protecting the northern border pursuant 
to prior authorizations.                                          Page S10107 

Murray (for Domenici/Dorgan) Modified Amend-
ment No. 2421 (to Amendment No. 2383), to au-
thorize appropriations for border and transportation 
security personnel and technology.          Pages S10107–08 

Murray (for Domenici) Amendment No. 2422 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to conduct a study to im-
prove radio communications for law enforcement of-
ficers operating along the international borders of 
the United States.                                                    Page S10108 

Murray (for Collins/Grassley) Amendment No. 
2526 (to Amendment No. 2383), to provide that 
certain funds shall be made available to the United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services for the 
fraud risk assessment relating to the H–1B program 
is submitted to Congress.                                     Page S10108 

Murray (for Graham) Modified Amendment No. 
2445 (to Amendment No. 2383), to require a report 
on interagency operational centers for port security. 
                                                                                          Page S10108 

Murray (for Dodd) Modified Amendment No. 
2465 (to Amendment No. 2383), to increase the 
amount provided for firefighter assistance, and to 
provide offsets.                                                           Page S10108 

Murray (for Lieberman) Amendment No. 2508 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide funds to mod-
ernize the National Fire Incident Reporting System 
and to encourage the presence of State and local fire 
department representatives at the National Oper-
ations Center.                                                     Pages S10108–09 

Murray (for McCaskill) Amendment No. 2509 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to mitigate the health risks 
posed by hazardous chemicals in trailers provided by 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency. 
                                                                                          Page S10109 

Murray (for Kerry/Snowe) Amendment No. 2463 
(to Amendment No. 2383), to apply basic con-
tracting laws to the Transportation Security Admin-
istration.                                                                        Page S10109 

Murray (for Menendez/Lautenberg) Amendment 
No. 2490 (to Amendment No. 2383), to provide for 
a report on regional boundaries for Urban Area Secu-
rity Initiative regions.                                            Page S10109 

Murray (for Roberts/Brownback) Amendment No. 
2521 (to Amendment No. 2383), to provide for spe-
cial rules relating to assistance concerning the 
Greensburg, Kansas tornado.                      Pages S10109–10 

Murray (for Coburn) Modified Amendment No. 
2467 (to Amendment No. 2383), to authorize the 
release of data used to determine eligibility for as-
sistance under title IV of the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act. 
                                                                                          Page S10110 

Murray (for Clinton) Modified Amendment No. 
2474 (to Amendment No. 2383), to ensure that the 
Federal Protective Service has adequate personnel. 
                                                                                  Pages S10110–13 
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Murray (for Feinstein) Modified Amendment No. 
2522 (to Amendment No. 2383), to include the Mi-
neta Transportation Institute at San Jose State Uni-
versity as a member institution if the Secretary of 
Homeland Security establishes a National Transpor-
tation Security Center of Excellence.              Page S10110 

Murray (for Coleman) Amendment No. 2524 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to provide funding for secu-
rity associated with the national party conventions. 
                                                                                          Page S10110 

Byrd/Cochran Amendment No. 2383, in the na-
ture of a substitute.                                                 Page S10058 

Rejected: 
Cochran (for Alexander) Modified Amendment 

No. 2405 (to Amendment No. 2383), to make 
$300,000,000 available for grants to States to carry 
out the REAL ID Act of 2005. (By 50 yeas to 44 
nays (Vote No. 279), Senate tabled the amendment). 
                                                                                  Pages S10078–83 

Withdrawn: 
Schumer/Hutchison Amendment No. 2448 (to 

Amendment No. 2383), to increase the domestic 
supply of nurses and physical therapists. 
                                                                                  Pages S10072–74 

Schumer Amendment No. 2416 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to evaluate identification card tech-
nologies to determine the most appropriate tech-
nology for ensuring the optimal security, efficiency, 
privacy and cost of passport cards.                  Page S10083 

Cochran (for Grassley) Amendment No. 2476 (to 
Amendment No. 2383), to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to establish reasonable regula-
tions relating to stored quantities of propane. 
                                                                                          Page S10083 

Martinez Amendment No. 2503 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to require the issuance and use of social 
security cards with biometric identifiers for the es-
tablishment of employment authorization and iden-
tity.                                                                          Pages S10085–86 

Martinez Amendment No. 2413 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to require that all funds for State and 
local programs be allocated based on risk. 
                                                                                          Page S10086 

Cochran/Byrd Amendment No. 2496 (to Amend-
ment No. 2488), to prohibit the use of funds rel-
ative to United States Customs and Border Protec-
tion.                                                                         Pages S10067–68 

Dole Amendment No. 2449 (to Amendment No. 
2383), to set aside $75,000,000 of the funds appro-
priated for training, exercise, technical assistance, 
and other programs under the heading State and 
local programs for training consistent with section 
287 (g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
                                                                                          Page S10091 

Landrieu Amendment No. 2525 (to Amendment 
No. 2383), to require regional evacuation and shel-
tering plans.                                               Pages S10096, S10101 

