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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BAIRD).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 17, 2007.

I hereby appoint the Honorable BRIAN
BAIRD to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 30 minutes and each Mem-
ber, other than the majority and mi-
nority leaders and the minority whip,
limited to 5 minutes.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 31
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

———
O 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CARDOZA) at noon.

Wednesday, January 2, 2008.
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————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Above the cold winds is a clear blue
sky. Behind a flurry of activity is the
conviction we are entering a holy sea-
son.

Lord God, as Congress resumes major
responsibilities today, we mourn the
passing of a dear colleague, strong wit-
ness of perseverance in suffering and
advocate for the poor and the home-
less, the Honorable JULIA CARSON.

Her sweet manner always shown
through her raspy voice and determina-
tion. Her smile born out of sincerity
and faith encouraged others when there
was only a smidgen of hope.

God of all consolation, reward her
public service, and be close to all who
grieve the loss of her presence.

As all prepare to celebrate the ap-
proaching feast of heaven and Earth,
we know many will greet her with
shouts of triumph and thanksgiving. In
Your kingdom, You will invite her to
take her place where Rosa Parks has
reserved for her a seat.

May she rest in peace. Amen.

——————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxxX) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. FOXX led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF FOOD LION SUPER-
MARKETS

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Food Lion, a North Carolina
business success story, for 50 years of
doing business the right way.

Food Lion, founded in Salisbury,
North Carolina, in 1957, today boasts a
chain of 1,300 supermarkets spread
throughout the Southeast and mid-At-
lantic States.

Food Lion’s 73,000 employees serve
more than 10 million customers every
week and embody the ethic that great
service in local communities is a for-
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mula for a successful and profitable
business.

This company has shown a true com-
mitment to its employees by offering
employees a working environment that
focuses not just on good wages, but
also integrates working conditions and
profit-sharing arrangements that are
some of the best in the retail business.

And Food Lion’s business model
doesn’t stop at the bottom line or with
treating employees right. Food Lion
gives back every year to many commu-
nity organizations and charitable
causes, including the Children’s Mir-
acle Network, America’s Second Har-
vest Food Banks, Easter Seals, the
United Way, the American Red Cross,
and local schools.

Food Lion represents the type of
company that helps make North Caro-
lina and America great. I applaud their
50 years of service to hundreds of com-
munities and wish them many more
years of success.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that, in light of
the passing of the gentlewoman from
Indiana (Ms. CARSON), the whole num-
ber of the House is 433.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker
signed the following enrolled joint res-
olution on Thursday, December 13,
2007:

H.J. Res. 69, making further con-
tinuing appropriations for the fiscal
year 2008, and for other purposes.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 14, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, The Capitol, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 14, 2007, at 2:13 p.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 2338.

That the Senate agreed to the amendments
of the House to the Text and Title of the bill
S. 597.

That the Senate agreed to the Conference
Report accompanying the bill H.R. 1585.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 269.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 14, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, The Capitol, House of Representatives
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 14, 2007, at 6:13 p.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 2488.

That the Senate passed S. 2400.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3648.

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3739.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 13, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, The Capitol, House of Representatives
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 13, 2007, at 6:55 p.m.:

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H.J. Res. 69.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 14, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, The Capitol, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 14, 2007, at 12:10 p.m.:

That the Senate agreed to the House
amendments to the Senate amendments to
the bill with an amendment; that the Senate
agreed to the House amendments to the Sen-
ate amendments to the title of the bill H.R.
6.
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That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 2408.
That the Senate passed
ment H.R. 2671.
That the Senate passed S.
That the Senate passed S.
That the Senate passed S.
That the Senate passed S.
That the Senate passed S.
That the Senate passed S.
With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,

without amend-
without amend-

1396.
1585.
2339.
2484.
1916.
1858.

LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF THE CHRISTMAS TREE
INDUSTRY TO THE UNITED
STATES ECONOMY

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the joint resolution (H.J.
Res. 15) recognizing the contributions
of the Christmas tree industry to the
United States economy.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. REs. 15

Whereas Christmas trees have been sold
commercially in the United States since the
1850s;

Whereas, by 1900, one in five American
families decorated a tree during the Christ-
mas season, while, by 1930, a decorated
Christmas tree had become a nearly uni-
versal part of the American Christmas cele-
bration;

Whereas 32.8 million households in the
United States purchased a live-cut Christ-
mas tree in 2005;

Whereas the placement and decoration of
live-cut Christmas trees in town squares
across the country have become an American
tradition;

Whereas, for generations, American fami-
lies have traveled hundreds and even thou-
sands of miles to celebrate the Christmas
season together around a live-cut Christmas
tree;

Whereas 36 million live-cut Christmas
trees are produced each year, and 98 percent
of these trees are shipped or sold directly
from Christmas tree farms;

Whereas Oregon, North Carolina, Michi-
gan, Washington, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania,
New York, Minnesota, Virginia, California,
and Ohio are the top producers of live-cut
Christmas trees, but Christmas trees are
grown in all 50 States;

Whereas there are more than 21,000 growers
of Christmas trees in the United States, and
approximately 100,000 people are employed in
the live-cut Christmas tree industry;

Whereas many Christmas tree growers
grow trees on a part-time basis to supple-
ment their other farm and non-farm income;
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Whereas growing Christmas trees provides
wildlife habitat;

Whereas, in 2005, Christmas trees were
planted on more than a half million acres of
land;

Whereas 73 million new Christmas trees
will be planted in 2006, and, on average, over
1,500 Christmas trees can be planted per acre;
and

Whereas the retail value of all Christmas
trees harvested in 2005 was $1.4 billion: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress recognizes
the important contributions of the live-cut
Christmas tree industry, Christmas tree
growers, and persons employed in the live-
cut Christmas tree industry to the United
States economy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) and the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxXx) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.J.
Res. 15.

H.J. Res 15, a resolution introduced
by Congresswoman VIRGINIA FoOXX of
North Carolina, recognizes the success
and importance of the live-cut Christ-
mas tree industry in the United States.

It is an appropriate time of the year
for Congress to consider this resolu-
tion, as I think that most of us here
today have memories of decorating a
Christmas tree during the holiday sea-
son. The live-cut Christmas tree indus-
try ensures that this tradition con-
tinues every year for families across
the Nation.

Likewise, there are private forest
landowners all across America for
whom Christmas trees are an impor-
tant source of income. Over 35 million
live-cut Christmas trees are produced
this year, and they are growing in all
50 States. Christmas tree growers are
responsible land stewards who provide
wildlife habitat, give us cleaner air,
protect watersheds, and improve the
environment.

The economic strength and cultural
contribution of this industry makes
this resolution worthy of congressional
support.

I encourage the support of the resolu-
tion.

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply
honored today to rise as the House con-
siders House Joint Resolution 15, a res-
olution I authored to recognize the
contributions of the Christmas tree in-
dustry to the United States economy.

As a former Christmas tree grower
myself, I can attest to the importance
of recognizing this often overlooked,
yvet highly significant, farming indus-
try. Christmas trees have held a his-
toric place in traditional American
family values since 1850. Just as impor-
tantly, Christmas trees play a vital
role in the North Carolina High Coun-
try’s economy by providing jobs and
livelihoods for thousands of North
Carolinians.
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My district in North Carolina is one
of the largest producers of live-cut
Christmas trees in the entire country.
There are over 1,600 North Carolina
growers and approximately 400 choose-
and-cut Christmas tree farms across
the State. The North Carolina Christ-
mas tree industry is ranked second in
the Nation in the number of trees har-
vested, producing over 19 percent of the
real Christmas trees in the United
States.

North Carolina has an estimated 50
million Fraser fir Christmas trees
growing on over 25,000 acres. Rep-
resenting over 95 percent of all species
growing in North Carolina, Fraser firs
are grown in North Carolina’s western
counties, including Alleghany, Ashe,
Avery, Haywood, Henderson, Jackson,
Macon, Madison, Mitchell, Swain,
Transylvania, Watauga and Yancey.

The North Carolina Fraser fir Christ-
mas tree is the most popular Christmas
tree in North America and is shipped to
every State in the United States, as
well as the Caribbean Islands, Mexico,
Canada, Bermuda, Japan, and other
points all over the world.

The North Carolina Fraser fir has
soft needles with incomparable needle
retention, a long-lasting aroma, and
more pliable, yet stronger, branches for
even the heaviest ornaments.

Through a contest sponsored by the
National Christmas Tree Association,
the North Carolina Fraser fir has been
judged the Nation’s best and has been
chosen for the official White House
Christmas tree 10 times, more than any
other species, in 1971, 1973, 1982, 1984,
1990, 1993, 1995, 1997, 2005 and 2007.

It is my great privilege to say that a
beautiful Fraser fir grown by Joe Free-
man and Linda Jones of Mistletoe
Meadows Christmas Tree Farm in Lau-
rel Springs, North Carolina, presently
sits in the White House Blue Room as
this year’s official White House Christ-
mas tree.

The Christmas tree industry supports
our economy and the environment.
Christmas trees are grown in all 50
States, with North Carolina, Oregon,
Michigan, Washington, Wisconsin,
Pennsylvania, New York, Minnesota,
Virginia, California, and Ohio being the
top Christmas tree producers. Nation-
ally, there are more than 21,000 Christ-
mas tree growers, and more than
100,000 people are employed in the live-
cut Christmas tree industry.

Thirty-six million live-cut Christmas
trees are produced each year, and 98
percent are shipped or sold directly
from Christmas tree farms. Live-cut
Christmas trees are a renewable, recy-
clable resource. There are over 500,000
acres in production for growing Christ-
mas trees in the U.S., and each acre
provides the daily oxygen requirement
for 18 people.

0O 1215

On average, over 1,500 Christmas
trees are planted per acre, providing an
abundant habitat for wildlife.

It can take up to 15 years to grow
Christmas trees to retail sale height, a
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testament to the commitment growers
have to maintain strong and healthy
trees. The retail value of all Christmas
trees harvested in 2004 was $1.4 billion.
Live-cut Christmas trees have been
sold commercially in the United States
since 1850. By 1900, one in five Amer-
ican families decorated live-cut trees
during Christmas. By 1930, the tree had
become a nearly universal part of the
American Christmas. For generations,
American families have traveled hun-
dreds and thousands of miles to cele-
brate the holiday season together at
home around the Christmas tree. This
year, more than 10,000 trees were do-
nated to American troops by over 750
Christmas tree farmers across the Na-
tion. These Christmas trees were deliv-
ered to over 37 bases across 19 States
and over 15 countries abroad to spread
the holiday spirit to our men and
women in uniform who are bravely and
honorably serving our Nation through-
out this Christmas season.

I would like to thank the chairman
and ranking member of the Committee
on Agriculture and the majority leader
for their assistance in getting this res-
olution to the floor. I urge my col-
leagues to support this measure, recog-
nizing this important industry, not
just for its economic and environ-
mental impact, but also for its cultural
contribution to the Christmas holiday.
Thank you to Christmas tree growers
across the country for their contribu-
tion to our economy, our environment,
and our Nation’s heritage.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I also yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
PETERSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J.
Res. 15.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the joint res-
olution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on H.J. Res. 15.

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

There was no objection.

