
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH11888 October 23, 2007 
McKeon 
Paul 

Reyes 
Snyder 

Wilson (OH) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1458 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE ACTIONS OF 
SEPTEMBER 7, 2007, RESULTING 
IN DAMAGE TO THE VIETNAM 
VETERANS WAR MEMORIAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 680, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
FILNER) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 680. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 418, nays 0, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 989] 

YEAS—418 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 

Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 

Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 

Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 

Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—14 

Bishop (UT) 
Bonner 

Carson 
Cubin 

Feeney 
Hunter 

Jindal 
Johnson, E. B. 
McKeon 

Paul 
Reyes 
Snyder 

Wilson (OH) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes left in this vote. 

b 1505 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, due to an error, 

I failed to cast a vote on rollcall 939. Had I 
cast a vote, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll-
call 989. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1011, VIRGINIA RIDGE 
AND VALLEY ACT OF 2007 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 763 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 763 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 1011) to designate ad-
ditional National Forest System lands in the 
State of Virginia as wilderness or a wilder-
ness study area, to designate the Kimberling 
Creek Potential Wilderness Area for even-
tual incorporation in the Kimberling Creek 
Wilderness, to establish the Seng Mountain 
and Bear Creek Scenic Areas, to provide for 
the development of trail plans for the wilder-
ness areas and scenic areas, and for other 
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended, 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions of the bill, as 
amended, are waived. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Natural Resources; (2) the 
amendment printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules, if offered by Representative 
Goodlatte of Virginia or his designee, which 
shall be in order without intervention of any 
point of order (except those arising under 
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI) or demand for divi-
sion of the question, shall be considered as 
read, and shall be separately debatable for 
ten minutes equally divided and controlled 
by the proponent and an opponent; and (3) 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 1011 
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding 
the operation of the previous question, the 
Chair may postpone further consideration of 
the bill to such time as may be designated by 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 1 hour. 
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Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, for the 

purposes of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas, my friend, Mr. SESSIONS. 

All time yielded during the consider-
ation of the rule is for debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 763. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
House Resolution 763 provides for 

consideration of H.R. 1011, the Virginia 
Ridge and Valley Act of 2007, under a 
structured rule. The rule provides for 1 
hour of general debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

The rule makes in order the sub-
stitute reported by the Committee on 
Natural Resources and makes in order 
the amendment from the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE), the 
only amendment which was submitted 
to the Committee on Rules for consid-
eration on this rule. 

The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill, ex-
cept for clause 9 and 10 of rule XXI. Fi-
nally, the rule provides one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

The bill before us today, H.R. 1011, 
designates 43,000 acres as wilderness 
and nearly 12,000 acres as national sce-
nic areas in the Jefferson National For-
est in southwestern Virginia. The areas 
in the Jefferson National Forest that 
are protected by this bill are some of 
the most beautiful areas of the coun-
try. The areas offer numerous rec-
reational activities, including fishing, 
hunting, hiking, camping, canoeing, 
horseback riding and skiing. These 
areas are virtually priceless and pro-
vide much-needed opportunities for 
visitors and families to spend time in 
the great outdoors and enjoying Amer-
ica’s natural beauty. 

H.R. 1011 ensures that critical habi-
tat for bears, song birds, wild turkeys, 
brook trout, and other species, in addi-
tion to preserving countless stands of 
old growth, a 45-foot cascading water-
fall, and breathtaking scenic views 
that encompass wide areas. Preserving 
this habitat is also critical for the 
economy, as tourism is the fattest 
growing industry in the region. 

Each of these areas contained in H.R. 
1011 were either recommended as part 
of the Jefferson National Forest plan 
or have been endorsed by the relevant 
county boards of supervisors in the 
local areas. The bill has broad bipar-
tisan support from five other Rep-
resentatives from Virginia, both Vir-
ginia Senators, Governor Tim Kaine 
and four county boards of supervisors. 
Local businesses and State organiza-
tions, faith groups, the International 

Mountain Bicycling Association and 
local bear hunters also support this 
bill. 

Finally, I would like to thank Chair-
man RAHALL and Mr. BOUCHER for their 
dedication and hard work in bringing 
this legislation to the floor today so 
that we can ensure that America’s 
most treasured resources are protected 
once again for future generations. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for yielding me 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this structured rule and to a number of 
provisions included in the underlying 
provision in its current form. I oppose 
this legislation because it substitutes 
the deliberate and long-studied rec-
ommendation of well-trained Forest 
Service professionals with a purely po-
litical congressional action by desig-
nating 27,000 additional acres, which 
are land in the Forest Service today, as 
wilderness, beyond the Forest Service 
recommendation of 16,000 acres in 
southwestern Virginia’s Jefferson Na-
tional Forest. 

This means that despite having spent 
millions of congressionally appro-
priated tax dollars and investing tens 
of thousands in on-the-ground Federal 
employee hours on studying this issue, 
the Democrat leadership will simply 
override the Forest Service’s well-rea-
soned decision to force this additional 
acreage into wilderness status. This 
also, despite the fact that many of the 
areas proposed in this legislation do 
not meet the standards of the 1964 Wil-
derness Act, including roads, utility 
corridors, mountain biking areas, and a 
Federal Aviation Administration 
tower. These should not be considered 
within wilderness area, and yet, today, 
that’s exactly what is happening. 