During consideration of this measure today, the 
Senate also took the following action: 

Chair sustained a point of order against Dorgan/ 
Conrad Amendment No. 2505 (to Amendment No. 
2468), relating to bringing Osama bin Laden and 
other leaders of al Qaeda to justice, as being in vio-
lation of Rule XVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, which prohibits legislation on an appropriation 
bill, and the amendment thus fell. 
                                                            Pages S10068–72, S10074–77 

Chair sustained a point of order against Landrieu 
Amendment No. 2468 (to Amendment No. 2383), 
to state the policy of the United States Government 
on the foremost objective of the United States in the 
Global War on Terror and in protecting the United 
States Homeland and to appropriate additional sums 
for that purpose, as being in violation of Rule XVI 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, which prohibits 
legislation on an appropriation bill, and the amend-
ment thus fell.                                                   Pages S10077–78 

Senate insisted on its amendment, requested a 
conference with the House thereon, and the Chair 
was authorized to appoint the following conferees on 
the part of the Senate: Senators Byrd, Inouye, Leahy, 
Mikulski, Kohl, Murray, Landrieu, Lautenberg, Nel-
son (NE), Cochran, Gregg, Stevens, Specter, Domen-
ici, Shelby, Craig, and Alexander.                   Page S10115 

Conference Reports: 
Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 

Commission Act–Conference Report: By 85 yeas to 
8 nays (Vote No. 284), Senate agreed to the con-
ference report to accompany H.R. 1, to provide for 
the implementation of the recommendations of the 
National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the 
United States.                                               Pages S10115–10130 

During consideration of this conference report 
today, the Senate also took the following action: 

By 26 yeas to 67 nays (Vote No. 283), rejected 
a motion to recommit to the conference, with in-
structions.                                                             Pages S10116–17 

MEASURES CONSIDERED: 
Small Business Tax Relief Act: Senate began 

consideration of the motion to proceed to consider-
ation of H.R. 976, to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide tax relief for small busi-
nesses. 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the motion to proceed to consideration of the bill, 
and, in accordance with the provisions of Rule XXII 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, and pursuant to 
the unanimous-consent agreement of July, 26, 2007, 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 02:55 Jul 28, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D26JY7.PT2 D26JYPT2ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD1064 July 26, 2007 

a vote on cloture will occur at 5:30 p.m., on Mon-
day, July 30, 2007. 

Subsequently, the motion to proceed was with-
drawn.                                                                            Page S10117 

A unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached 
providing that Senate resume consideration of the 
motion to proceed to consideration of H.R. 976, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide tax relief for small businesses, at 3:00 p.m., on 
Monday, July 30, 2007, and that the time until 
5:30 p.m. be equally divided and controlled between 
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Finance, or their designees; provided fur-
ther that at 5:30 p.m., Senate vote on the motion 
to invoke cloture on the motion to proceed to con-
sideration of the bill.                                              Page S10117 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Benjamin Eric Sasse, of Nebraska, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of Health and Human Services. 

Barry Leon Wells, of Ohio, to be Ambassador to 
the Republic of The Gambia. 

Mark M. Boulware, of Texas, to be Ambassador to 
the Islamic Republic of Mauritania.               Page S10208 

Messages from the House:                              Page S10148 

Measures Referred:                                               Page S10148 

Executive Reports of Committees:             Page S10148 

Additional Cosponsors:                             Pages S10149–51 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Page S10151–92 

Additional Statements:                              Pages S10145–47 

Amendments Submitted:                 Pages S10192–S10207 

Authorities for Committees to Meet: 
                                                                                  Pages S10207–08 

Privileges of the Floor:                                      Page S10208 

Record Votes: Seven record votes were taken today. 
(Total—284) 
                          Pages S10064, S10082, S10099, S10115, S10117 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. on 
Thursday, July 26, 2007 and adjourned at 12:29 
a.m. on Friday, July 27, 2007, until 2:00 p.m. on 
Monday, July 30, 2007. (For Senate’s program, see 
the remarks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S10208.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

NOMINATION 
Committee on the Budget: Committee concluded a hear-
ing to examine the nomination of Jim Nussle, of 

Iowa, to be Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, after the nominee, who was introduced 
by Senator Grassley and Representative Spratt, testi-
fied and answered questions in his own behalf. 

DIGITAL TELEVISION TRANSITION 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine prepara-
tion taken for the digital television transition, after 
receiving testimony from John M.R. Kneuer, Assist-
ant Secretary for Communications and Information, 
National Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration, Department of Commerce; Catherine 
Seidel, Chief, Consumer and Governmental Affairs 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commission; Nelda 
Barnett, AARP, and Nancy Zirkin, Leadership Con-
ference on Civil Rights, both of Washington, D.C.; 
and Alex Nogales, National Hispanic Media Coali-
tion, Los Angeles, California. 