GEORGE WASHINGTON NATIONAL
FOREST LAND CONVEYANCE

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3454) to provide
for the conveyance of a small parcel of
National Forest System land in the
George Washington National Forest in
Alleghany County, Virginia, that con-
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tains the cemetery of the Central Ad-
vent Christian Church and an adjoining
tract of land located between the ceme-
tery and road boundaries.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3454

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

SECTION 1. LAND CONVEYANCE, CENTRAL AD-
VENT CHRISTIAN CHURCH CEME-
TERY AND ADJOINING TRACT,
GEORGE WASHINGTON NATIONAL
FOREST, ALLEGHANY COUNTY, VIR-
GINIA.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—The Secretary
of Agriculture shall convey, without consid-
eration, to the Central Advent Christian
Church of Alleghany County, Virginia (in
this section referred to as the ‘‘recipient’),
all right, title, and interest of the United
States in and to a parcel of real property in
the George Washington National Forest,
Alleghany County, Virginia, consisting of
not more than 8 acres, including a cemetery
encompassing approximately 6 acres des-
ignated as an area of special use for the re-
cipient, and depicted on the Forest Service
map showing tract G-2032c¢ and dated August
20, 2002, and the Forest Service map showing
the area of special use and dated March 14,
2001.

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The con-
veyance under subsection (a) shall be subject
to the condition that the recipient accept
the real property described in such sub-
section in its condition at the time of the
conveyance, commonly known as convey-
ance ‘‘as is”’.

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real
property to be conveyed under subsection (a)
shall be determined by a survey satisfactory
to the Secretary. The cost of the survey
shall be borne by the recipient.

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require such additional
terms and conditions in connection with the
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the
interests of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) and the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxXx) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support today
of H.R. 3454. This bill, sponsored by Mr.
BOUCHER from Virginia, would convey
property in the George Washington Na-
tional Forest to the Central Advent
Christian Church of Alleghany County,
Virginia. The parcel will consist of no
more than 8 acres, and included in this
parcel will be a cemetery encompassing
approximately 6 acres.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3454 requires that
the church accept the property at the
time of the conveyance in an ‘‘as is”
condition. The exact acreage and legal
description of the properly to be con-
veyed will be determined in a survey of
USDA’s approval. USDA will also set
additional terms and conditions in con-
nection with the conveyance of the
property.

The United States Forest Service has
acknowledged that this particular
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tract of forest land is difficult to man-
age. Owning a cemetery tract is incon-
sistent with the Forest Service mis-
sion, which is why they have at-
tempted to sell this property several
times without success. I understand
the Central Advent Christian Church
has already been doing basic mainte-
nance on the cemetery grounds. Con-
veying this land to the church would
enable them to make more significant
repairs to the property. This effort de-
serves congressional support.

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, 1 also rise
today in support of H.R. 3454 which our
distinguished ranking member on the
Agriculture Committee (Mr. GOOD-
LATTE) has cosponsored with Congress-
man BOUCHER. H.R. 3454 requires the
U.S. Forest Service to convey, without
consideration, 8 acres of the George
Washington National Forest in
Alleghany County, Virginia, to the
Central Advent Christian Church. The
conveyance includes a 6-acre cemetery
and 2 additional acres between the
cemetery and Interstate 64.

While typically the Forest Service
would sell this property under existing
authority, they did not receive any
bids when they attempted to sell it.
Clearly, the Forest Service should not
be in the business of owning a ceme-
tery, particularly that has been man-
aged by the community church since
1941 under a special use permit. The
church has tried to acquire the prop-
erty, but for financial and other rea-
sons has been unsuccessful.

The cemetery also creates some man-
agement problems for the agency, since
there is a fair amount of maintenance
associated with it.

This conveyance makes sense for the
Federal Government and for the com-
munity church. It will allow the Forest
Service to focus on the land Congress
intended the agency to manage.

I urge adoption of this bipartisan leg-
islation.

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 3454, bipartisan legislation
which will authorize the conveyance by the
Forest Service to the Central Advent Christian
Church in Alleghany County, Virginia of a
small parcel of land containing a cemetery
currently operated by the church. The church
and the land in question are located in my
Congressional District.

For 66 years, the Central Advent Christian
Church has been operating its cemetery
through a Special Use permit granted by the
U.S. Forest Service. The historic cemetery
contains more than 300 graves, two-thirds of
which are located on land owned by the U.S.
Forest Service. In recent years, maintenance
of this land has become difficult for the Forest
Service, taking valuable staff time to remove
discarded flowers and other items.

It is the desire of the families of those bur-
ied in the cemetery, the members of Central
Advent Christian Church and the Forest Serv-
ice that the cemetery be transferred into
church ownership, and the bill before the
House takes the entirely appropriate step of
authorizing the conveyance.
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This measure authorizes the transfer of the
6.08 acres constituting the cemetery and a
small additional tract, which would otherwise
be landlocked by this transfer, to the church.
The total amount of land to be conveyed to
the church will not exceed 8 acres. Convey-
ance of the property will be contingent on the
completion of a survey acceptable to the For-
est Service at the church’s expense.

| appreciate the efforts of Chairman PETER-
SON and his staff as well as my colleague from
Virginia, Mr. GOODLATTE, in working with me
on this legislation, and | thank Mr. GOODLATTE,
who also represents a portion of Alleghany
County, for cosponsoring the bill with me. H.R.
3454 enjoys bipartisan support in the House
and its passage would benefit both the Forest
Service and the members of the Central Ad-
vent Christian Church.

| urge approval of the measure.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | wish to
express strong support for H.R. 3454, which
I've cosponsored with my colleague Mr. Bou-
CHER. H.R. 3454 would authorize the U.S. For-
est Service to convey roughly 8 acres of the
George Washington National Forest in
Alleghany County, Virginia, to the Central Ad-
vent Christian Church.

These 8 acres contain a 6 acre cemetery
and 2 acres between the cemetery and the
adjoining interstate. The cemetery has been
managed by the Church since 1941, under a
special use permit, with no fees.

It's frustrating to me that limited federal dol-
lars are being spent to manage this property
that is clearly not in line with the mission of
the Forest Service. That's why I've cospon-
sored this legislation. This bill will help relin-
quish the Forest Service of this responsibility
so they can focus on the lands that our fore-
fathers intended them to manage.

Several times, the Forest Service has at-
tempted to sell this property but to no avail.
The local community church lacks the re-
sources to purchase the property. While |
would of course prefer that we sell the land,
| believe it is in the federal government’s inter-
est to convey the land to the Church rather
than spending additional resources on it.

| urge adoption of this important legislation.

Ms. FOXX. I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
PETERSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3454.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill just consid-
ered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?
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There was no objection.

CONVEYANCES UNDER FLORIDA
NATIONAL FOREST LAND MAN-
AGEMENT ACT OF 2003

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1374) to amend
the Florida National Forest Land Man-
agement Act of 2003 to authorize the
conveyance of an additional tract of
National Forest System land under
that Act, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1374

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

SECTION 1. CONVEYANCES UNDER FLORIDA NA-
TIONAL FOREST LAND MANAGE-
MENT ACT OF 2003.

(a) ADDITIONAL CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—
Subsection (b) of section 3 of the Florida Na-
tional Forest Land Management Act of 2003
(Public Law 108-152; 117 Stat. 1919) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘“‘and” at the end of para-
graph (17);

(2) by redesignating paragraph (18) as para-
graph (19);

(3) by inserting after paragraph (17) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘(18) tract W-1979, located in Leon County
consisting of approximately 114 acres, within
T.18.,R.1W., sec. 25; and’’; and

(4) in paragraph (19), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘“(17)”’ and inserting ‘“(18)”.

(b) ADDITIONAL USE OF PROCEEDS.—Para-
graph (2) of subsection (i) of such section (117
Stat. 1921) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘and” at the end of subpara-
graph (A);

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

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

‘“(C) acquisition, construction, or mainte-
nance of administrative improvements for
units of the National Forest System in the
State.”.

(¢) LIMITATIONS ON USE OF PROCEEDS.—Sub-
section (i) of such section is further amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graphs:

“(3) GEOGRAPHICAL AND USE RESTRICTION
FOR CERTAIN CONVEYANCE.—Notwithstanding
paragraph (2), proceeds from the sale or ex-
change of the tract described in subsection
(b)(18) shall be used exclusively for the pur-
chase of inholdings in the Apalachicola Na-
tional Forest.

‘“(4) RESTRICTION ON USE OF PROCEEDS FOR
ADMINISTRATIVE IMPROVEMENTS.—Proceeds
from any sale or exchange of land under this
Act may be used for administrative improve-
ments, as authorized by paragraph (2)(C),
only if the land generating the proceeds was
improved with infrastructure.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) and the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxXx) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1374. H.R. 1374, introduced by Rep-
resentatives ALLEN BoyD of Florida
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and Ander Crenshaw of Florida, would
amend the Florida National Forest
Land Management Act of 2003 and per-
mit a land conveyance in Leon County.
This bill would allow the United States
Forest Service to sell a 114-acre parcel
in the Apalachicola National Forest
known as the ‘“‘Flea Market Tract.”
The parcel is surrounded by commer-
cial development, including a major
highway to the north, a power line
easement to the south, and private
land primarily developed to the east
and west.

The configuration and development
makes adequate land management dif-
ficult and the tract unsuitable as man-
aged forest land. H.R. 1374 specifies
that the proceeds of the sale of the
tract be used for the purpose of acquir-
ing private lands within the Apalachi-
cola National Forest.

H.R. 1374 is supported by the United
States Forest Service, the City of Tal-
lahassee, and Leon County, as well as
by local businesses, church and civic
groups. It is a project that is worthy of
congressional support.

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to echo the sentiments of my colleague
and express support for H.R. 1374,
which authorizes the sale of 114 acres
in the Apalachicola National Forest in
Florida, the proceeds of which can be
used only to purchase private
inholdings from willing sellers. H.R.
1374 passed the Agriculture Committee
last week by a voice vote.

The land proposed for sale is a small
tract that is extremely difficult for the
U.S. Forest Service to manage, given
its proximity to the City of Tallahas-
see and the surrounding development.
Properties such as this, which con-
tribute little to meeting the Forest
Service mission, unfortunately diverts
scarce resources from other lands that
need management.

In addition to relieving the Forest
Service of the management problems
this tract creates, the bill will also
help the agency reduce the number of
private inholdings within the forest if
the private owners are interested in
selling. Inholdings are a common prob-
lem throughout many national forests
in the East and create significant ac-
cess and management issues for the
landowners and the agency.

I urge adoption of this bipartisan leg-
islation, and reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I now would yield such time
as he may consume to the author of
the bill, Mr. BoyD from Florida.

(Mr. BOYD of Florida asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BOYD of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank my friend, the distin-
guished chairman of the House Agri-
culture Committee, Mr. PETERSON, for
granting me time to speak on behalf of
this legislation and also thank him and
the ranking member, Mr. GOODLATTE,
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and his representative for supporting
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the Apalachicola Na-
tional Forest is the largest of Florida’s
three national forests. It contains
564,000 acres, and its rivers and streams
provide a steady freshwater flow to
some of the most productive coastal
bays and estuaries known for shellfish
and other commercial seafood. Por-
tions of the forest are in wet lowlands
and they abound with cypress, oak and
magnolias. Watching wildlife, hunting
and fishing are popular recreation ac-
tivities in this beautiful national for-
est. Visitors to the forest also enjoy
swimming, picnicking, boating, and
camping.

The Apalachicola National Forest is
truly a national treasure, and I am
very proud that this legislation will
help strengthen and sustain one of our
Nation’s most valuable natural assets.