Today’s bill makes private land-
owners to the area vulnerable to the 
Jefferson National Forest Plan ulti-
mate goal of obtaining all private 
lands within these expanded wilderness 
boundaries, including 722 total acres of 
outstanding privately held mineral 
rights. 

What is even worse is that thousands 
of acres in this proposed wilderness 
area are at high risk for wildfire and 
require mechanical thinning for proper 
fire risk mitigation. Many of these 
areas are next to the small commu-
nities that will be placed at even great-
er risk of catastrophic wild fires if this 
land is not managed properly. 

b 1515 

So even as the threat posed by 
wildfires to American communities all 
across this country is fresh on our 
minds, as we watch with great concern 
and sympathy the unbelievable damage 
these wildfires are inflicting on South-
ern California, nonetheless, the Demo-
crat leadership of this House has de-
cided that the best course of action is 
to extremely limit and outright pro-
hibit commonsense reduction activities 

across this Jefferson National Forest 
in Virginia. 

Besides the private land owners and 
homeowners adjacent to this land, 
other losers created by this legislation 
include a number of animal species 
covered by the Endangered Species 
Act, including bats and bears. Cur-
rently, several of the proposed wilder-
ness areas added by this legislation are 
professionally managed to maintain 
threatened endangered and sensitive 
species habitat. By passing the legisla-
tion under this rule, Congress will be 
preventing the Forest Service from 
using the equipment that they need to 
comply with the Endangered Species 
Act. 

This makes no sense, Mr. Speaker. It 
makes absolutely no sense why this 
new Democrat majority throws aside 
not only the expressed opportunities 
that the Forest Service have given us 
to understand proper management, but 
they will override professionals who 
have studied this and do this for a liv-
ing. 

Perhaps worst of all, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause this draconian ‘‘wilderness’’ des-
ignation prevents any road or trails 
from being improved in these areas, a 
number of our Nation’s most vulner-
able populations such as the elderly 
and disabled will be effectively pre-
vented from accessing and enjoying 
this piece of America under this bill. It 
absolutely makes no sense, Mr. Speak-
er. 

I’m sorry we’re having to be on the 
floor today to take this position, be-
cause the Republican Party is in favor 
of our national parks, is in favor of 
people utilizing our national parks, and 
we view these areas as very historic 
areas that we want to preserve and 
make right and keep them. 

Mr. Speaker, this is bad public pol-
icy. I oppose this structured rule and 
the underlying legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, an esteemed environmentalist 
and champion for our national re-
sources, the Speaker of the House, Ms. 
PELOSI. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank 
him for bringing this rule to the floor 
that will enable us to vote for this im-
portant bipartisan bill which has broad 
support, H.R. 1011, the Virginia Ridge 
and Valley Act of 2007. 

I commend our colleague, Mr. BOU-
CHER, for his persistent and relentless 
leadership on this legislation. In ad-
vancing this, Mr. BOUCHER, you have 
advanced the cause of protecting our 
existing wilderness, and all of us who 
care about the wilderness and our park 
lands are deeply in your debt. 

As we come to the floor, though, 
today, Mr. Speaker, I do want to call 
additional attention of my colleagues 
that as we gather here this afternoon, 
wildfires are raging in my home State 
of California. The President has de-
clared an emergency. I hope that it will 
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be limited to that. But the way the fire 
is raging, I’m afraid it may come to the 
point of a major disaster. The Governor 
of California, Governor Schwarzeneg-
ger, has just reported that 750 homes 
have been totally destroyed, 68,000 
homes are endangered; 250,000 acres of 
land, an area the size of the entire City 
of New York, has been devastated by 
the fire, much of it wilderness areas. 
And in addition to that, 365,000 people 
have been evacuated from their homes. 

In any consideration of what is hap-
pening there, it’s very important to sa-
lute our firefighters for their courage 
and their tireless, tireless effort to end 
this fire, which is a tough battle be-
cause of the winds and, hopefully, they 
will die down soon. It is possible that if 
the fire continues to rage, we may have 
to appeal to the President to declare 
this a major disaster and therefore 
eliminate any capping of support that 
we would have for California, and that 
would have implications, as we know, 
for other fires that may occur in our 
country. 

So this is when the American people 
look to government to step up to the 
plate and to be there for them. The 
firefighters are doing their share. The 
people are acting in a very responsible 
way in the evacuations. The local gov-
ernment is doing well, according to 
what the Governor says and, of course, 
the State of California has this as an 
emergency of the highest, highest 
order. So far they have been able to 
avail themselves of whatever is avail-
able from the Federal Government. We 
may have to expand on that if the fires 
continue to rage. 

But to those who have suffered per-
sonal losses, whether it’s the loss of a 
loved one, personal injury, loss of their 
homes and their communities, I extend 
the deepest sympathy and the fullest 
support as Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 

With that, again, I urge my col-
leagues to support Mr. BOUCHER’s bi-
partisan legislation to protect the Vir-
ginia wilderness, and in advance of any 
needs that we may have for the 
wildfires in California, inform my col-
leagues of the extent of the damage 
that we know to date and the need that 
we have for support. This compact be-
tween the people and the Federal Gov-
ernment is never called upon more 
strongly than in time of a natural dis-
aster of this kind. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia’s words about the tragedies that 
are occurring. Not only for the past few 
days, but also, as always, anytime 
there’s a wildfire, people who get in the 
way, the brave men and women of the 
National Park Service and others who 
go to help fight those fires, I know the 
Nation is at this time very focused on 
the lives and the property and the ef-
fort that is going on in California. 