RAILROAD SAFETY AND ENHANCEMENT 
ACT 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: Sub-
committee on Surface Transportation and Merchant 
Marine Infrastructure, Safety and Security concluded 
a hearing to examine a bill entitled, ‘‘Railroad Safety 
Enhancement Act’’, after receiving testimony from 
Joseph H. Boardman, Administrator, Federal Rail-
road Administration, Department of Transportation; 
Edward R. Hamberger, Association of American 
Railroads, and John P. Tolman, Brotherhood of Lo-
comotive Engineers and Trainmen, both of Wash-
ington, D.C.; and David Solow, American Public 
Transportation Association, Los Angeles, California. 

WATER BILLS 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Sub-
committee on Water and Power concluded a hearing 
to examine S. 300, to authorize appropriations for 
the Bureau of Reclamation to carry out the Lower 
Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program 
in the States of Arizona, California, and Nevada, S. 
1258, to amend the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act 
of 1978 to authorize improvements for the security 
of dams and other facilities, S. 1477, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to carry out the Jackson 
Gulch rehabilitation project in the State of Colorado, 
S. 1522, to amend the Bonneville Power Adminis-
tration portions of the Fisheries Restoration and Irri-
gation Mitigation Act of 2000 to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal years 2008 through 2014, and 
H.R. 1025, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to conduct a study to determine the feasibility of 
implementing a water supply and conservation 
project to improve water supply reliability, increase 
the capacity of water storage, and improve water 
management efficiency in the Republican River 
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Basin between Harlan County Lake in Nebraska and 
Milford Lake in Kansas, after receiving testimony 
from Senator Allard; Larry Todd, Deputy Commis-
sioner, Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the 
Interior; Perri Benemelis, Arizona Department of 
Water Resources, Phoenix; Marc Thalacker, Three 
Sisters Irrigation District, Salem, Oregon, on behalf 
of the Oregon Water Resources Congress; George 
Caan, Colorado River Commission of Nevada, Las 
Vegas, on behalf of the Colorado River Energy Dis-
tributors Association; Shannon McDaniel, South Co-
lumbia Basin Irrigation District, Pasco, Washington, 
on behalf of the National Water Resources Associa-
tion; and Gary Kennedy, Mancos Water Conservancy 
District, Mancos, Colorado. 

CALIFORNIA WAIVER 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee concluded a hearing to examine the case for 
the California waiver, receiving an update from the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and focusing on 
S. 1785, to amend the Clean Air Act to establish 
deadlines by which the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency shall issue a decision 
on whether to grant certain waivers of preemption 
under that Act, after receiving testimony from Sen-
ator Nelson (FL); and Stephen L. Johnson, Adminis-
trator, Environmental Protection Agency. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Finance: Committee ordered favorably 
reported the following: 

S. 1607, to provide for identification of mis-
aligned currency, require action to correct the mis-
alignment, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute; and 

The nominations of David H. McCormick, of 
Pennsylvania, to be an Under Secretary, and Peter B. 
McCarthy, of Wisconsin, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary, both of the Department of the Treasury. 

TREATMENT OF DETAINEES 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine extraordinary rendition, 

extraterritorial detention, and treatment of detainees, 
focusing on restoring the United States’ moral credi-
bility and strengthening diplomatic standing, after 
receiving testimony from Major General Paul D. 
Eaton, USA (Ret.), former Commanding General, 
Office of Security Transition, Baghdad, Iraq; Tom 
Malinowski, Human Rights Watch, and Daniel 
Byman, Georgetown University Center for Peace and 
Security Studies of the Edmund A. Walsh School of 
Foreign Service, both of Washington, D.C.; and 
Philip Zelikow, University of Virginia, Charlottes-
ville. 

U.N. HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on 
International Operations and Organizations, Democ-
racy and Human Rights concluded a hearing to ex-
amine the United Nations Human Rights Council, 
focusing on its shortcomings and prospects for re-
form, after receiving testimony from Kristen 
Silverberg, Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-
national Organization Affairs; Thomas O. Melia, 
Freedom House, and Brett D. Schaefer, Heritage 
Foundation Margaret Thatcher Center for Freedom, 
both of Washington, D.C.; and Peggy Hicks, 
Human Rights Watch, New York, New York. 

NOMINATION 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the nomination of Charles W. 
Grim, of Oklahoma, to be Director of the Indian 
Health Service, Department of Health and Human 
Services, after the nominee, who was introduced by 
Senator Coburn, testified and answered questions in 
his own behalf. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held 

closed hearings on intelligence matters, receiving tes-
timony from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 18 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 3184–3201; and 6 resolutions, H. 
Con. Res. 193–194; and H. Res. 575–578 were in-
troduced.                                                                 Pages H8741–42 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H8742–43 

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today. 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Welch (VT) to act as 
Speaker Pro Tempore for today.                         Page H8621 
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Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2008: The House passed 
H.R. 3093, making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Justice, and Science, and 
Related Agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, by a yea-and-nay vote of 281 yeas 
to 142 nays, Roll No. 744. Consideration of the 
measure began on Wednesday, July 25th. 
                                                                                    Pages H8625–75 