As the chairman and the ranking
member have said, this enables the na-
tional forest to sell a piece of property
that really lies right on the south side
of Tallahassee, Florida, in Leon Coun-
ty. It actually comes up to the belt-
way, or what we call the Capital Circle
and is surrounded on three sides by
commercial development. It is de-
tached from the rest of the national
forest, and so it is really, as you have
heard earlier, an unmanageable piece
of land. And with those proceeds, we
are going to use the proceeds to go and
purchase some privately held holdings
within the confines of the 564,000 acres,
what we commonly know as
““‘inholdings,” and that is the only pur-
pose that those funds can be used for.
There are about 2,000 acres of
inholdings, privately held lands within
the Apalachicola National Forest, and
that is what those funds, Mr. Speaker,
would be used for.

I want to thank Mr. Joe Baca, the
Forestry Subcommittee chairman, and
his staff director, Lisa Shelton, for
helping guide this legislation through
the subcommittee process. And also I
want to thank my friend, the majority
leader, Mr. HOYER, for scheduling. I en-
courage our colleagues to pass this leg-
islation.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
PETERSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1374.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

X}

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill just consid-
ered.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

———
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EXPRESSING HEARTFELT SYM-
PATHY FOR THE VICTIMS AND
FAMILIES OF THE SHOOTINGS IN
OMAHA, NEBRASKA, ON WEDNES-
DAY, DECEMBER 5, 2007

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 856) expressing heartfelt
sympathy for the victims and families
of the shootings in Omaha, Nebraska,
on Wednesday, December 5, 2007.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 856

Whereas the community of Omaha, Ne-
braska has suffered through a tragic event at
the Westroads Mall that resulted in the loss
of 9 lives and the wounding of several others;

Whereas on December 5, 2007, a troubled
young man entered a department store in
the Westroads Mall in Omaha, Nebraska car-
rying a rifle;

Whereas the young man began to randomly
fire his rifle at shoppers and store clerks
within the Von Maur department store and
other locations within Westroads Mall;

Whereas the result of this shooting spree
resulted in the deaths of Gary Scharf, John
McDonald, Angie Schuster, Maggie Webb,
Janet Jorgensen, Diane Trent, Gary Joy, and
Beverly Flynn;

Whereas Fred Wilson, Michelle Oldham,
Jeff Schaffert, and Brad Stafford were
wounded as a result of the shootings;

Whereas the first responders, officers of
the Omaha Police Department, Douglas and
Sarpy County Sheriff’s Department, and
Omaha Fire Department, arrived at the
Westroads Mall within minutes and secured
all entrances and exits to the mall and dis-
covered a number of deceased persons, in-
cluding the shooter;

Whereas on December 6, 2007 Nebraska
Governor Dave Heineman ordered that all
United States and State flags in Nebraska be
flown at half-staff through Sunday, Dec. 9;
and

Whereas the grieving and celebration of
the lives of those lost in this senseless trag-
edy will be with the greater Omaha commu-
nity for months and years to come: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the United States House of
Representatives—

(1) expresses its heartfelt sympathy for the
victims and families of the shootings in
Omaha, Nebraska on Wednesday, December
5, 2007; and

(2) conveys its gratitude to the city and
county officials, and all the police, fire, sher-
iff, and emergency medical teams who re-
sponded swiftly to the scene and secured the
mall and surrounding area.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, I join my col-
leagues in consideration of H. Res. 856,
which expresses heartfelt sympathy for
the victims and families of the shoot-
ings in Omaha, Nebraska, on Wednes-
day, December 5, 2007. H. Res. 856,
which was introduced by Representa-
tive LEE TERRY on December 12, 2007,
has the support of 72 Members of Con-
gress.

The community of Omaha, Nebraska,
experienced a shooting spree at the
hands of a troubled teenager carrying a
rifle on December 5. Sadly, nine people
died, and four others were wounded in
the Westroads Mall. Thankfully, first
responders, the Omaha Police Depart-
ment, Douglas and Sarpy County Sher-
iff’s Department, and Omaha Fire De-
partment all arrived within minutes of
the attacks to secure all entrances.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to express
great sympathy for the community’s
tragedy and all of the lives lost. I com-
mend my colleague for sponsoring this
measure, and I urge the swift passage
of the resolution.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, as we on a bi-
partisan basis support this resolution, I
would yield to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY) such time as he
may consume.

Mr. TERRY. I thank my friend, the
gentleman from California, as well as
the Government Reform Committee,
for making sure that this got to the
floor in such a timely manner.

December 5, 2007: that will be a day
forever etched in Omaha’s memory as
the day a lone gunman took the lives
of eight innocent people at the
Westroads Mall, the Von Maur store,
during the holiday shopping season.
But it will also be remembered as a day
that revealed the true character of
Omaha.

Tragedy, no doubt, reveals the true
meaning of unity in any community.
Although I will never understand the
senseless events that took place in my
hometown on December 5, I stand here
as a proud citizen, Congressman of that
district, because it’s in times like these
it doesn’t matter what party you be-
long to, what your political beliefs are,
your race, creed, or color. People come
together and they ask what can we do
to help the city and the eight innocent
people. I think this is not only the spir-
it of Omaha, or what defines the
Omaha area, but also I think it is what
exemplifies the spirit of America, and
it is that spirit that we remember in
each of the victims and the first re-
sponders.

Let me introduce the eight innocent
lives that were lost on that day. There
was b3-year-old Dianne Clavin Trent,
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described by her family as a gentle,
generous, soft-spoken woman who
loved the Lord. She loved to shop and
was always smiling. She had worked in
customer service at Von Maur for
about 8 years.

We have 65-year-old John McDonald,
retired from Northern Natural Gas,
whose daughter in fact worked with me
in my law office. John was one of the
heroes, when he left his place of safety
to come out and start yelling, some
people described it as rather passion-
ately, at the gunman, to distract him
from turning around, and a few feet
away was a room where 12 other inno-
cent people were holed up. John was
shot. Amazingly, though, he was the
last victim before the gunman turned
the gun on himself.

The next victim, 48-year-old Gary
Scharf, who just stopped by Von Maur
to pick up some Christmas presents be-
fore catching a flight out of Omaha. He
grew up on a ranch outside Curtis, Ne-
braska, where his funeral was held. He
was a proud father who leaves behind a
19-year-old son.

Fifty-six-old Gary Joy was someone
everyone could count on. He loved his
job and liked to write poetry. His fam-
ily followed his instructions to have
his organs donated. They say it was
just like Gary, to help someone else.
His love was with us again, if not only
in spirit.

There was 36-year-old Angie
Schuster, born on Valentine’s Day. Her
boyfriend planned to give her an en-
gagement ring this Christmas. The
priest at her funeral called Angie and
her soon-to-be fiance’s love the ‘‘real
thing.”

We have 67-year-old Janet Jorgensen,
who just celebrated her golden anniver-
sary, 50 years of marriage to her hus-
band Ron just a few months ago. She
went above and beyond at Van Maur, as
there were many times she would shop
for customers or deliver items to cus-
tomers’ homes. She was the seamstress
and cake-maker of the family; and for
her three children and eight grand-
children, she will be missed.

There was 47-year-old Beverly Flynn.
She took a part-time job at Von Maur
because she was a mother of three
beautiful girls. She was also a real es-
tate agent, and her trademark was
planting rosebushes in the yard of
every new homeowner.

The youngest victim, 24-year-old
Maggie Webb, was the new store man-
ager of Von Maur, one of Omaha’s fin-
est department stores. Coworkers de-
scribed her as one of the nicest people
they had ever worked for, someone
whose whole face 1lit up when she
smiled. A lot of people will miss her
service and smile.

Last, I want to thank our first re-
sponders. The spirit of Omaha showed
itself through the efforts of our first
responders. The first phone call from
the mall came to 911 dispatchers at
1:42. No voice was on the line. All that
was heard were gunshots. What an
eerie call.
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By the time the first responders ar-
rived, just under 6 minutes later, the
Omaha sheriff opens the doors and en-
ters the store. What a heroic effort by
our police officers, paramedics, fire-
fighters, and others, when they got to
the mall and saw such a grisly scene.
The images they saw will likely haunt
them for the rest of their lives. I thank
the men and women who came to face
the horror. Thank you for keeping us
safe and saving lives. I also want to
praise the spirit of Omaha for coming
together after this tragedy.

In closing, I am deeply saddened by
the senseless act from a troubled and
disturbed teenager. It’s something our
city will never forget. It has scarred
the very heart of our community. But
I am proud of our community for its re-
action and the way we came together
to support the victims and begin the
healing of our city.

Thank you once again to Govern-
ment Reform for allowing this resolu-
tion to come forward and be part of the
continuing healing in Omaha.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from the First Congressional

District of Nebraska (Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY).
Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank the

gentleman from California for yielding,
and I also wish to thank my colleague,
Congressman TERRY, for introducing
this important resolution.

As we have heard, Mr. Speaker, on
Wednesday, December 5, the enthu-
siasm of the holiday season came to an
abrupt halt with an act of senseless
brutality at the Westroads Mall in
Omaha, Nebraska.

Mr. Speaker, as the Nation mourns
the eight victims who were killed and
the three who were wounded, and, I
should add, I appreciate Mr. TERRY’S
lengthy description of these innocent
persons and their lives, I think it is
also important and appropriate to rec-
ognize their uncommon heroics and
great sacrifices that are now just com-
ing to light. If there is a comfort in the
midst of this difficult time, it is the
beauty of the human spirit and the
good that stood in the midst of this
horror and violence.

Dianne Clavin Trent of Omaha was a
b3-year-old former airline flight at-
tendant who had worked for 8 years in
customer service at the Von Maur
store in the Westroads Mall. As we
have now learned, Dianne did not flee
when she saw the gunman. She stood.
She dialed 911 and gave a description of
him, and then he turned on her.

Gary Scharf, 48 years old, of Lincoln,
Nebraska, my hometown, was an agri-
cultural chemical sales manager in the
mall to buy a dress shirt. When he
heard the gunshots, Gary also called
911. It appears then that he ran from
where he was safe up to where the
shooting was taking place. As he ran
up the escalator, he yelled out, ‘I
called 9117 in an apparent attempt to
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distract the gunman. He also pulled a
woman off the escalator out of harm’s
way before the gunman turned on him.

Mr. Speaker, I happened to know
Gary and I am proud to call him a
friend.

John McDonald was a 65-year-old
grandfather and retired natural gas
company manager living in Council
Bluffs. When the rampage began, John
took cover with his wife in the cus-
tomer service area. As the gunman en-
tered the customer service area, John
stood and confronted him, and he too
was shot. As now seems apparent,
John’s courage may have saved the
lives of many other people nearby.

Dianne, Gary and John, innocently
shopping one minute, decided in an in-
stant to let go of a natural tendency to
self-preservation and to make a great
sacrifice for their fellow man. Others
may have acted similarly in ways that
we may never kKnow.