With great respect, I too, join the 
gentlewoman from California for ex-
pressing our sincere appreciation for 
the firefighters who are trying to bat-

tle and save the property and the lives 
in California. 

Mr. Speaker, for perhaps the same 
reason that the gentlewoman from 
California has come down to join in 
this discussion today, perhaps with an 
opposite result, I, too, am down on the 
floor to talk about how wise manage-
ment of our natural resources, of our 
Parks Service, is important. You don’t 
have to go back really as far as Teddy 
Roosevelt to understand what Teddy 
Roosevelt saw, that this great Nation 
had the abundance of beautiful wood-
lands, hills, mountains, streams, the 
acreage included within that, the beau-
tiful animals, the birds, the fish, the 
wolves that were a part of our land-
scape. And that’s why national parks 
were created. National parks were cre-
ated with an opportunity for the Fed-
eral Government to have a chance to 
allow people to come and see this great 
country, to see the beautiful country 
that we had. 

As a young man growing up and 
scouting, I remember well the oppor-
tunity that I had to not only visit na-
tional parks, but a chance to get what 
is called the Forestry Merit Badge. And 
even back in 1965 or 1966, when I was re-
ceiving this badge, I remember, this is 
not the term that was used, best prac-
tices, but one has become used as a 
term of best practice and that is, wise 
management of our forests to not only 
sustain them, but to protect them, and 
to protect the animals and all that 
lives and counts on that forest sur-
viving. We’ve learned these wise man-
agement techniques, not just in scout-
ing to get the Forestry Merit Badge, 
but we have learned them through the 
years. We’ve learned that sometimes 
unwise management and doing things 
to our park system, in fact, caused 
more damage than it did good. 

I remember back with the fires that 
we had in Yellowstone, how the Na-
tional Park Service said just let it 
burn, it is a fire created by an act of 
God. But they really, as a result of 
that, learned that they had to learn a 
better practice to save millions of 
acres and millions of animals that 
could be destroyed. 

Well, part of that best practice is 
what the National Park Service is at-
tempting to do right now and has been 
attempting to do in this national park 
today. It is against their recommenda-
tion that politically we override the 
best practices, the best thoughts and 
ideas that people have who manage our 
park system, who do see the balance, 
who are there every day with the care-
ful consideration. 

By designating this area, an exten-
sive amount of area, as wilderness, it 
means that arbitrarily, we’re taking 
something that would never qualify 
under the intended statutes and add it 
in. I think this is unwise. This is how 
you do have problems. This is how you 
do have fires that burn out of control 
when you’re not able to come in and 
protect the forest properly as a result 
of this designation. This is how you 

have problems when you’re not able to 
take care of the endangered species 
that are in there and properly protect 
them, because it will have that wilder-
ness designation. 

And so with great respect for the 
same purpose that the gentlewoman 
from California came to notify us and 
to remember what America’s paying 
attention to today, the wildfires in 
California, I would say we need that 
same sort of vision to avoid what could 
be in the time of drought or in the time 
of misdeed because of perhaps a light-
ning storm, something that’s an unin-
tended consequence, and that is to take 
this area and to move it into wilder-
ness means that it will not receive or 
be able to receive the same kind of reg-
ular work that happens to protect 
these wilderness areas and national 
parks from destruction of a fire. I 
think it’s a bad idea. 

I think it’s also a bad idea any time 
politicians in Washington, D.C. for po-
litical purposes decide to overrule com-
mon sense. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would 
like to yield 5 minutes to the ranking 
member of the Rules Committee, the 
gentleman from San Dimas, California 
(Mr. DREIER). 

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Dallas for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to the well for 
the exact same reason that our Cali-
fornia colleague, the distinguished 
Speaker of the House, Ms. PELOSI, has 
taken time, and that is to talk about 
what many have described as probably 
the worst fire that has ever hit South-
ern California. 

I was just talking to the dean of our 
delegation, Mr. LEWIS, who is going to 
be returning to California. I know a 
number of our colleagues have gone 
now. He represents the Lake Arrow-
head area where Governor 
Schwarzenegger and other elected offi-
cials are looking at this situation. 

As the Speaker pointed out, 365,000 
people have been evacuated from their 
homes, and literally hundreds of thou-
sands of acres have been burned. And 
Mr. LEWIS just reminded me that one 
of the things that we can be extraor-
dinarily grateful for is that we have 
been able to learn from previous fires 
how to deal with this. For example, 
we’ve had an increase in the number of 
what are known as the Mobile Airborne 
Firefighting System aircraft, the 
MAFS, which are going to be coming 
from other States. And we, as Califor-
nians, are very grateful for the fact 
that other States are working with us 
to deal with California’s challenge in 
this time of need. 

There are other environmental issues 
with which we’ve had to contend, the 
bark beetle that Mr. LEWIS just men-
tioned, and making sure that we are 
able to go in and clean up areas which 
create the potential for fire. And so 
we’ve learned a lot from the horrible 
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circumstances that we have faced in 
the past. And I’m convinced, Mr. 
Speaker that we will, in fact, learn 
from this tragedy as well. 