Rejected the Lewis (CA) motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Appropriations with in-
structions to report the same back to the House 
promptly with an amendment, by a recorded vote of 
209 ayes to 215 noes, Roll No. 743.      Pages H8673–75 

Agreed by unanimous consent that during further 
consideration of H.R. 3093 in the Committee of the 
Whole pursuant to the provisions of H. Res. 562, no 
further amendment to the bill will be in order ex-
cept those provided on a list at the desk.     Page H8639 

Agreed to: 
Fossella amendment that prohibits funds from 

being used to carry out the decision of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit in 
Lin, et al. v. United States Department of Justice 
rendered on July 16, 2007;                           Pages H8637–39 

Jackson-Lee (TX) amendment relating to funding 
for the Department of Justice—Office of Justice Pro-
grams—state and local law enforcement assistance; 
                                                                                    Pages H8643–44 

Jackson-Lee (TX) amendment that redirects $10 
million in funding for the Department of Justice; 
                                                                                    Pages H8644–45 

Jackson-Lee (TX) amendment that prohibits funds 
from being used in violation of Subtitle A of Title 
VIII (International Space Station Independent Safety 
Taskforce) of the NASA Authorization Act of 2005; 
                                                                                    Pages H8645–46 

King (IA) amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used to employ workers described in section 
274A(h)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act; 
                                                                                            Page H8655 

Garrett (NJ) amendment that prohibits funds 
from being used to send or otherwise pay for the at-
tendance of more than 50 employees from a Federal 
department or agency at any single conference occur-
ring outside the United States;                   Pages H8663–64 

Pence amendment that prohibits funds from being 
used to enforce the amendments made by subtitle A 
of title II of Public Law 107–155 (by a recorded 
vote of 215 ayes to 205 noes, Roll No. 737, after 
agreeing by unanimous consent to vacate the voice 
vote taken earlier in the day); and     Pages H8633, H8666 

Upton amendment (No. 41 printed in the Con-
gressional Record of July 25, 2007) that prohibits 
funds from being used to purchase light bulbs unless 
the light bulbs have the ‘‘ENERGY STAR’’ or ‘‘Fed-

eral Energy Management Program’’ designation (by 
a recorded vote of 404 ayes to 16 noes, Roll No. 
738).                                                      Pages H8646–47, H8666–67 

Rejected: 
Flake amendment that sought to prohibit funds 

from being used for meteorological equipment at 
Valparaiso University in Valparaiso, Indiana; 
                                                                                    Pages H8628–29 

Flake amendment that sought to prohibit funds 
from being used for the National Textile Centers; 
                                                                                    Pages H8629–33 

Stearns amendment (No. 1 printed in the Con-
gressional Record of July 23, 2007) that sought to 
prohibit funds from being used by the EEOC for 
litigation expenses incurred in connection with cases 
commenced after the date of the enactment of this 
Act against employers on the grounds that such em-
ployers require employees to speak English (by a re-
corded vote of 202 ayes to 212 noes, Roll No. 734); 
                                                                      Pages H8625–27, H8664 

Flake amendment that sought to prohibit funds 
from being used for the Lobster Institute at the Uni-
versity of Maine in Orono, Maine (by a recorded vote 
of 87 ayes to 328 noes, Roll No. 735); 
                                                                Pages H8627–28, H8664–65 

Flake amendment that sought to prohibit funds 
from being used for the East Coast Shellfish Re-
search Institute at the East Coast Shellfish Growers 
Association, Toms River, New Jersey (by a recorded 
vote of 77 ayes to 337 noes, Roll No. 736); 
                                                                Pages H8636–37, H8665–66 

Jordan amendment that sought to provide for a 
3.0 percent reduction in each amount appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by a provision of law (by a recorded vote of 138 
ayes to 282 noes, Roll No. 739); 
                                                                Pages H8647–50, H8667–68 

Price (GA) amendment that sought to reduce by 
$750,000,000 the total appropriations made in this 
Act (other than appropriations required to be made 
by a provision of law) (by a recorded vote of 159 
ayes to 261 noes, Roll No. 740); 
                                                                      Pages H8650–55, H8668 

Musgrave amendment that sought to reduce the 
total amount appropriated in the bill by 0.5 percent 
(by a recorded vote of 186 ayes to 235 noes, Roll 
No. 741); and                                   Pages H8655–59, H8668–69 

Campbell (CA) amendment (No. 37 printed in the 
Congressional Record of July 25, 2007) that sought 
to reduce the total amount appropriated in the bill 
by 0.05 percent (by a recorded vote of 192 ayes to 
228 noes, Roll No. 742).             Pages H865963, H8669–70 

Withdrawn: 
Nadler amendment that was offered and subse-

quently withdrawn that sought to increase funding 
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for the Jessica Gonzales Victims Assistance Program 
by $5 million;                                                      Pages H8633–34 