Mr. Speaker, I thought you and the
American people should know of this
new information. God bless all those
who lost their lives or were injured
that day, and God bless their loved
ones.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, once
again, I express the deep condolences
and regrets of, I know, the entire
House for the Omaha tragedy, particu-
larly coming at this time when the
whole country comes together in great
love and respect.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 856.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. NORTON. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

HONORING LOCAL AND STATE
FIRST RESPONDERS, AND THE
CITIZENS OF THE PACIFIC
NORTHWEST IN FACING THE SE-
VERE WINTER STORM OF DE-
CEMBER 2 AND 3, 2007

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 851) honoring local and
State first responders, and the citizens
of the Pacific Northwest in facing the
severe winter storm of December 2 and
3, 2007.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:



H15478

H. RES. 851

Whereas on December 2 and 3, 2007, a storm
with winds exceeding 120 miles per hour
struck Oregon and Washington, toppled
trees, felled power lines, and destroyed
homes and businesses;

Whereas more than ten inches of rain fell
in 24 hours, inundating parts of Oregon and

Washington, causing rivers to overflow,
flooding homes, schools, businesses, and
roads;

Whereas the combination of hurricane-
force winds and torrential rains caused dev-
astating damage that isolated towns, left
citizens without housing, transportation,
communications, water, heat, or electricity;

Whereas local and State emergency per-
sonnel responded heroically and without hes-
itation to aid in rescue, recovery, and assist-
ance efforts;

Whereas the Oregon and Washington Na-
tional Guard and the U.S. Coast Guard res-
cued hundreds of individuals trapped in or on
their homes by rising water;

Whereas the people of Oregon and Wash-
ington rose to become extraordinary citizens
by helping each other, opening their homes,
schools, churches, and businesses to shelter
their neighbors;

Whereas amateur radio operators per-
formed vital communication duties in assist-
ing first responders;

Whereas the National Weather Service
forecasts helped avert even greater casual-
ties and damage;

Whereas people have perished in the storm;

Whereas homes, businesses, schools, and
roads have been closed;

Whereas many long-term effects of the
storm are still unknown; and

Whereas thousands of people of the Pacific
Northwest are without power, water, or road
access: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors the citizens of the Pacific North-
west for their courage in facing the storm
and efforts in helping their neighbors in a
time of great need;

(2) honors the National Weather Service,
State and local police officers, fire fighters,
local rescue personnel, other first respond-
ers, and amateur radio operators for their ef-
forts in the face of the severe storm;

(3) extends its thoughts and prayers to
those whose lives have been devastated, and
who have lost their housing, transportation,
communications, water, heat, or electricity;
and

(4) extends its profound and deepest sym-
pathies to the families and friends of those
who perished.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleagues in consideration of H.R. 851,
honoring local and State first respond-
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ers and the citizens of the Pacific
Northwest in facing the severe winter
storm of December 2 and 3, 2007. H. Res.
851 was introduced by Representative
DAVID WU on December 6, 2007. This
measure, which has been cosponsored
by 83 Members, has the support of the
entire Oregon congressional delega-
tion.

On December 2 and 3, 2007, a severe
storm hit the Pacific Northwest, de-
stroying homes, schools, businesses
and roads, thus leaving thousands of
people in Oregon and Washington with-
out power, water, or road access. The
Oregon and Washington National
Guard and the U.S. Coast Guard res-
cued hundreds of individuals trapped in
or on their homes. Oregonians and
Washingtonians became extraordinary
citizens by opening their hearts and
their homes.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in com-
mending the first responders and citi-
zens who helped in time of need. I urge
the swift passage of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. ISSA. I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in bipartisan sup-
port of this resolution with my col-
league from the District of Columbia in
honoring the first responders and citi-
zens who were lost and who dealt with
this extreme storm in such a valiant
way.

All of us know the beauty of Mount
St. Helens. All of us know the beauty
of the region, but few of us outside the
region can understand the strength of
the storm that flooded whole commu-
nities, battered trees, roadways, and
destroyed power for entire commu-
nities and left at least eight dead. In
the aftermath, as the waters recede, we
in Congress join with the people of Or-
egon and Washington in banding to-
gether to rebuild their community and
their tattered region. But more impor-
tantly, we thank the first responders
who, as appropriately people sought
cover and safety, went out to deal with
the effects of this storm at risk of life
and limb.

I yield back the balance of my time
and urge support for this important
resolution.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pleasure and great feeling of
sympathy and of great respect for
those who have suffered so coura-
geously through this storm that I yield
to Mr. DAVID WU.

Mr. WU. I thank the gentlelady.

Mr. Speaker, between December 1
and December 3, the States of Oregon
and Washington were battered by an
exceptionally severe storm. One wind
measurement instrument clocked at
129 miles an hour before it blew over,
and I am told by a helicopter pilot that
the U.S. Coast Guard measured winds
up to 150 miles an hour. This is the
first time that the National Weather
Service used the term ‘‘hurricane’ in
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connection with a storm outside of the
tropics or subtropics, certainly as far
north as latitude 45 where we are. We
set an unfortunate record.

We have frequent storms in the Pa-
cific Northwest, but what set this one
apart is that while the typical winter
storm may bring winds of 70 or 100
miles an hour for a few hours to coast-
al Oregon, this storm brought sus-
tained winds of 85 to 100 miles per hour
for 24 hours and gusts up to 130, 150
miles an hour. Entire swaths of trees
were uprooted or snapped off. Homes
were flooded. Twelve to 14 inches of
rain fell in a 24-hour period in some
parts of the coast range, and both
Interstate 5 and the main Amtrak line
on the west coast were closed for a pe-
riod of time.

The folks who live in the coast range
and on the coast were especially hard
hit. But we are a hardy people who live
in this paradise, and people took care
of themselves. They immediately
reached out to their neighbors. They
helped each other, pulled together as a
community, and we got through this
together.

Unfortunately, several people per-
ished, many people were injured. And
many people went without heat or elec-
tricity or telephone service, were cut
off from the world and were cut off by
landslides on the roads, also, in addi-
tion to the loss of communication. But
people got through this together in the
great tradition of America and the
great tradition of the Northwest and of
Oregon.

I would like to especially commend
the local and State first responders,
the Oregon National Guard, the United
States Coast Guard, the Oregon Red
Cross, and the good works of the State
of Oregon in facing this very, very se-
vere storm. Even during the torrential
rain and the winds, the good citizens of
Oregon and Washington came to one
another’s assistance. There are people
who told me that they knew that some-
one was trapped in a home, and they
went in to get them even though there
were shingles and pieces of glass flying
through the air hard enough to stick
into the side of homes. And one person
went into a home where a piece of
sheet metal was flapping in the wind,
knowing that if that sheet metal came
off that it would become a dangerous
projectile, but he went in to get the
resident out.

City Councilor Mark Kujala of
Warrenton stayed by the phones for 24
hours to take calls and answer calls so
that people would not feel isolated and
cut off, so that they could get some in-
formation. KMUN in Astoria, Oregon,
because there was a severe storm a
year ago, prepared for this by putting
up a propane tank. And even though a
tree fell on its roof and damaged the
structure severely, KMUN stayed on
the air all through the storm and gave
the people of the north Oregon coast a
sense of connection to what was hap-
pening in the outside world. And I want
to commend the amateur radio opera-
tors, the folks who kept parts of the
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local telephone system operating, and
others, for keeping our communities
together through the darkness, the
cold, and the isolation when most of
the phone lines went down.

The immediate efforts of first re-
sponders as well as local and State offi-
cials are to be applauded. And I want
to express a special thanks to the U.S.
Coast Guard. The Coast Guard lost all
of their communication. They lost
their Internet. They lost their tele-
phones. They lost their cell phones.
They were down to VHF radio, 1950s
technology, to communicate with
other first responders and themselves,
and yet, they went out and picked peo-
ple off the roofs, went into homes. One
of the rescuers went into a home that
was flooded up to chest level and the
lights were still on in the room where
this disabled individual was located,
and yet this rescue swimmer went in
there with the electricity on and got
the person out and into a rescue heli-
copter.

The National Guard performed heroic
efforts. Camp Rilea became a safety
shelter, kind of a dry safe harbor for
the people of the north coast. They dis-
tributed generator fuel to so many peo-
ple who were trying to run their own
generators when the power went down,
and at one point they were down to
their last 30, 60, 90 minutes of fuel. But
then they got resupplied and were able
to help continue to keep other folks’
generators working. And the radio sta-
tion in Seaside had their antenna
blown down, but they got right back up
the next day when it was safe to get
the antenna back up and get a gener-
ator going and kept folks informed.

I have tried to work closely with
Governor Kulongoski, and he has been
terrific through this entire episode. It
was a Sunday-Monday storm, and I
couldn’t get a phone call through to
folk in the area until Wednesday night,
but Governor Kulongoski toured the
area Tuesday afternoon and was on the
phone with me Tuesday afternoon to
tell me some of the things that were
needed. The Governor and I work hard
to make sure that both the State and
the Federal components of recovery
and prevention for the future, that we
do our jobs, that we have not too much
government but all the government
that we need to keep Americans safe,
to enable us to pull together in times
of crisis and need.

Life is uncertain in the paradise that
we call the Pacific Northwest. It has
sometimes been referred to as the land
of fire and ice. We have regular storms,
periodic fires, and rare huge earth-
quakes and tsunami. To paraphrase an
author of the region: We are always
searching for hardy people to match
this challenging land. And I think that
we do have those people.

Life in the paradise we call home
may be uncertain, but we know that we
are a match for it and we shall meet
the challenges together. A long road of
recovery lies ahead, but like the pio-
neers of old, we will bring everyone to
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the finish line together. No one will be
left behind. No one will be forgotten. I
want to salute the citizens of the Pa-
cific Northwest, the first responders,
and everyone else who came from the
region to help out in our time of need.
Thank you.

Mr. ISSA. I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. I want to say to my
good friend from Oregon that his reso-
lution not only informs us about the
heroic efforts of first responders and
the residents, but educates us about
places where catastrophic storms may
occur unexpectedly. It sounds as
though the States of Oregon and Wash-
ington had a short-term version of
Katrina and managed somehow to deal
with it themselves. So we commend
first responders and citizens of both
States.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, a
few weeks ago, on December 2 and 3, a se-
vere winter storm swept across Oregon and
Washington State. Countless first responders
came to the aid of those in need and worked
tirelessly to restore order in the aftermath of
the storm. | strongly support H. Res. 851 in
recognition of the dedication, service, and
courage shown by these men and women.

The winter storm affected dozens of com-
munities and many thousands of people in
Washington and Oregon, including my con-
stituents in the Nineth District of Washington.
It struck the Pacific Northwest with a ferocity
that is rarely seen in the region. The storm
brought winds that exceeded 100 miles per
hour, saturated the region with 10 inches of
rain in a 24-hour period, and led to the loss of
human lives. Homes and businesses were
flooded, roads and thoroughfares were dam-
aged or swept away, and thousands of citi-
zens were left without electricity, heat, water,
transportation, or adequate shelter.

Throughout and following the storm, the
men and women of local and state police
agencies, fire and rescue groups, local and
state emergency first-response organizations,
the U.S. Coast Guard, and the Oregon and
Washington National Guard were ready to re-
spond to the extraordinary circumstances.
They rescued those trapped by the rising wa-
ters, provided aid to those in need of critical
assistance, and helped to limit the ill effects of
this tragic weather event.

As a member of the House Armed Services
Committee, | want to call particular attention to
the service of the Washington National Guard.
Some 400 Washington National Guard Mem-
bers, 70 vehicles, and 11 teams supported re-
sponse and recovery operations, conducted
house-to-house searches, and provided need-
ed food, water, and other emergency provi-
sions. In cooperation with many other local,
State, and Federal first responders, the men
and women of the Washington State National
Guard performed their duty admirably, and |
am very grateful to them.

Please join me in honoring the Washington
State National Guard and recognizing the
many other first responders for their contribu-
tions during the winter storm of early Decem-
ber. | urge my colleagues to support H. Res.
851.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARDOZA). The question is on the mo-
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tion offered by the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 851.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. NORTON. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
SUBMISSION OF MATERIAL EX-
PLANATORY OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS MEASURES FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2008

Pursuant to section 3 of House Reso-
lution 869, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations submitted
explanatory material relating to ap-
propriations measures for fiscal year
2008. The contents of this submission
will be published in Book II of this
RECORD.