Our thoughts and prayers are with 
those who have lost their homes. And if 
there is any kind of silver lining, when 
you think about the fact that 365,000 
people have been evacuated, hundreds 
of thousands of acres, countless struc-
tures in the hundreds have been oblit-
erated, and yet the report now is that 
there is only one loss of life. And obvi-
ously there are a number of firefighters 
who have been injured. According to a 
report I just saw on the television, an-
other 25 individuals have been injured, 
and our thoughts and prayers are with 
them. But we are very grateful for 
those who have stepped up. 

b 1530 

Governor Schwarzenegger just, Mr. 
Speaker, talked about the fact that at 
this time of need, calling on those in 
the grocer industry and a wide range of 
others coming in and providing water, 
diapers, baby formula, other foodstuffs 
that are necessary for those who have 
been evacuated and those who are en-
gaged in firefighting is something that 
has really been remarkable, as our 
Governor just said. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I have to tell you 
that one of the things that I have been 
struck with is that, while some people 
try to make things like this partisan, 
we are coming together as a State dele-
gation to deal with this. As I said, a 
number of our colleagues have already 
gone to California. I know some mem-
bers of the San Diego delegation, be-
cause that area has been hit particu-
larly hard, have already gone. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would simply like 
to express my appreciation to those 
who are on the front lines and to say, 
as our Governor has, again, we have all 
come together to try to provide assist-
ance, and the one thing we need to do 
now is pray for an improvement in 
both the wind and create the potential 
for some rain, if that’s at all possible, 
to help provide some kind of relief, and 
to again state that at this time of dis-
aster we want every level of govern-
ment as well as individuals to continue 
to work together, and I am convinced 
that we will be able to. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to say that I share the comments 
of our prior speakers. Both the Speaker 
of the House and the gentleman from 
California spoke eloquently about the 
disasters that are happening in our 
home State. It is certainly a time of 
great need and a great need for us to 
come together to figure out how we 
proceed from here to battle this rage. 

I see Mr. LEWIS in the audience, and 
I have been to his district at a hearing 
about this very topic, and I know the 
serious nature of some of the forest 
management issues that are around his 
district and we have discussed it on nu-
merous occasions. And our sympathies 
are with you and those of your con-
stituents, Mr. LEWIS. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleague Mr. CARDOZA 
from California for yielding. 

I also want to express solidarity with 
the concerns and expressions of sym-
pathy expressed by the Speaker for the 
residents of California who are so af-
flicted by this terribly uncontrollable 
act of nature. I know the entire Con-
gress, if they had the opportunity, 
would want to stand up and speak out 
on behalf of those very same senti-
ments. 

We hope they can get that fire under 
control and that the people that have 
been displaced are able to find other 
housing and some safety. It’s certainly 
one of the worst natural disasters. 
None of us can imagine what it would 
be like to be in the line of fire. 

Mr. Speaker, my primary purpose for 
rising today is to express support for 
the legislation that has been intro-
duced by my good friend and Virginia 
colleague Congressman RICK BOUCHER. 
It’s an extraordinary proposal for what 
it accomplishes in the way of conserva-
tion and wilderness protection but also 
for the collaborative effort it rep-
resents to bring different public land 
uses together to the table and craft a 
proposal that almost everybody can 
and does support. In fact, Republican 
Senator JOHN WARNER, the dean of our 
delegation, has sponsored it over on 
the Senate side. 

The Virginia Ridge and Valley Act 
will protect nearly 43,000 acres of the 
Jefferson National Forest in south-
western Virginia as wilderness or wil-
derness study areas and another 12,000 
acres as scenic areas. 

Today, wilderness designations are 
often very controversial. That’s be-
cause our public lands are visited more 
frequently by a much more diverse and 
engaged public, a public that now holds 
very different views oftentimes and ex-
pectations on how the public land 
should be used. As a result, we have 
seen fewer and fewer wilderness des-
ignations work their way through Con-
gress. That’s unfortunate because sav-
ing some of our last pristine public 
lands from resource extraction is an 
obligation and should, in fact, be a leg-
acy we can pass on to future genera-
tions. 

My colleague from Virginia, however, 
is a very persistent colleague. And the 
time that he and the conservation com-
munity have invested to find middle 
ground and build a consensus to sup-
port this legislation is a model that 
other conservation groups around the 
country should look to to enact wilder-
ness legislation. It can be done, but it 
takes that kind of commitment, per-
sistent dedication that Mr. BOUCHER 
has shown. 

This legislation will protect the sce-
nic and undisturbed character of pris-
tine areas of the Jefferson National 
Forest. 

Now, while all terrain and four- 
wheel-drive vehicles are prohibited in 

the wilderness areas, recreational ac-
tivities such as hunting, fishing, camp-
ing, canoeing, kayaking, swimming, 
picnicking, backpacking, bird watch-
ing, horseback riding, cross-country 
skiing, snowshoeing, spelunking, rock 
climbing, and so many other outdoor 
activities are allowed and, in fact, en-
couraged. So it is not that the public 
can’t be fully and actively engaged in 
enjoying this land. But motorized traf-
fic will be permitted only in certain 
circumstances in the 12,000 acres that 
have been designated as national scenic 
areas. 

This legislation, though, will protect 
the recreational, historic, and natural 
resources in the delineated areas in a 
manner that is generally similar to the 
protections wilderness status affords. 
By finding consensus, this bill has won 
the endorsement of all the local gov-
ernments and the counties that it 
would affect. It is supported by a broad 
array of businesses and chambers of 
commerce and enjoys broad support 
from conservation organizations. 