Inslee amendment that was offered and subse-
quently withdrawn that sought to add a new section 
relating to funding for litigation of cases involving 
the enforcement of Federal law on Tribal lands; 
                                                                                    Pages H8640–41 

Mack amendment that was offered and subse-
quently withdrawn that sought to prohibit funds 
from being used to carry out the composition and 
delivery of exigent circumstances letters, that indi-
cate that a grand jury subpoena is forthcoming 
where none has been convened or where there is no 
reasonable likelihood that one will be convened, to 
United States citizens, businesses, banks, firms or 
any other entity that retains personal identity infor-
mation about citizens; and                            Pages H8641–43 

Conaway amendment that was offered and subse-
quently withdrawn that stated the sense of the 
House that any reduction in the amount appro-
priated by this Act achieved as a result of amend-
ments adopted by the House should be dedicated to 
deficit reduction.                                                        Page H8663 

Point of Order sustained against: 
Nadler amendment that sought to prohibit funds 

from being used to enforce section 505 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act until the Department of Justice con-
ducts a full review and delivers to Congress a report 
on the use of National Security Letters to collect in-
formation on U.S. persons who are not suspected to 
be agents of a foreign power as that term is defined 
in 50 U.S.C. 1801.                                            Pages H8634–36 

H. Res. 562, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to on Wednesday, July 25th. 
Motion to Adjourn: Rejected the Whitfield motion 
to adjourn by a yea-and-nay vote of 174 yeas to 248 
nays, Roll No. 745.                                          Pages H8684–85 

Farm Bill Extension Act of 2007: The House 
began consideration of H.R. 2419, to provide for the 
continuation of agricultural programs through fiscal 
year 2012. Further consideration is expected to re-
sume Friday, July 27th.        Pages H8676–84, H8685–H8730 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Agriculture now printed in the bill and modified 
by the amendments printed in part A of H. Rept. 
110–261 shall be considered as adopted in the 
House and in the Committee of the Whole and shall 
be considered as the original bill for the purpose of 
further amendment.                                                  Page H8676 

Agreed to: 
Peterson (MN) en bloc amendment consisting of 

the following amendments printed in part B of H. 
Rept. 110–261: Lucas amendment (No. 4) that 
makes livestock producers eligible for livestock as-

sistance programs regardless of whether they had 
Noninsured Crop Disaster coverage; Hastings (FL) 
amendment (No. 8) that adds a new section for 
‘‘Pollinator Protection’’ that authorizes research fund-
ing to reduce North American pollinator decline and 
understand Colony Collapse Disorder; Arcuri amend-
ment (No. 9) that expresses the Sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of Agriculture should use existing 
authority when determining the Class I milk price 
mover to take into account the increased cost of pro-
duction; Welch (VT) amendment (No. 10) that en-
courages schools to submit plans for implementation 
to the Secretary that include locally grown foods; 
Eddie Bernice Johnson (TX) amendment (No. 14) 
that adds the additional point to Subtitle B of the 
research title that emphasis should be placed on pro-
posals that examine the efficacy of current agri-
culture policies in promoting the health and welfare 
of economically disadvantaged populations; Latham 
amendment (No. 17) that amends the Household 
Water Well System Program, which makes grants to 
non-profit organizations to finance the construction, 
refurbishing, and servicing of individually owned 
household water well systems in rural areas for indi-
viduals with low or moderate incomes; Wu amend-
ment (No. 22) that broadens the eligible universities 
by adding that universities that do work in alter-
native energy related fields are eligible for the 
biofuels from biomass internship program; Clay 
modified amendment (No. 23) that makes grants to 
eligible entities to assist in purchasing operating or-
ganic gardens or greenhouses in urban areas; Israel 
amendment (No. 24) that eliminates the sale of ran-
dom source animals for research and prohibits the 
marketing of medical devices by using live animals 
in demonstrations to market such devices; Bordallo 
amendment (No. 26) that authorizes a grants pro-
gram to assist the land grant institutions in the ter-
ritories in upgrading facilities and equipment in the 
agricultural and food sciences; Emanuel amendment 
(No. 28) directs the USDA to investigate which es-
tates have been receiving payments in the name of 
dead farmers and recoup payments made in the name 
of deceased individuals; Hodes amendment (No. 30) 
that authorizes a grant program for state and local 
communities and governments known as the Com-
munity Wood Energy Program to use low-grade 
wood biomass in community wood energy systems 
for state and locally owned businesses; and Shuler 
amendment (No. 31) that allows non-industrial pri-
vate forest lands to be eligible for emergency restora-
tion funds if the Secretary determines that insect or 
disease poses an imminent threat of loss or damage 
to those lands and                                              Pages H8723–25 

Frank (MA) amendment (No. 2 printed in part B 
of H. Rept. 110–261) that strikes five sections from 
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Title V of the bill which expand the lending author-
ity of the Farm Credit System.                   Pages H8727–30 

Rejected: 
Kind amendment (No. 1 printed in part B of H. 