———

RECOGNIZING AND CELEBRATING
THE CENTENNIAL OF OKLAHOMA
STATEHOOD

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 254)
recognizing and celebrating the centen-
nial of Oklahoma statehood.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 254

Whereas on November 16, 1907, Oklahoma
officially became the 46th State of the
Union;

Whereas prior to becoming a State, Okla-
homa was designated as Indian Territory,
providing a vibrant history and culture that
continues to enrich the lives of its citizens;

Whereas the State of Oklahoma was shaped
by those adventurous and daring individuals
who embraced the spirit of this great Nation
as they opened the frontier of the American
West;

Whereas generations of proud people from
all backgrounds have called Oklahoma their
home and have contributed to its spirited
history;

Whereas these hearty and resilient people
have defined what has come to be known as
the spirit of Oklahoma through their
strength, character, and persistent strides
toward a bright future;

Whereas the continued strength, initiative,
and pursuit of excellence displayed by the
citizens of the State of Oklahoma have pro-
duced its vibrant economy and secured it as
a place of opportunity and progress now and
for future generations;

Whereas the solid foundation of family and
community embraced by the citizens of
Oklahoma has been a constant guide and
source of strength to those citizens through-
out its history and will remain so long into
its future;

Whereas the natural beauty and abundant
resources of the State of Oklahoma support
a quality of life for its citizens that is unsur-
passed; and
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Whereas on November 16, 2007, the State of
Oklahoma will begin a new century of state-
hood: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress recog-
nizes and celebrates the centennial of Okla-
homa statehood and wishes its people an-
other hundred years of continued growth,
prosperity, and achievement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join my colleagues in con-
sideration of H. Con. Res. 254, a resolu-
tion recognizing and celebrating the
centennial anniversary of Oklahoma
statehood.

H. Con. Res. 254 was introduced by
Representative MARY FALLIN of Okla-
homa on November 13, 2007, and re-
ported from the Oversight Committee
on December 12, 2007, by voice vote.
This measure, which has been cospon-
sored by 55 Members, has the support
of the entire Oklahoma delegation.

Friday, November 16, 2007, marked
Oklahoma’s centennial celebration.
The Sooner State has played a signifi-
cant role in the development and his-
tory of our Nation and will continue to
be a cornerstone of the independent
spirit that makes our country great.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon-
oring OKklahoma’s past achievements,
current accomplishments, and the
State’s goodwill as it continues into
the future. I urge swift passage of this
bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 2564, which recognizes and
celebrates the 100th anniversary of
Oklahoma statehood.

Mr. Speaker, Oklahoma is a State
that takes energy production so seri-
ously that it has oil wells on the
grounds of the Governor’s mansion. It
is a State people were so anxious to
move into that they jumped the gun in
claiming homesteads and entered soon-
er. That is where the nickname comes
from, the Sooner State.

Mr. Speaker, at a time in which en-
ergy independence is talked about but
not achieved, in which States like our
own, California, are major energy pro-
ducers but less than half of the oil that
it consumes, Oklahoma continues to
aggressively find the resources that lie
beneath it and to make it available for
us.

Additionally, throughout its heart-
ache, Oklahoma has given us Gene
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Autry. I won’t skip over Brad Pitt. It
has given us music. It has given us
both country and a number of other
great venues. But, most of all, it gave
us J.C. Watts, the longest winning
streak in history in college football,
and they are proud of it. And, last but
not least, it gave us Will Rogers.

So as we look at Oklahoma, a State
that takes oil seriously, that in fact
was rushed into because it was such a
great place, I also join with my col-
leagues in supporting this resolution
recognizing that, after 100 years, Okla-
homa is still a meaningful and impor-
tant part of this great Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
resolution, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 254.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. NORTON. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
[ 1300

LANCE CORPORAL DENNIS JAMES
VEATER POST OFFICE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3911) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 95 Church Street in Jessup,
Pennsylvania, as the ‘‘Lance Corporal
Dennis James Veater Post Office”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3911

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

SECTION 1. LANCE CORPORAL DENNIS JAMES
VEATER POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 95
Church Street in Jessup, Pennsylvania, shall
be known and designated as the ‘‘Lance Cor-
poral Dennis James Veater Post Office’’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Lance Corporal Dennis
James Veater Post Office’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
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may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

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

I am pleased to join my colleagues in
the consideration of H.R. 3911, a bill to
designate the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 95
Church Street in Jessup, Pennsylvania,
as the ‘“‘Lance Corporal Dennis James
Veater Post Office.”

H.R. 3911 was introduced by Rep-
resentative CARNEY of Pennsylvania on
October 22, was reported from the Over-
sight Committee on December 12 by
voice vote. This measure which has
been cosponsored by 18 Members has
the support of the entire Pennsylvania
congressional delegation. Lance Cor-
poral Veater was wounded in Anbar
province, Iraq, and died of his wounds
in Fallujah, Iraq. The mission was be-
lieved to be his last mission just 2
weeks before returning home.

Mr. Speaker, I urge swift passage of
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I join with my colleague from the
District of Columbia in supporting the
naming of this post office after Lance
Corporal Dennis Veater. He was a dedi-
cated marine who enlisted in 2004 upon
his high school graduation and entered
the Marine Corps Reserve at age 17, fol-
lowing in the footsteps of his marine
sergeant major father. Lance Corporal
Veater wanted to serve his country,
and he wanted to make a difference.

On March 9, 2007, just 2 weeks before
his scheduled return to the United
States, Lance Corporal Veater was
mortally injured while conducting
combat operations in Anbar province,
Iraq.

He leaves behind his fiancee, whom
he planned to marry upon his return,
and his 14-month-old son, Dominick.

Lance Corporal Veater did not die in
vain. Today Anbar province is safer be-
cause of the work he and the other ma-
rines did there. I join with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle in
thinking it is very important to re-
member this man and the work he did
for his family back home.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CARNEY) such time
as he may consume.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentlewoman and ap-
preciate the comments of our friends
on the other side.

Dennis Veater is somebody we are
very proud of from the 10th District,
and I rise in support of my bill, H.R.
3911.

I would like to take a moment to
talk about and honor Dennis Veater
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and those from Pennsylvania’s 10th
Congressional District. He was born in
Quantico. He moved to Pennsylvania
where he graduated from Abington
Heights High School in 2004. At the age
of 17 he enlisted in the Marine Corps
Reserves. Dennis proudly followed in
the footsteps of his father, a retired
marine sergeant major.

Unfortunately, as we have already
found out, 2 weeks before his scheduled
return, he was mortally injured while
conducting combat operations in the
Anbar province, Iraq. He died of his
wounds in Fallujah. Lance Corporal
Veater died fighting for our freedom.
He is truly a hero, and he represents
what is best about Pennsylvania’s 10th
Congressional District.

It is my hope by naming the post of-
fice at 95 Church Street in Jessup,
Pennsylvania, as the Lance Corporal
Dennis Veater Post Office, future gen-
erations will remember what this brave
young man did for them.

I urge all Members of Congress to
honor this hero and vote in favor of
this legislation.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for thinking to do something
that we rarely see. We see post offices
honoring Members of Congress, hon-
oring judges, honoring very honorable
people. But in my service on this com-
mittee, I have not seen a post office
named for a young person who has died
recently in battle. I do think it is an
important way to indicate, particu-
larly to the family, to what must sure-
ly be for many young men, many who
knew him and looked forward to his re-
turning in just 2 weeks from the time
he died, that his memory will live not
only with this Congress and in this res-
olution but also permanently with a
United States Post Office in his honor.

We are pleased we were able to dedi-
cate this resolution before the end of
this Congress because this young man
died just in March of 2007.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3911.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PAUL E. GILLMOR POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 2174) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 175 South Monroe Street in
Tiffin, Ohio, as the ‘“Paul E. Gillmor
Post Office Building”’.
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The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 2174

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

SECTION 1. PAUL E. GILLMOR POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 175
South Monroe Street in Tiffin, Ohio, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“Paul E.
Gillmor Post Office Building’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Paul E. Gillmor Post
Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleagues in
consideration of S. 2174, which des-
ignates the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 175
South Monroe Street in Tiffin, Ohio, as
the “Paul E. Gillmor Post Office Build-
ing.”

S. 2174 was introduced by Senator
VoINOVICH of Ohio on October 17, 2007,
and reported by voice vote on Decem-
ber 12, 2007. Congressman Gillmor was
serving his 10th term in the United
States House of Representatives rep-
resenting the Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict in Ohio until his untimely death
in September 2007.

I know that the entire House grieved
and was shocked to learn that Rep-
resentative Gillmor died right here at
his home, the place where he prepared
to come to this very House. He is very
much missed on both sides of the aisle.
This is a very appropriate way to re-
member this long-time Member of the
House of Representatives.

Mr. Speaker, I commend Senator
VOINOVICH for seeking to honor the leg-
acy of our late colleague and offer con-
dolences to the family of Representa-
tive Gillmor and his colleagues in the
Ohio congressional delegation and
those in his district. I urge swift pas-
sage of this bill.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield for
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman who now seeks to fill the
shoes left by the passing of our col-
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league and friend, Mr. Gillmor, Mr. BOB
LATTA.

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of S. 2174 sponsored by Sen-
ators VOINOVICH and BROWN to name
the United States Post Office in Tiffin,
Ohio, after Paul E. Gillmor.

I first met the Congressman when he
began his public service career over 40
years ago. Congressman Gillmor admi-
rably served as a State senator, as
president of the Ohio senate, and also
of course as a United States Congress-
man since 1989. Congressman Gillmor
cared for the people of his district and
was dedicated to serving them.

I was taught by my father who served
in this Chamber for 30 years that a true
public servant is an individual who sees
how much they can give of themselves
to the people they represent, and I
truly believe that Paul did exactly
that. I think it is a fitting tribute to
name a United States Post Office in
Tiffin, Ohio, in his honor.

He unselfishly gave of his time and
energy to serve the citizens not only of
the Second Senate District but also the
Fifth Congressional District for over 40
years.

It is truly an honor for me to follow
the Congressman who served in this
seat. I ask that this body approve the
naming of this post office in the name
of Congressman Gillmor.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I express
once again the condolences of every
Member of this House, and for that
matter the commendation to our col-
league for offering this commemora-
tion to our colleague.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I join with
my colleague in urging support for this
bill. I traveled extensively with Paul
Gillmor. He was a close friend of Henry
Hyde and loved to be an advocate for a
better understanding not just of the
State of Ohio, but of our Nation
abroad. It is very befitting that we do
this and do it in a timely fashion. I
move support for the bill.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today to urge passage of
S. 2174, to designate the U.S. Post Office at
175 South Monroe Street in Tiffin, Ohio, as
the “Paul E. Gillmor Post Office Building.”

Mr. Speaker, | doubt I've ever had an easier
sell when it comes to convincing my col-
leagues to support legislation.

As was noted repeatedly on this floor when
Paul died on Sept. 5 at his home in Arlington,
he was a man we all liked, even those of us
on the other side of the political aisle.

A small-town banker, a businessman, a
Vietham War vet, a former Judge Advocate
General, a husband and father of five, he was
known to all of us as a man who worked hard
for and cared deeply about his constituents,
who spent most of his life in service to his
country and who, just 12 days before his
death, was touring flood-ravaged areas of his
beloved Ohio and trying to see how he could
help.