So I encourage all of my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to support 
this bill. It’s a fine bill, and I congratu-
late Mr. BOUCHER for bringing it for-
ward. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, as the 
entire country is focused upon Cali-
fornia fires, the disasters that are oc-
curring and the heroic efforts of the 
firefighters, the people who live in 
California are working together, com-
munity activities, the entire country 
has been called into action. And I’m 
sure every single one of us, as not only 
Members of Congress but just as proud 
Americans, want to respond in a way 
that is appropriate. 

The gentleman who represents a vast 
area that is included within those 
wildfires is with us now. He’s the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS). I 
would like to yield him 10 minutes at 
this time. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I very much appreciate my col-
league’s yielding me the time. 

I will not use anywhere near 10 min-
utes. But let me say that my col-
leagues have already expressed their 
support for the phenomenal work that 
has taken place over the recent years 
as we have learned from past tragedies 
like this. The law enforcement offi-
cials, local government, the State peo-
ple with the Forestry Service in Cali-
fornia, and the U.S. Forestry Service 
have been truly phenomenal. We have 
learned an awful lot. But I would men-
tion two things. 

The first is that in terms of man-
aging our forests, we usually find our 
way very quickly to develop those dol-
lars that are necessary following a fire 
to respond to the immediate tragedy. 
Those dollars seem to flow almost upon 
our call. The dollars that, on the other 
hand, are much more difficult are those 
that involve managing the forest long 
term. It is so important that we recog-
nize that the U.S. Forestry Service 
does all that they can, but they know 
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full well that the great difficulty of 
getting the money for managing that 
which makes up the ground fire that 
can destroy a forest, literally can oblit-
erate this territory when we are look-
ing, must be a part of our Federal re-
sponsibility. 

There is little doubt that we will 
overcome this tragedy. Hundreds and 
hundreds of homes lost in my own dis-
trict in and around Lake Arrowhead, 
California, tragedies for each of those 
families. But I would say beyond re-
membering that we must find the 
money for managing the forests. We 
also should talk to our constituents 
about the fact that when faced with a 
fire tragedy, the first thing that all of 
our people should do is to respond to 
those warnings that suggest, when they 
are called to evacuate, to evacuate. 
One life lost is too many, and the dan-
ger of attempting to overcome a fire 
near your home, indeed, is a critical 
decision. I would urge all of our citi-
zens who are faced with this difficulty 
to respond to those calls for evacu-
ation. 

With that, I appreciate very much 
my colleagues’ response to our tragedy 
and I appreciate very much their help. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just wish to again give my deepest 
condolences to the folks who have lost 
their property in your district, Mr. 
LEWIS. As you have said, we have trav-
eled there and had hearings, and, 
frankly, with all the dry timber that 
was left behind there, we were fearful 
that that would have happened a cou-
ple of years ago, and I understand it’s 
happening as we speak. And hopefully 
we will not lose any more lives. And 
our hopes and prayers are with the peo-
ple that habitat that region in and 
around Lake Arrowhead. 

With regard to the bill at hand, H.R. 
1011, I would just like to say, as has 
been said before, that this measure is 
supported by the members of the Vir-
ginia delegation. We will be offering, 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE), the only amendment that 
was proposed under this rule. It’s sup-
ported by all the local boards of super-
visors as well as Senator WARNER, Gov-
ernor Kaine. 

And, in fact, we have listened to the 
community. And Mr. SESSIONS is right. 
The local officials and local commu-
nity leaders, citizens of a region should 
be consulted when we designate one of 
these wilderness areas. And, in fact, 
this bill does incorporate those sugges-
tions and comments of the local com-
munity. They desire this wilderness 
designation for their area. And it is 
truly going to be a national treasure. 
It already is, and it will be preserved 
for our children and for their children. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
close at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be asking Mem-
bers to oppose the previous question so 

that I may amend the rule to have 
Speaker PELOSI, in consultation with 
Republican Leader BOEHNER, imme-
diately appoint conferees to H.R. 2642, 
the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations bill for 
2008. 

Yesterday a number of news publica-
tions, including Roll Call, reported 
that the Democrat leadership intends 
to hold off sending appropriations bills 
to President Bush so that they can use 
an upcoming anticipated veto of the 
Labor-HHS appropriations bill to serve 
as ‘‘an extension of their successful 
public relations campaign on the State 
Children’s Health Insurance Program.’’ 

While the Democrat leadership plays 
politics on this issue, however, our Na-
tion’s veterans are paying the price. 
For every day that the Democrats 
allow the veterans funding bill to lan-
guish without conferees for their own 
political agenda, our Nation’s veterans 
lose $18.5 million, which could be used 
for veterans health care, veterans 
housing, and other important support 
activities for veterans and their fami-
lies. 

I would like to repeat that. Every 
single day there is $18.5 million that is 
lost for our veterans and their families. 