Rept. 110–261) that sought to to reform the farmer 
safety net to work better for small farmers at lower 
cost, reallocate funding to nutrition, conservation, 
specialty crops and healthy foods, rural development, 
and programs that benefit socially disadvantaged 
farmers (by a recorded vote of 117 ayes to 309 noes, 
Roll No. 747).                                       Pages H8701–23, H8730 

H. Res. 574, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to by a yea-and-nay vote of 
222 yeas to 202 nays, Roll No. 746, after agreeing 
to order the previous question by voice vote. 
                                                                                            Page H8686 

Senate Messages: Messages received from the Senate 
today appear on page 8650. 
Senate Referrals: S. 1877 was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and S. 1642 and S. 1716 
were held at the desk.                                              Page H8740 

Amendments: Amendments ordered printed pursu-
ant to the rule appear on page H8744. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes 
and eleven recorded votes developed during the pro-
ceedings of today and appear on pages H8664, 
H8665, H8665–66, H8666, H8667, H8667–68, 
H8668, H8669, H8669–70, H8674–75, H8675, 
H8684–85, H8686, H8730. There were no quorum 
calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 12.a.m. 

Committee Meetings 
HABEAS CORPUS FOR DETAINEES 
Committee on Armed Services: Held a hearing on Up-
holding the Principle of Habeas Corpus for Detain-
ees. Testimony was heard from the Greg Katsas, 
Principal Deputy Associate Attorney General, De-
partment of Justice; Daniel J. Dell’Orto, Principal 
Deputy General Counsel, Department of Defense; 
Patrick Philbin, former Associate Deputy Attorney 
General, Department of Justice; LTC Stephen E. 
Abraham, USA Reserves; and public witnesses. 

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT 
Committee on Education and Labor: Subcommittee on 
Higher Education, Lifelong Learning and Competi-
tiveness held a hearing on the Workforce Investment 
Act: Ideas to Improve the Workforce Development 
System. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

MINERS PROTECTIONS LEGISLATION 
Committee on Education and Labor: Subcommittee on 
Workforce Protections held a hearing on the S-Miner 
Act (H.R. 2768) and the Miner Health Improve-
ment Enhancement Act of 2007 (H.R. 2769). Testi-
mony was heard from Kevin Stricklin, Adminis-
trator, Coal Mine Safety and Health, Mine Safety 
and Health Administration, Department of Labor; 
and public witnesses. 

CHILDREN’S HEALTH AND MEDICARE 
PROTECTION ACT (CHAMP) ACT 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Began consider-
ation of H.R. 3162, Children’s Health and Medicare 
Protection (CHAMP) Act of 2007. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Financial Services: Ordered reported, as 
amended, the following bills, H.R. 3002, Native 
American Economic Development and Infrastructure 
for Housing Act of 2007; H.R. 180, Darfur Ac-
countability and Divestment Act of 2007; and H.R. 
3121, Flood Insurance Reform and Modernization 
Act of 2007. 

The Committee began consideration of H.R 2895, 
National Affordable Housing Trust Fund Act of 
2007. 

Will continue July 31. 

MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION’S 
VANUATU IMPACT 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Asia, 
the Pacific, and the Global Environment held a hear-
ing on Is the Millennium Challenge Corporation 
Overstating Its Impact: The Case of Vanuatu. Testi-
mony was heard from David B. Gootnick, Director, 
International Affairs and Trade, GAO; and Rodney 
G. Bent, Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Millen-
nium Challenge Corporation. 

EXPORT CONTROLS 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade held a hearing 
on Export Controls: Are We Protecting Security and 
Facilitating Exports? Testimony was heard from 
Christopher A. Padilla, Assistant Secretary, Bureau of 
Industry and Security, Department of Commerce; 
Stephen D. Mull, Acting Assistant Secretary, Bureau 
of Political-Military Affairs, Department of State; 
Beth M. McCormick, Acting Director, Defense 
Technology Security Administration, Department of 
Defense; Ann Marie Calvaresi Barr, Director, Acqui-
sition and Sourcing Management, GAO; and public 
witnesses. 
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FREQUENT TRAVELER PROGRAMS 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on 
Border, Maritime and Global Counterterrorism held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Frequent Traveler Programs: Bal-
ancing Security and Commerce at our Land Borders.’’ 
Testimony was heard from Robert M. Jacksta, Exec-
utive Director, Traveler Security and Facilitation, 
Office of Field Operations, U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, Department of Homeland Security; and 
public witnesses. 

PRIVATE SECTOR INFORMATION SHARING 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on In-
telligence, Information Sharing and Terrorism Risk 
Assessment held a hearing entitled ‘‘Private Sector 
Information Sharing: What is It, Who Does It, and 
What’s working at DHS?’’ Testimony was heard 
from the following officials of the Department of 
Homeland Security: James M. Chaparro, Deputy As-
sistant Secretary, Office of Intelligence and Analysis; 
Melissa Smislova, Director, Homeland Infrastructure 
Threat and Risk Analysis Center; and R. James 
Caverly, Director, Infrastructure Partnerships Divi-
sion, Infrastructure Protection and Preparedness Di-
rectorate; and public witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—FBI 
Committee on the Judiciary: Held an oversight hearing 
on the Federal Bureau of Investigations. Testimony 
was heard from Robert S. Mueller, Director, FBI, 
Department of Justice. 