I-Fl)e was a moderate, an effective legislator
and, most importantly and most memorably, a
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gentleman with all the best that word rep-
resents.

| urge my colleagues to bestow this one last
honor on our friend from the Buckeye State.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill, S. 2174.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

CONGRATULATING THE COLORADO
ROCKIES ON WINNING THE NA-
TIONAL LEAGUE CHAMPIONSHIP

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 816) congratulating the
Colorado Rockies on winning the Na-
tional League Championship and play-
ing in the 2007 World Series, as amend-

ed.
The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.
The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 816

Whereas on October 15, 2007, the Colorado
Rockies completed a remarkable 21 out of 22
game-winning streak, with a 4-game sweep of
the Arizona Diamondbacks, and won the 2007
National League Championship series;

Whereas the Colorado Rockies then played
in the franchise’s first World Series against
the Boston Red Sox;

Whereas the Colorado Rockies dem-
onstrated remarkable team unity, as well as
individual initiative and personal determina-
tion, and serve as a prime example of good
sportsmanship;

Whereas the Colorado Rockies fans dem-
onstrated their passion for their team, their
love of baseball, and their character as some
of the world’s greatest baseball enthusiasts;
and

Whereas the city of Denver and the State
of Colorado exhibited their ability to host a
fantastic Major League Baseball post-season:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) congratulates—

(A) the Colorado Rockies on winning the
2007 National League Championship;

(B) the players, manager, coaches, support
staff, ownership, and executives whose com-
mitment to the game made all this possible;
and

(C) the Boston Red Sox for their extraor-
dinary success in winning the 2007 World Se-
ries; and

(2) directs the Enrolling Clerk of the House
of Representatives to transmit an enrolled
copy of this resolution to—

(A) the 2007 Colorado Rockies and Boston
Red Sox baseball teams;

(B) Colorado Rockies manager Clint Hur-
dle; and

(C) Colorado Baseball Partnership’s chief
executive officer and chairman Charlie Mon-
fort.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

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

I am pleased to join my colleagues in
consideration of H. Res. 816, as amend-
ed, congratulating the Colorado Rock-
ies on winning the National League
Championship.

H. Res. 816 was introduced by the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL)
on November 9, 2007, and reported from
the Oversight Committee on December
12, 2007, as amended, by voice vote.

This measure has been cosponsored
by 54 Members. The Colorado Rockies
defied the odds this year, winning the
2007 National League Championship
and capturing the best hopes of Colo-
radans, and giving us all a reason to
cheer for their success.
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Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for the recognition the Rockies’
victory affords and urge swift passage
of this bill.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of this bill. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge pas-
sage of H. Res. 816, congratulating the
Colorado Rockies for winning the Na-
tional League Championship and par-
ticipating in the World Series.

Mr. Speaker, to go to the World Se-
ries is to be special. To win it is a 50—
50 chance. So I think it is appropriate
when we look at a team that had won
21 of 22 games, defeating the Philadel-
phia Phillies in the Division Series and
the Arizona Diamondbacks for the Na-
tional League Championship to claim
their spot in the World Series that, in
fact, we in Congress take a few mo-
ments before our colleagues, many of
them arriving back from their dis-
tricts, to add this to what we will cele-
brate for America tonight, because
nothing is greater to celebrate for
America than its pastime of baseball,
particularly at a time when we are
cleaning up baseball.

So with that, there’s no asterisk be-
hind this resolution, and I urge its sup-
port.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 816, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.
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The title was amended so as to read:
A Resolution congratulating the Colo-
rado Rockies on winning the National
League Championship.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

DAN MILLER POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4342) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 824 Manatee Avenue West in
Bradenton, Florida, as the ‘““Dan Miller
Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4342

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

SECTION 1. DAN MILLER POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 824
Manatee Avenue West in Bradenton, Florida,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Dan
Miller Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Dan Miller Post Office
Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to join my colleagues in con-
sideration of H.R. 4342, designating the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 824 Manatee Avenue
West in Bradenton, Florida, as the Dan
Miller Post Office Building.

H.R. 4342 was introduced by Rep-
resentative BUCHANAN of Florida on De-
cember 10, 2007, was reported from the
Oversight Committee on December 12,
2007, by voice vote. This measure has
been cosponsored by the entire Florida
delegation.

Representative Dan Miller rep-
resented Florida’s 13th District in this
House from 1992 to 2002. Currently he is
teaching at the University of South
Florida and is developing the Manasota
Institute of Public Policy and Leader-
ship at the Sarasota Campus of the
University of South Florida.

Former Representative Miller’s ef-
forts in Congress as well as in aca-
demia have been greatly appreciated,
and I urge swift passage of this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr.
Speaker.
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Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I served with Congress-
man Dan Miller. He, unlike most Mem-
bers of Congress, came here, said he
would stay for a period of time, as the
Founding Fathers thought, and return
to his life at home.

He was elected from the 13th District
of Florida in 1992, and after 10 years,
five terms, retired in 2003. He did so not
to seek higher office, not for any rea-
son except that he felt that he came
here for a period of time, served for the
time he’d promised, and went back. He
has, in fact, returned to his life and ap-
propriately has resettled in southwest
Florida at the University of South
Florida.

I look forward to seeing him up here
again some day. I look forward to his
continued process of participating here
in helping those of us in Congress.

It is unusual for a Member of Con-
gress to come, stay for a period of
time, and not return to lobbying, not
seek higher office, but in fact to go
back to being the citizen that he can be
and to give to his community and to be
available should we need him.

Mr. Speaker, I join with my col-
leagues and the Government Reform
Committee that unanimously voted
this out in urging the passage of the
Dan Miller Post Office.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
pleasure that | join in recognizing the distin-
guished career of one of my former col-
leagues, the Honorable Dan Miller of Bra-
denton, FL. My friendship with Dan actually
dates back more than four decades to 1962,
when we were best friends and members of
the Delta Chi fraternity at the University of
Florida. Throughout my time in college, our
post-college years and finally our years serv-
ing in the House of Representatives together
from the great State of Florida, | have always
cherished his friendship, admired his public
service and enjoyed knowing his wife Glenda
and their wonderful family.

Dan Miller will always be remembered in
these Halls for his congenial nature, his lead-
ership on a host of issues, and his commit-
ment to fiscal restraint. When he ran for Con-
gress, he was a staunch advocate of shrinking
the size and scope of the Federal Government
and reducing the impact of onerous Federal
regulation in the lives of average Americans.
He remained true to his convictions throughout
his 10 years in this institution and would be
proud to know that he will be remembered that
way. He served as a Member of Congress
with an appreciation for the history around him
and a passion for the job and the goals he
came to Washington to achieve that we would
all be well-served to emulate. | know that | join
family friends and colleagues in supporting
this well-deserved recognition by Congress.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of renaming the Bradenton Main
Post Office at 824 Manatee Avenue West as
the “Dan Miller Post Office Building” in honor
of former Congressman Dan Miller.

| can think of no better way to honor the
public service of this former Florida Congress-
man than to designate the Bradenton Main
Post Office in his name.

Dan Miller is a successful Bradenton busi-
nessman, educator, and community leader
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who represented Florida’s 13th District in Con-
gress from 1992 to 2003, when he retired from
the House.

He is a principled and effective leader who
was consistently recognized as one of the top
fiscal conservatives in Congress.

Congressman Miller helped balance the
Federal budget for the first time in 30 years by
using Federal resources wisely—cutting
waste, fraud, and abuse while supporting im-
portant programs like the National Institutes of
Health, where Dan led the effort to double NIH
funding.

Dan managed the congressional oversight
of the 2000 U.S. Census, the most successful
census to date despite many efforts to politi-
cize the process.

Congressman Dan Miller is a statesman
who commanded bipartisan respect and be-
friended lawmakers on both sides of the aisle.

He is a man of integrity who kept his word
to term-limit himself and serve only five terms
in Congress.

Congressman, successful businessman, re-
spected educator—I am honored to call Dan
Miller a friend and advisor.

| am also proud to hold the seat he once
held and pleased to pay tribute to him by
sponsoring this legislation.

| urge all of my colleagues to support H.R.
4342 in honor of former Congressman Dan
Miller.

Mr. ISSA. I yield back the balance of
my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4342.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

DOCK M. BROWN POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4210) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 401 Washington Avenue in
Weldon, North Carolina, as the ‘“Dock
M. Brown Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4210

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

SECTION 1. DOCK M. BROWN POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 401
Washington Avenue in Weldon, North Caro-
lina, shall be known and designated as the
“Dock M. Brown Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘““Dock M. Brown Post
Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
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the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I'm
pleased to rise in support of H.R. 4210,
a bill designating the facility of the
United States Post Office located at 401
Washington Avenue in Weldon, North
Carolina, as the Dock M. Brown Post
Office Building.

H.R. 4210, which was introduced by
Representative G.K. BUTTERFIELD of
North Carolina on November 15, 2007,
was reported from the Oversight Com-
mittee on December 12. This measure
has been cosponsored by 12 Members
and has the support of the entire North
Carolina congressional delegation.

Dock Brown was a dutiful and loyal
public servant to the City of Weldon,
North Carolina. He was a teacher and
served as principal for more than 30
years in the school system. In addition
to his dedication to strengthening aca-
demia, Dock Brown also served 8 years
as a Halifax County Commissioner, 2
years in the North Carolina House of
Representatives for District Seven, 8
years as Commissioner on the Weldon
town board, and served also on the
State Agriculture Committee. The City
of Weldon is greatly touched by his
good work, his dedication and his ef-
forts to strengthen their community.

Mr. Speaker, I urge swift passage of
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise in support of the naming of this
post office the Dock M. Brown Post Of-
fice Building. Dock Brown was a dedi-
cated public servant, a member of the
community, and a shining example as a
local leader.

A veteran of the Korean war, Mr.
BROWN served his community as an ed-
ucator and a politician. During a more
than 30-year tenure as a teacher and
principal at Halifax County, North
Carolina, he also served on the commu-
nity health board, chaired the county
election board and served 19 years on
the mental health board. Truly, this
was a community leader and appro-
priate for naming of a post office in his
hometown.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD).

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentlelady from the
District of Columbia for her friendship
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and thank her for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to very briefly
comment on H.R. 4210. This is a bill
that I introduced to name the post of-
fice located at 401 Washington Avenue
in Weldon, North Carolina, after a very
dear friend of many, many years, Mr.
Dock M. Brown.

We are seeking to name this post of-
fice as the Dock M. Brown Post Office
Building. Dock Brown, Mr. Speaker,
has been a friend and supporter for
many years. He is a pillar of leadership
in the Halifax County community and
throughout our congressional district.
And I might say parenthetically, Mr.
Speaker, that the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia also has roots
in Halifax County, North Carolina, and
it is just ironic that she happens to be
on the floor at this very moment.

Mr. Speaker, Dock Brown was born
on January 30, 1929, in Halifax County
to a wonderful couple, Nelson and
Vilvie Brown. Dock Brown’s father, as
was my father, was a veteran of World
War I. Dock would soon follow in his
father’s footsteps by also serving our
country as a sergeant in the United
States Army.

Mr. Brown graduated from J.A.
Chaloner High School in 1948 and en-
tered historic Shaw University in Ra-
leigh, North Carolina, that fall. In 1951,
just 1 year before he was to graduate
from that institution, Dock Brown was
drafted into the United States Army
and was given orders to fight in the Ko-
rean War.

Dock Brown served 12 long months in
Korea before returning to Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, his native home State,
to serve out the remainder of his tour.
Immediately after his discharge, Dock
Brown resumed his education at Shaw
University, where he received his un-
dergraduate degree in history.

To fulfill his dream of becoming a
school teacher, Dock attended another
great institution, which was my alma
mater, North Carolina Central Univer-
sity in Durham, North Carolina, where
he received a master’s degree in soci-
ology and school administration.