On October 18, the American Legion 
National Commander Marty J. 
Conaster, five national vice com-
manders, and all 55 Legion National 
Executive Committee members sent 
Speaker PELOSI a letter pleading with 
her to put partisanship aside and pro-
vide this funding now for our veterans 
and troops. 

b 1545 

At this time, I will insert this letter 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
Indianapolis, IN, October 18, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Today ends the Fall 
meeting of The American Legion’s National 
Executive Committee, at The American Le-
gion’s National Headquarters in Indianap-
olis, Indiana. The National Executive Com-
mittee consists of an elected leader from 
each of The American Legion’s 55 Depart-
ments (50 States, the District of Columbia 
and four foreign countries). In accordance 
with The American Legion’s National Con-
stitution and By-laws, the National Execu-
tive Committee serves as The American Le-
gion’s governing body. 

The National Commander Marty Conatser 
briefed The National Executive Committee 
on an array of issues to include the status of 
the VA budget for FY 2008. The fiscal activi-
ties of the 110th Congress—the FY 2007 Con-
tinuing Resolution, the Budget Resolution 
for FY 2008, and the passage of the Military 
Construction, Veterans’ Affairs and Related 
Agencies Appropriations for FY 2008 were re-
viewed. 

However, in trying to grasp why such a bi-
partisan bill, which passed overwhelmingly 
in both chambers, still hasn’t moved in over 
a month is rather difficult, especially since 
the President has already said he would not 
veto the bill, even though it exceeds his rec-
ommendations. Understanding why the ap-
propriations process has come to a complete 
halt is difficult. What is preventing the ap-

pointment of conferees, the Conference Com-
mittee, or passage of a Conference Report? 

We are now in the new fiscal year with no 
idea when the Mil Con-VA appropriations 
will be passed. If history repeats itself, this 
standoff may last well into the second quar-
ter of the fiscal year. This uncertainty is dis-
turbing to not only The American Legion 
and other veterans’ and military service or-
ganizations, but to every veteran who is de-
pendent on VA for timely access to quality 
health care, earned benefits, and other serv-
ices provided by a grateful nation. 

Madam Speaker, the newest generation of 
wartime veterans are reporting to VA med-
ical facilities every day as troops are return-
ing from deployments to Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Some will be determined to be service- 
connected disabled because of medical condi-
tions incurred or aggravated while on active- 
duty. Others may very well have invisible 
scars that need attention as soon as possible. 
As VA welcomes new patients, the existing 
patient population cannot be ignored nor 
should their health care be rationed due to 
limited available resources. There are vet-
erans dependent on VA as their life-support 
system. 

The American Legion represents 2.6 mil-
lion wartime veterans, but also speaks for 
the 24 million veterans of the United States 
Armed Forces and their families. 

Please continue the appropriations proc-
ess—name conferees, convene the Conference 
Committee, and pass the Conference Report. 

Sincerely, 
Marty Conatser, National Commander; 

Thomas L. Burns, Jr. (DE), National 
Vice Commander; Randall A. Fisher 
(KY), National Vice Commander; David 
A. Korth (WI), National Vice Com-
mander; James L. Van Horn (AK), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman; Ross 
Rogers (AK), National Executive Com-
mitteeman; Peggy G. Dettori (AK), Na-
tional Vice Commander; Donald Hay-
den (MN), National Vice Commander; 
Floyd W. Turner (AL), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Julius Maklary 
(AZ), National Executive Committee-
man; James W. Hackney (CA), National 
Executive Committeeman. 

Jeff Luginbuel (CO), National Executive 
Committeeman; John J. Jackson (DE), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Robert J. Proctor (FL), National Exec-
utive Committeeman; Ray Hendrix 
(GA), National Executive Committee-
man; Cleve Rice (ID), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; W. Darrell Hansel 
(IN), National Executive Committee-
man; David O. Warnken (KS), National 
Executive Committeeman; Charles D. 
Aucoin (LA), National Executive Com-
mitteeman; Dr. Gordon B. Browning 
(MD), National Executive Committee-
man; Richard W. Anderson (CT), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman; Paul 
H. lll, for Walter W. Norris (DC), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
William E. Marshall (France), National 
Executive Committeeman; Andrew W. 
Johnson (HI), National Executive Com-
mitteeman; Kenneth J. Trumbull (IL), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Michael E. Wanser (IA), National Exec-
utive Committeeman; Randall Coffman 
(KY), National Executive Committee-
man; Robert A. Owen (ME), National 
Executive Committeeman; James F. 
Army (MA), National Executive Com-
mitteeman. 

John E. Hayes (Mexico), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Virgil V. Persing 
(MN), National Executive Committee-
man; David N. Voyles (MO), National 
Executive Committeeman; Michael J. 
Landkamer (NE), National Executive 
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Committeeman; John E. Neylon (NH), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Bruce Jorgensen (NM), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Jerry L. Hedrick 
(NC), National Executive Committee-
man; Carl W. Swisher (OH), National 
Executive Committeeman; Charles E. 
Schmidt (OR), National Executive 
Committeeman; Gerald N. Dennis (MI), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Charles E. Langley (MS), National Ex-
ecutive Committeeman; Bob O. Beals 
(MT), National Executive Committee-
man; Ron Gutzman (NV), National Ex-
ecutive Committeeman; William A. 
Rakestraw, Jr. (NJ), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Paul Mitras (NY), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Curtis O. Twete (ND), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Bobby J. 
Longenbaugh (OK), National Executive 
Committeeman; Alfred Pirolli (PA), 
National Executive Committeeman. 