INTERNET TAX FREEDOM ACT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law held a hearing on 
the Internet Tax Freedom Act. Testimony was heard 
from Representatives Campbell of California and 
Eshoo; and public witnesses. 

HARDROCK MINING AND RECLAMATION 
ACT 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Mineral Resources held a hearing on H.R. 
2262, Hardrock Mining and Reclamation Act of 
2007. Testimony was heard from Senator Craig; 
from Henri Bisson, Deputy Director, Bureau of Land 
Management, Department of the Interior: John 
Leshy, former Solicitor General, Department of the 
Interior; Jennifer Martin, Commissioner, Game and 
Fish Commission, State of Arizona; J. P. Tangen, 
former Regional Solicitor, Alaska, Department of the 
Interior; and public witnesses. 

REFUGE ECOLOGY PROTECTION, 
ASSISTANCE, AND IMMEDIATE RESPONSE 
ACT 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Fisheries, Wildlife and Oceans approved for full 
Committee action, as amended, H.R. 767, Refuge 
Ecology Protection, Assistance, and Immediate Re-
sponse Act. 

PUBLIC LAND COMMUNITIES TRANSITION 
ASSISTANCE ACT OF 2007 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands held a hearing 
on H.R. 3058, Public Land Communities Transition 
Assistance Act of 2007. Testimony was heard from 
Representative Hooley; Mark Rey, Under Secretary, 
Natural Resources and Environment, USDA; Julie 
Jacobson, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Lands and 
Minerals Management, Department of the Interior; 
and public witnesses. 

U.S. EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT IN 
IRAQ 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: and the 
Subcommittee on National Security and Foreign Af-
fairs held a joint hearing on U.S. Embassy Construc-
tion Project in Iraq. Testimony was heard from the 
following officials of the Department of State: 
Charles E. Williams, Director, Office of Overseas 
Building Operations; William Moser, Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary, Acquisitions; Patrick Kennedy, Direc-
tor, Office of Management Policy; and Howard J. 
Krongard, Inspector General; and public witnesses 

OVERSIGHT—POSTAL SERVICE OUTLOOK 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, Postal Service and 
the District of Columbia held an oversight hearing 
on the Postal Service: Planning for the 21st Century. 
Testimony was heard from Katherine A. Siggerud, 
Director, Physical Infrastructure Issues, GAO; the 
following officials of the U.S. Postal Service: Gordon 
Milbourn, III, Assistant Inspector General, Audit, 
Office of Inspector General; William P. Galligan, 
Senior Vice President, Operations; and John Walker, 
Director, Rates, Analysis, and Planning, Postal Reg-
ulatory Commission. 

CENSUS 2019 WORKFORCE 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Information Policy, Census, and Na-
tional Archives held a hearing on 2010 Census 
Workforce. Testimony was heard from Charles Louis 
Kincannon, Director, U.S. Census Bureau, Depart-
ment of Commerce; Mathew J. Scire, Director, Stra-
tegic Issues, GAO; and public witnesses. 
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UNIVERSITY RESEARCH GLOBALIZATION 
Committee on Science and Technology: Continued hear-
ings on Globalization of R&D and Innovation, Part 
II: the University Response. Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

CONTRACT BUNDLING OVERSIGHT 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Opportunity held a hearing on Contract Bun-
dling Oversight. Testimony was heard from Calvin 
Jenkins, Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
Government Contracting and Business Development, 
SBA; from the following officials of the Department 
of Defense: LTC James Blanco, USA, Assistant to 
the Director, Office of Small Business Programs, Of-
fice of the Secretary of the Army; and Anthony R. 
Martoccia, Director, Office of Small Business Pro-
grams; Scott F. Denniston, Director, Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization, Department 
of Veterans Affairs; and public witnesses. 

GULF WAR EXPOSURES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on 
Health held a hearing on Gulf War Exposures. Tes-
timony was heard from Lawrence Deyton, M.D., 
Chief Public Health and Environmental Hazards Of-
ficer, Veterans Health Administration, Department 
of Veterans Affairs; representatives of veterans orga-
nizations; and public witnesses. 

CHILDREN’S HEALTH AND MEDICARE 
PROTECTION ACT OF 2007 
Committee on Ways and Means: Ordered reported, as 
amended, H.R. 3162, Children’s Health and Medi-
care Protection Act of 2007. 

BRIEFING—NATIONAL DRUG 
INTELLIGENCE ACT 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Met in execu-
tive session to receive a briefing on National Drug 
Intelligence Center. The Committee was briefed by 
departmental witnesses. 