Dock Brown is an extraordinary edu-
cator. He taught history at Weldon
High School and Eastman High School
for 24 years and served as principal of
Pittman High School for 10 years. His
positive impact on the youth in Halifax
County cannot be measured. He
touched so many young lives, and it
was Dock Brown’s encouragement that
has served as a catalyst and foundation
that propelled many of those young
people to grow into well-established,
productive, progressive citizens.

Dock Brown also served as an ap-
pointed official in Halifax County. He
served on the County Board of Health.
And for 19 years he served on the Board
of Mental Health, where he served as
chairman for the last 4 years of his ten-
ure. He was honored with the Lifetime
Achievement Award from the State
Mental Health Association for his tire-
less dedication to the issue of mental
health.
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He served 7 years as a trustee at Eliz-
abeth City State University and 2
years as an appointee to the Governor’s
Commission to evaluate superior court
judges.

Mr. Speaker, Dock Brown has also
served, as we do, as an elected official.
For 8 years he served as a county com-
missioner in Halifax County; 2 years in
the North Carolina House of Represent-
atives, representing District 7; 8 years
as a commissioner on the Weldon Town
Board.

For his untiring service to the State
of North Carolina, Dock Brown was
awarded the Order of the Long Leaf
Pine by then Governor James B. Hunt,
Jr. This is the highest civilian honor
granted to a citizen in North Carolina.

Religion has played a major part in
the life of Dock Brown. He has been an
active member of the First Baptist
Church in Roanoke Rapids since the
age of 11, where he served in many ca-
pacities including that of ordained dea-
con for more than 50 years.

He has been married to his devoted
wife, Helen Brooks Brown, for 54 years.
Together they have reared two chil-
dren: Dock Brown, Jr. and Ivy Brown
Singlton. Ivy is married to Lieutenant
Colonel Terance Singlton, II, who
proudly serves us in the United States
Army.

I am so proud, Mr. Speaker, to have
authored this legislation to honor this
individual. Dock Brown has dedicated
his entire life to serving others and has
touched entire generations of young
people.

This legislation has the entire sup-
port, bipartisan support, of my delega-
tion. I urge my colleagues to vote
‘“‘yes’ on H.R. 4210.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4210.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FEDERAL FOOD DONATION ACT OF
2007

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4220) to encourage the donation
of excess food to nonprofit organiza-
tions that provide assistance to food-
insecure people in the United States in
contracts entered into by executive
agencies for the provision, service, or
sale of food, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4220

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the
Food Donation Act of 2007".

SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to encourage ex-
ecutive agencies and their contractors,
whenever practical and safe, to donate ex-
cess, apparently wholesome food to feed
food-insecure people in the United States.
SEC. 3. PROMOTING FEDERAL FOOD DONATION.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation shall be revised to pro-
vide that each contract in an amount greater
than $25,000 for the provision, service, or sale
of food, or for the lease or rental of Federal
property to a private entity for events at
which food is provided, shall include a clause
that—

(1) encourages the donation of excess, ap-
parently wholesome food to nonprofit orga-
nizations that provide assistance to food-in-
secure people in the United States;

(2) provides that the head of an executive
agency shall not assume responsibility for
the costs and logistics of collecting, trans-
porting, maintaining the safety of, or dis-
tributing such excess, apparently wholesome
food to food-insecure people in the United
States; and

(3) states that executive agencies and con-
tractors making donations pursuant to this
Act are protected from civil or criminal li-
ability under the Bill Emerson Good Samari-
tan Food Donation Act (42 U.S.C. 1791).

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) EXCESS.—The term ‘‘excess’, when ap-
plied to food, means food that is not required
to meet the needs of executive agencies and
would otherwise be discarded.

(2) APPARENTLY WHOLESOME FOOD.—The
term ‘‘apparently wholesome food’ has the
meaning provided in section 2(b)(2) of the
Bill Emerson Good Samaritan Food Dona-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 1791(b)(2)).

(3) NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION.—The term
“nonprofit organization” means any organi-
zation that is described in section 501(c) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and is ex-
empt from tax under section 501(a) of such
Code.

(4) FOoOD INSECURE.—The term ‘‘food inse-
cure’”” means inconsistent access to suffi-
cient, safe, and nutritious food.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4220,
the Federal Food Donation Act, as
amended, is a modest measure designed
to help address the very large problem
of hunger in America. In 2005, 26 mil-
lion people in this country, including 9
million children, had to rely on soup
kitchens and other charitable food pro-
grams to help meet their nutritional
needs.

Introduced by Representative JO ANN
EMERSON, H.R. 4220 requires Federal
agencies to include in their food serv-
ice and space rental contracts a provi-
sion that would encourage contractors
to donate any surplus food to nonprofit
organizations that provide assistance
to the hungry. This bill builds on the
work of some innovative nonprofit or-
ganizations that have been conducting
similar programs in the private sector.

“Federal
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The bill also includes provisions that
will ensure that costs of collecting,
transporting and storing donated food
would not be borne by the Federal Gov-
ernment and that executive agencies
and contractors would be protected
from civil or criminal liability.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill. Together we can feed America in
this rich country.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to yield such time as she may consume
to the gentlelady, Mrs. EMERSON, who,
in her own right, is recognized as a
leader in service to the hungry and un-
fortunate.

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, with 35
million individuals, including 12 mil-
lion children, either experiencing hun-
ger or teetering right on the verge of
hunger each year, the American people
expect us to take every reasonable ac-
tion possible to address this crisis.

The American people are generous
with their time and with their re-
sources. And particularly, during the
Christmas season, they’re willing to
make the extra effort to donate their
time at a soup kitchen or provide gro-
ceries to a food pantry. Unfortunately,
the need for these donations is real and
it’s growing.

The Federal Food Donation Act is
one small way the Federal Government
can mirror the everyday lives of the
constituents we serve. This legislation
would require executive agencies who
serve food on their premises to encour-
age the donation of excess food to non-
profit organizations. Such food rescue
efforts can be particularly useful to the
more than 43,000 soup Kkitchens and
food pantries on the front lines bat-
tling hunger. Our constituents are will-
ing to search through their pantries to
donate excess food, and so should we.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to thank Chair-
man WAXMAN and Ranking Member
DAVIS for their efforts on behalf of the
hungry. The changes to this legislation
made during committee markup are an
improvement that will enhance the
scope and impact this legislation will
have.

I'd also like to thank their dedicated
staff for their time and counsel in
drafting this legislation.

I'd also like to particularly thank
the dedicated individuals at Rock It
and Wrap It Up for their efforts in con-
ceiving and promoting this concept.
This nonprofit organization has spe-
cialized in food recovery and has been
thinking outside the box in the battle
against hunger for years.

Mr. Speaker, the effects of rising food
prices have already been felt by our
partners who serve the hungry. We
learned today from the U.S. Conference
of Mayors that their constituents are
seeking emergency food aid more fre-
quently and more homeless families
are seeking shelter. More resources are
clearly needed.

The Federal Food Donation Act may
be a small step in the overall battle
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against hunger, but it is one worth tak-
ing.

I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on H.R. 4220.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 5 minutes to Mr.
MCGOVERN, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, who led us earlier on this
very issue and succeeded in getting in-
creases in food stamps this very year.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague from the District
of Columbia for yielding me the time
and for her support for this bill and for
s0 many other important issues.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4220, the Federal Food Donation Act of
2007.

Let me begin by commending the
sponsor of this legislation, Congress-
woman JO ANN EMERSON. Congress-
woman EMERSON is a true champion for
the hungry in this country. She’s a
friend who doesn’t just talk about hun-
ger, but is a leader in the effort to fight
to end hunger in this country.

It’s not an easy effort, and I know
that she has to work to convince peo-
ple around this country and in this
very building that there are people who
still go without food in this great Na-
tion of ours. She’s a shining example of
someone who puts partisanship aside
and works towards a goal that should
be achievable.

So I want to thank Congresswoman
EMERSON for her steadfast leadership
on this issue and for introducing this
important legislation.

I also want to thank Chairman WAX-
MAN and Ranking Member DAVIS and
the other members of the Oversight
and Government Reform Committee
for their quick and thorough work on
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, hunger is getting worse
in America. More than 35.5 million peo-
ple went hungry in the United States
in 2006, an increase of more than 300,000
from 2005. There are many in Congress
who talk about the booming economy
and economic growth, but it is clear
that millions of Americans are not ben-
efiting from this so-called economic ex-
pansion.

The costs of living in America are
rising. Energy costs are increasing,
food prices continue to go up, and the
housing crisis is straining the budgets
of middle- and lower-income families.
The reality is that many Americans
are walking a fiscal tightrope where
any economic change or family crisis,
like an unexpected illness or job loss,
could force people to go without food
for a period of time.

That we are even talking about any
person going hungry in the richest and
most prosperous Nation in the world is
an embarrassment, and we should all
be ashamed for not doing more to com-
bat hunger here at home.

H.R. 4220 is a good step in the fight
against hunger. Unfortunately, it’s not
going to end hunger in America, but it
will provide one more way to fight hun-
ger.
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As has already been described, the
Federal Food Donation Act would re-
quire executive agencies who serve
food on their premises to encourage the
donation of excess food to nonprofit or-
ganizations. Such food rescue efforts
can be particularly useful to the more
than 43,000 soup kitchens and food pan-
tries on the front lines battling hunger.
The Oversight and Government Reform
Committee broadened the scope of this
bill, and I’'m especially pleased the bill
was expanded to include the Depart-
ment of Defense.

The reality is that food costs are in-
creasing; and America’s food banks,
the safety net of our anti-hunger sys-
tem, is straining to meet this need. Ac-
cording to a new report released today
by the U.S. Conference of Mayors, re-
quests for food increased an average of
12 percent over the last year. Yet at
the same time, a recent Washington
Post article reports that the Capital
Area Food Bank, the emergency food
system for Washington, DC, had only
230,000 pounds of food on its shelves,
down from 570,000 pounds at this time
last year. Nationwide, food donations
to food banks are expected to fall short
of the need by 15 million pounds.

Mr. Speaker, we need to do more to
address and ultimately end hunger in
America. The Federal safety net devel-
oped over the years, the Food Stamp
program, Meals on Wheels, school
meals and the emergency food system,
is working but it is strained. Private
organizations like Catholic Charities
and the Nation’s food banks, just to
name two examples, are filling the
gaps where they can. It is time we com-
mit to ending hunger once and for all.
It’s time that we dedicate the re-
sources of our great Nation to ending
this scourge. The Federal Food Dona-
tion Act is a good first step, and I'm
pleased that the House is acting on it
today.

Mr. Speaker, I insert into the RECORD
at this point two articles documenting
the shortage of food for the hungry in
this country and one article announc-
ing the U.S. Conference of Mayors re-
port on hunger and homelessness.

[From Newsweek, Nov. 26, 2007]
BLESSED Is THE FULL PLATE
(By Anna Quindlen)

One of the most majestic dining rooms in
New York City is in the Church of the Holy
Apostles. After the landmark building was
nearly destroyed by fire in 1990, the Epis-
copal parish made the decision not to replace
the pews so that the nave could become a
place of various uses. There are traditional
Sunday services, of course, and the gay and
lesbian synagogue on Friday evenings. And
every weekday more than a thousand people
eat lunch at round tables beneath 12-foot
stained-glass windows and a priceless Dutch

pipe organ.
“You can’t get more Biblical than feeding
the hungry:” says the Rev. William

Greenlaw, the rector.