William J. Kelly (Philippines), National 
Executive Committeeman; Ernest 
Gerundio (RI), National Executive 
Committeeman; Paul A. Evenson (SD), 
National Executive Committeeman; 
Ronald G. Cherry (TX), National Exec-
utive Committeeman; Leslie V. Howe 
(VT), National Executive Committee-
man; William F. Schrier (WA), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman; Ar-
thur D. Herbison (WI), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Carlos Orria-Me-
dina (PR), National Executive Com-
mitteeman; Billy W. Bell (SC), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman; Jen-
nings B. Loring (TN), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; William E. 
Christoffersen (UT), National Execu-
tive Committeeman; Rob R. Gordon, 
Jr. (VA), National Executive Com-
mitteeman; William W. Kile (WV), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman; ——— 
———, for Irvin A. Quick (WY), Na-
tional Executive Committeeman. 

On the same day, the commander in 
chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
George Lisicki, also asked Speaker 
PELOSI and the Democrat leadership to 
put partisanship aside for the benefit of 
our Nation’s veterans and troops. 
These pleas from the American Legion 
and the VFW follow on the heels of re-
quests from Republican Members to 
both Speaker PELOSI and Democrat 
Senate Majority Leader HARRY REID on 
September 17 and October 4 urging 
them to begin conference work on the 
Veterans Appropriations bills. Unfortu-
nately, it appears as though all these 
commonsense requests have fallen on 
deaf ears, and our Nation’s veterans 
are being forced to pay the price for 
continued Democrat partisanship and 
lack of leadership on this issue. 

At this time, I will insert into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD these two let-
ters so that everyone watching today’s 
debate across the country can see the 
efforts that have been made by the Re-
publican Party to end this impasse on 
an important issue of providing ade-
quate funding for those who have sac-
rificed so much on behalf of our coun-
try. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, September 17, 2007. 

OFFICE OF THE SPEAKER 
U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAKER: We write to urge you in 
the strongest possible terms to reach a 

prompt agreement on the conference report 
on the FY2008 Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs Appropriations Act (H.R. 
2642). Few issues are more important than 
adequate funding for our nation’s veterans. 
The leadership in the House cannot allow 
this critically important funding to fall vic-
tim to the usual partisan wrangling which 
occurs all too often in Washington. 

Veterans should not be used as tools for 
political bargaining and gamesmanship. 
Both the House and Senate passed the FY08 
MilCon-Veterans appropriations with over-
whelming majorities because our commit-
ment to veterans rises above partisan squab-
bling. Tragedies such as the recent revela-
tions at Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
must never be repeated. The findings of in-
sufficient care at Walter Reed and other fa-
cilities should be seen by Congress as a man-
date to finish the work and live up to the 
promises we have made to our veterans. 

After decades of flat funding, total VA 
budget rose from $48 billion in FY 2001 to ap-
proximately $70 billion in FY 2006, a 46 per-
cent increase. This year, the House voted to 
increase funding by $6 billion dollars over 
FY07, one of the largest in the 77 year his-
tory of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Both the Senate and House versions received 
overwhelming majority support passing by a 
vote of 409–2 in the House and 92–1 in the 
Senate. 

Earlier in the year, the new Majority 
agreed they would continue the trend of sig-
nificant increases in veterans funding begun 
by the Republican Congress. We ask you to 
honor that agreement and see that the com-
mitment we made to our veterans is hon-
ored. 

We must never forget the sacrifice of our 
veterans. As members of Congress, we have a 
solemn obligation to fulfill our promises to 
them. We ask for you to look past the 
heightened partisanship of our times and 
unite us on this issue by making it a first 
priority to quickly bring a stand alone Vet-
erans appropriations bill through conference 
so the Congress may present the President 
with a bill by October 1, 2007. 

We stand ready to assist you in reaching 
this goal. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, October 4, 2007. 

OFFICE OF THE SENATE MAJORITY LEADER, 
U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER REID: We write 
today to ask you to keep the Senate in ses-
sion the week of October 8, to help pass this 
year’s veterans appropriations. Now that we 
are already into the new fiscal year, it is im-
perative that the House and Senate reach a 
prompt agreement on the conference report 
on the FY2008 Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs Appropriations Act (H.R. 
2642). 

It is unfortunate the Senate has been un-
able to act upon many of its Constitu-
tionally mandated appropriations bills. 
While the House continues to wait upon the 
Senate to complete its work, we call upon 
you to quickly move veterans appropriations 
through conference so a final version of the 
bill may be passed and presented to the 
President. We believe that veterans issues 
rise above the partisan divisions of Wash-
ington which is evident by the passage of the 
FY08 MilCon-Veterans appropriations with 
overwhelming majorities in both Houses, 
501–3 combined. 

The Senate cannot allow this critically im-
portant funding to continue to fall victim to 
the usual partisan wrangling which occurs 
all too often in Washington. If tragedies such 
as the recent revelations at Walter Reed 
Army Medical Center are to be diverted in 

the future, we must pass veterans funding 
now. From FY 2001 the total VA budget rose 
from $48 billion to approximately $70 billion 
in FY 2006, a 46 percent increase. This year, 
the House voted to increase funding by $6 
billion dollars over FY07, one of the largest 
in the 77 year history of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. Because we have asked so 
much of our brave men and women in uni-
form during the War on Terror we must up-
hold our commitment to veterans upon their 
return home. 

Earlier in the year, the new Majority 
agreed they would continue the trend of sig-
nificant increases in veterans funding begun 
by the Republican Congress. We ask you to 
honor that agreement and see the commit-
ment we made to our veterans is upheld. 