BRIEFING—RUSSIA 
COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Human Intelligence, Anal-
ysis and Counterintelligence met in executive session 
to receive a briefing on Russia Counterintelligence. 
The Subcommittee was briefed by departmental wit-
nesses. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
JULY 27, 2007 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
No meetings/hearings scheduled. 

House 
Committee on Armed Services, hearing and markup of the 

following bills: H.R. 3087, To require the President, in 
coordination with the Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and other senior mili-
tary leaders, to develop and transmit to Congress a com-
prehensive strategy for the redeployment of United States 
Armed Forces in Iraq; and H.R. 3159, Ensuring Military 
Readiness Through Stability and Predictability Deploy-
ment Policy Act of 2007, 9:30 a.m., and 1 p.m., 2118 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations, hearing entitled ‘‘Credit-Based 
Insurance Scores: Are They Fair?’’ 10 a.m., 2128 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigra-
tion, Citizenship, Refugees, Border Security, and Inter-
national Law, to request Department of Homeland Secu-
rity reports on certain private bills; and to mark up the 
following bills: H.R. 1119, Purple Heart Family Equity 
Act of 2007; and H.R. September 11 Family Humani-
tarian Relief and Patriotism Act, 9 a.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, to consider the following: H.R. 
2831, Ledbetter Fair Pay Act of 2007; H.R. 986, 
Eightmile Wild and Scenic River Act; and H.R. 3161, 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2008, 11 a.m., H–313 Capitol. 
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* These figures include all measures reported, even if there was no accom-
panying report. A total of 125 reports have been filed in the Senate, a 
total of 217 reports have been filed in the House. 

Résumé of Congressional Activity 
FIRST SESSION OF THE ONE HUNDRED TENTH CONGRESS 

The first table gives a comprehensive résumé of all legislative business transacted by the Senate and House. 
The second table accounts for all nominations submitted to the Senate by the President for Senate confirmation. 

DATA ON LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITY 

January 4 through June 30, 2007 

Senate House Total 
Days in session .................................... 101 92 . . 
Time in session ................................... 747 hrs., 04′ 820 hrs., 22′ . . 
Congressional Record: 

Pages of proceedings ................... 8,756 7,435 . . 
Extensions of Remarks ................ . . 1,468 . . 

Public bills enacted into law ............... 8 31 . . 
Private bills enacted into law .............. . . . . . . 
Bills in conference ............................... . . 2 . . 
Measures passed, total ......................... 285 533 818 

Senate bills .................................. 40 14 . . 
House bills .................................. 39 237 . . 
Senate joint resolutions ............... 1 . . . . 
House joint resolutions ............... 1 1 . . 
Senate concurrent resolutions ...... 11 3 . . 
House concurrent resolutions ...... 22 49 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 171 229 . . 

Measures reported, total ...................... 213 210 423 
Senate bills .................................. 121 1 . . 
House bills .................................. 25 140 . . 
Senate joint resolutions ............... 2 . . . . 
House joint resolutions ............... . . . . . . 
Senate concurrent resolutions ...... 6 . . . . 
House concurrent resolutions ...... 3 5 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 56 64 . . 

Special reports ..................................... 12 5 . . 
Conference reports ............................... 1 2 . . 
Measures pending on calendar ............. 171 17 . . 
Measures introduced, total .................. 2,059 3,707 5,766 

Bills ............................................. 1,749 2,951 . . 
Joint resolutions .......................... 16 46 . . 
Concurrent resolutions ................ 40 181 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 262 529 . . 

Quorum calls ....................................... 3 6 . . 
Yea-and-nay votes ............................... 238 291 . . 
Recorded votes .................................... . . 309 . . 
Bills vetoed ......................................... 1 1 . . 
Vetoes overridden ................................ . . . . . . 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

January 4 through June 30, 2007 

Civilian nominations, totaling 312, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 123 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 173 
Withdrawn .................................................................................... 16 

Other Civilian nominations, totaling 2,228, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 2,222 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 6 

Air Force nominations, totaling 5,169, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 5,132 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 37 

Army nominations, totaling 1,889, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 1,814 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 75 

Navy nominations, totaling 31,996, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 958 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 1,038 

Marine Corps nominations, totaling 1,327, disposed of as follows: 

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 1,324 
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 3 

Summary 

Total nominations carried over from the First Session ........................... 0 
Total nominations received this Session ................................................ 12,921 
Total confirmed ..................................................................................... 11,573 
Total unconfirmed ................................................................................. 1,332 
Total withdrawn .................................................................................... 16 
Total returned to the White House ...................................................... 0 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

2 p.m., Monday, July 30 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Monday: After the transaction of any 
morning business (not to extend beyond 3:00 p.m.), Sen-
ate will resume consideration of the motion to proceed to 
consideration of H.R. 976, Small Business Tax Relief 
Act, and vote on the motion to invoke cloture thereon 
at 5:30 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

9 a.m., Friday, July 27 

House Chamber 

Program for Friday: Continue consideration of H.R. 
2419—Farm Bill Extension Act of 2007. 
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