We must never forget the sacrifice of our 
veterans. As members of Congress, we have a 
solemn obligation to fulfill our promises to 
them. We ask you to look past the height-
ened partisanship of our times and unite us 
on this issue by making it a first priority to 
bring a stand-alone veterans appropriations 
bill through conference so the Congress may 
present the President with a bill no later 
than October 12, 2007. 

Mr. Speaker, I will ask all of my col-
leagues to support this motion to de-
feat the previous question so that we 
can put partisanship aside and move 
this important legislation forward. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
vote for each of the Members of Con-
gress to decide whether we are going to 
move forward for the best interest of 
our military and veterans, or whether 
we are going to play partisan politics. 

I ask unanimous consent to insert 
the text of the amendment and extra-
neous material in the RECORD just 
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume to 
close. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to start by say-
ing that I couldn’t disagree more with 
the gentleman’s last comments. What I 
heard just does not even make any 
sense to me, having spent the last 5 
years of my life sitting here watching 
this House debate veterans issues. 

The first 4 years that I was here, we 
saw the Republican Congress that was 
in power at that time refuse to take up 
a number of measures that were 
brought forward by the Democratic mi-
nority at that time. In fact, there were 
several discharge petitions that laid 
languishing at that desk for weeks and 
weeks on end until they finally died at 
the end of the session because they 
never got the attention of the Repub-
lican majority at that time. In fact, 
this year, since we have taken back the 
House and we have become a Demo-
cratic majority, we have been cham-
pions of veterans issues. And to say 
that they want to now lay letters upon 
the table that they’re demanding of the 
Speaker’s attention, we have been put-
ting attention on this issue for a num-
ber of years. And not only are we tak-
ing care of our veterans now for the 
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first time in 12 years, but we are tak-
ing care of it in a way that would sur-
prise them. And our Nation’s veterans 
are very grateful that we are finally 
giving them the respect they deserve. 

And I will tell you that this House, 
by a vote of 409–2, passed the Veterans 
appropriations bill. And, yes, we do 
need to go to conference; but we will do 
that when the conferees are appointed 
in the Senate, when it is appropriate to 
do it. We have passed, this year, an ad-
ditional appropriation of $3.4 billion to 
take care of our Nation’s veterans. We 
will, in fact, make sure that all the 
veterans are taken care of. In fact, on 
November 11 of this year we will cele-
brate tremendous respect for our Na-
tion’s veterans and will, in fact, do ev-
erything that we have promised to do, 
and more. 

We just saw today three bills taken 
up by the Veterans’ Committee to, in 
fact, take care of the needs of our Na-
tion’s veterans. And I am highly of-
fended by the insinuation that we are 
in some way acting in a partisan way 
not to take care of our Nation’s vet-
erans. 

Mr. Speaker, with regard to H.R. 
1011, this bill is, in fact, an important 
bill to protect the natural resources of 
the State of Virginia, a vital area for 
our country. Mr. BOUCHER and the dele-
gation from Virginia have done a fabu-
lous job in crafting this proposal. It is 
a bill that preserves tens of thousands 
of acres of pristine wilderness in Jeffer-
son National Forest. It is necessary 
that these beautiful, natural land-
scapes remain protected and untouched 
so that they may be enjoyed by our 
children and our grandchildren for 
years to come. It deserves the strong 
support of all the Members on the floor 
today. 

That is the bill that we will be mov-
ing the previous question on. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the 
rule and on the previous question. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. SESSIONS is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 763 OFFERED BY MR. 

SESSIONS OF TEXAS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 3. The House disagrees to the Senate 
amendment to the bill, H.R. 2642, making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes, and 
agrees to the conference requested by the 
Senate thereon. The Speaker shall appoint 
conferees immediately, but may declare a re-
cess under clause 12(a) of rule I for the pur-
pose of consulting the Minority Leader prior 
to such appointment. The motion to instruct 
conferees otherwise in order pending the ap-
pointment of conferees instead shall be in 
order only at a time designated by the 
Speaker in the legislative schedule within 
two additional legislative days after adop-
tion of this resolution. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald who had asked the gentleman to yield 
to him for an amendment, is entitled to the 
first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information from 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1483, CELEBRATING 
AMERICA’S HERITAGE ACT 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 765 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 765 
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 

resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 1483) to amend the 
Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Manage-
ment Act of 1996 to extend the authorization 
for certain national heritage areas, and for 
other purposes. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
The amendment in the nature of a substitute 
recommended by the Committee on Natural 
Resources now printed in the bill, modified 
by the amendment printed in the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution, shall be considered as adopted. 
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against provisions of 
the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill, as amended, to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Resources; 
and (2) one motion to recommit with or 
without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 1483 
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding 
the operation of the previous question, the 
Chair may postpone further consideration of 
the bill to such time as may be designated by 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS). All 
time yielded during consideration of 
the rule is for debate only. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. I also ask unanimous consent 
that all Members be given 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on House Resolution 765. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, House 

Resolution 765 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 1483, the Celebrating 
America’s Heritage Act. The rule pro-
vides 1 hour of general debate con-
trolled by the Committee on Natural 
Resources and makes in order the sub-
stitute reported by the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

The rule also contains a self-exe-
cuting provision to the base text con-
sisting of a technical correction that 
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