Holy Apostles has fed the hungry for 25
years now without missing a single weekday,
including the morning after the fire, when
the church lay in ruins, still smoldering, and
943 meals were served by candlelight. There’s
a queue on Ninth Avenue by midmorning;
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sometimes tourists think there’s a wait for
some exclusive New York happening until
they notice the shabby clothes, piles of shop-
ping bags and unshaven faces that are the
small unmistakable markers of poverty.

The poor could be forgiven for feeling
somewhat poorer nowadays. The share of the
nation’s income going to the top 1 percent of
its citizens is at its highest level since 1928,
just before the big boom went bust. But pov-
erty is not a subject that’s been discussed
much by the current administration, who
were wild to bring freedom to the Iraqgis but
not bread to the South Bronx. ‘Hunger is
hard for us as a nation to admit,” says Clyde
Kuemmerle, who oversees the volunteers at
Holy Apostles. ‘“That makes it hard to talk
about and impossible to run on.”

At Holy Apostles the issue is measured in
mouthfuls. Pasta, collard greens, bread,
cling peaches. But in this anniversary year
the storage shelves are less full, the pipeline
less predictable. The worst emergency food
shortage in years is plaguing charities from
Maine to California, even while the number
of those who need help grows. The director of
City Harvest in New York, Jilly Stephens,
has told her staff they have to find another
million pounds of food over the next few
months to make up the shortfall. “Half as
many pantry bags’ is the mantra heard now
that the city receives half the amount of
emergency food than it once did from the
Feds. In Los Angeles 24 million pounds of
food in 2002 became 15 million in 2006; in Or-
egon 13 million pounds dwindled to six. It’s a
cockamamie new math that denies the re-
ality of hunger amid affluence.

There are many reasons why. An agri-
culture bill that would have increased aid
and the food-stamp allotment has been
knocking around Congress, where no one
ever goes hungry. Donations from a federal
program that buys excess crops from farmers
and gives them to food banks has shrunk
alarmingly. Even the environment and cor-
porate efficiency have contributed to empty
pantries: more farmers are producing corn
for ethanol, and more companies have con-
quered quality control, cutting down on
those irregular cans and battered boxes that
once went to the needy.

What hasn’t shrunk is the size of the
human stomach. At lunchtime at Holy Apos-
tles, Ernest is hungry, his hand bandaged be-
cause he got in a fight, even though he is
sober now and has his own place in the
Bronx. Janice is hungry, too, she of the beau-
tiful manners and carefully Kknotted
headscarf, who sleeps on the train on winter
nights and walks with a cane since being hit
by a car. There are the two veterans, both
Marines, with the raddled faces and slightly
unfocused eyes of those who sleep outdoors,
which means mostly always being half-
awake, and that group of Chinese women
who don’t speak English, and the Muslim
couple who sit alone. Mostly it’s single men
at Holy Apostles. Some are mentally ill, and
some are addicts, and to repair their lives
would take a lot of help. But at the moment
they have an immediate problem with an im-
mediate answer: pasta, collard greens, bread,
cling peaches.

This place is a blessing, and an outrage.
“We call these people our guests,” says the
rector. “They are the children of God.”
That’s real God talk. The political arena has
been lousy with the talk-show variety in re-
cent years: worrying about whether children
could pray in school instead of whether
they’d eaten before they got there, obsessing
about the beginning of life instead of the end
of poverty, concerned with private behavior
instead of public generosity.

There’s a miracle in which an enormous
crowd comes to hear Jesus and he feeds them
all by turning a bit of bread and fish into
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enough to serve the multitudes. The truth is
that America is so rich that political leaders
could actually produce some variant of that
miracle if they had the will. And, I suppose,
if they thought there were votes in it.
Enough with the pious sanctimony about
gay marriage and abortion. If elected offi-
cials want to bring God talk into public life,
let it be the bedrock stuff, about charity and
mercy and the least of our brethren. Instead
of the performance art of the presidential de-
bate, the candidates should come to Holy
Apostles and do what good people, people of
faith, do there every day—feed the hungry,
comfort the weary, soothe the afflicted. And
wipe down the tables after each seating.
Here’s a prayer for every politician: pasta,
collard greens, bread, cling peaches. Amen.

[From the Washington Post, Dec. 8, 2007]
CUPBOARDS ARE BARE AT FOOD BANKS
(By Philip Rucker)

Area food banks are experiencing a critical
shortage of supplies as donations drop dra-
matically and as demand for free and dis-
counted food continues to soar.

The Capital Area Food Bank, the region’s
primary distribution center, reported that it
had about 230,000 pounds of goods on its
shelves this week, down from 570,000 pounds
at this time last year, officials said.

The short supplies, which are hitting food
banks and soup kitchens across the nation,
stem from a combination of factors: Federal
supplies of excess farm goods have dropped,
in part because of the summer drought and
because farmers are selling more of their
products internationally. Donations from
grocery stores, a major source for food
banks, have fallen as supermarket chains
consolidate, increase efficiency and tighten
inventory controls.

Overall this year, the Capital Area Food
Bank is projecting totals to fall roughly 6
percent below last year’s total of 19.5 million
pounds. The situation has been particularly
bad in recent weeks, officials said. At the
Northeast Washington warehouse earlier this
week, some refrigerated shelves, usually
stacked with produce and meats, stood
empty.

“We’re getting a lot less food donated from
companies and individuals,”” operations di-
rector Christopher Leal said. ‘“We have real-
ly nothing.”

At the same time, economic factors have
conspired to force many more people toward
the brink of hunger. Calls to the food bank’s
Hunger Lifeline are up about 37 percent from
last year.

And it’s not just in the District. The
Manna Food Center in Montgomery County
served more than 2,200 families last month,
about 200 more than the previous November.
In Fairfax County, Reston Interfaith’s food
service has doubled over the past three
years.

‘‘Good, working people are having a harder
time making ends meet,” said Kerrie Wilson,
executive director of Reston Interfaith. ‘‘So
far, we’ve not had to turn folks away, but we
have limited the number of times we’ll help
someone. . . . You do less for more.”

America’s Second Harvest, the country’s
leading hunger-relief charity, is projecting a
shortage of 15 million pounds of food this
year at its more than 200 network food
banks. That would be enough food to serve
11.7 million meals or fill 400 trucks.

At food banks from Maine to Florida to
California, ‘““demand is up, and food is flying
out the door faster than ever,” spokesman
Ross Fraser said.

““Our inventories are as depleted as they’ve
ever been before,” Fraser said. ‘“‘Our food
banks keep calling here saying, ‘My God,
you’ve got to help us. We desperately need
help.””
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Edward Cooney, who has been an anti-hun-
ger activist since 1972, said he has never seen
food supplies dwindling and demand rising
the way they are now.

“I've been in a few food banks, and I've
looked at the shelves,” said Cooney, execu-
tive director of the Washington-based Con-
gressional Hunger Center. ‘“You just see
huge warehouses where you see empty
shelves. Ain’t nothing there.”

About 85 percent of food donations to the
Capital Area Food Bank come from corpora-
tions, including grocery chains, chief oper-
ating officer Brian Smith said.

Just 4 percent are from individuals, and 11
percent are from the federal government.

Improvements in inventory controls and
store-ordering procedures among super-
market chains have limited the supplies do-
nated to food banks.

“Food retailers are in business to sell food
and not to have a lot of discarded food,” said
Giant spokesman Barry F. Scher, who is also
vice chairman of the food bank’s board of di-
rectors.

Although the quantity of food that Giant
donates has dropped, Scher said, proceeds
from in-store campaigns in which customers
give money for the hungry are increasing.
And the Landover-based chain will continue
to donate food to charities, he said.

The shortage is exacerbated by a decline in
federal assistance. For years, food banks
have relied on the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture’s bonus commodity program, which
buys surplus crops such as peaches and cran-
berries, as well as livestock such as turkeys,
ducks and bison, from domestic farmers.

But the amounts of bonus commodities
have dropped. Five years ago, the depart-
ment bought more than $200 million worth of
surplus products. In 2005, that figure fell to
$154 million. This year, the agency is pro-
jecting $568 million.

“The reason that they’re down, obviously,
is that the farm market is doing very well,”’
said Nancy M. Johner, undersecretary for
food, nutrition and consumer services.

Johner said farmers are selling more of
their products internationally. That trend,
coupled with a severe drought that affected
much of the country this year, has left farm-
ers with relatively few surplus crops, she
said.

This is difficult news for food pantries and
soup Kkitchens in the Washington region,
where the Capital Area Food Bank estimates
that more than 600,000 residents are at risk
of hunger.

Bread for the City, one of the District’s
largest pantries, has served about 2,000 more
families this year than in 2006, executive di-
rector George Jones said.

“It’s a big jump,” he said. ‘“A lot of these
families are people that have some re-
sources, are housed, and use our resources to
augment their incomes. They really are liv-
ing on the edge.”

With gasoline prices and utility rates ris-
ing and the economy softening amid a mort-
gage crisis, many of the region’s working
families are struggling to pay their bills and
are seeking help at food banks and soup
kitchens.

Bertina Fox used to donate clothing to
Bread for the City. The 29-year-old from
Northwest Washington said she never imag-
ined she would someday come asking for
food. But when she quit her job at an AIDS
clinic earlier this year, she began coming to
Bread for the City each month for a basket
of fish and vegetables, as well as frozen piz-
zas and chicken nuggets for her 5-year-old
son.

“When I fell on hard times, I knew of the
services there,” she said. ‘“‘A lot of people
can’t make it day to day without them. I'm
certainly one of those people.”
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Fox was to start a new job at an area hos-
pital yesterday. Once back on her feet, Fox
said, she hopes to start donating to the cen-
ter again.

[From USA TODAY, Dec. 17, 2007]
MORE FAMILIES SEEK AID
(By Wendy Koth)

More people are requesting emergency food
aid and more homeless families with chil-
dren are seeking shelter, concludes a 23-city
survey released Monday by the U.S. Con-
ference of Mayors.

Four of five cities say requests for food aid
rose an average of 12% from the previous
year, according to the survey for the period
covering November 2006 through October
2007. Most cities had reported a jump in such
requests the prior year as well.

Ten of 14 cities with data on homeless fam-
ilies say more families with children sought
emergency shelter and transitional housing.
About half of the cities say their overall
homeless problem increased. Collectively,
the cities report giving shelter to 193,183 peo-
ple.

“We’re heading in the wrong direction be-
cause of poverty, unemployment and housing
costs,” says Trenton Mayor Douglas Palmer,
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president of the mayors conference. He added
that the full effects of record mortgage fore-
closures have yet to be seen. The report does
cite some progress. Of 11 cities with data on
homeless adults seeking shelter, five—Louis-
ville; Nashville; Philadelphia; Portland, Ore.,
and Seattle—report a decline. Also, the
length of stays in shelters and transitional
housing for single adults and families short-
ened.

Last month, the federal government re-
ported a 12% decline in the number of chron-
ically homeless adults who live on the
streets or in emergency shelters. The num-
ber fell to 155,623 in January 2006 from 175,914
in January 2005, according to the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development.

HUD Secretary Alphonso Jackson says the
numbers ‘‘show remarkable progress is being
made.”” He attributed the decline to better
reporting and more local and federal re-
sources for permanent housing, health care
and other services.

Des Moines Mayor Frank Cownie takes lit-
tle comfort in HUD’s numbers.

He says chronically homeless adults ac-
count for only 10% of all homeless people.
“There are still more people needing help.”

The mayors’ report is limited because it
surveys only 23 cities, each of which collects

CITIES REPORT RISING DEMAND FOR FOOD AND SHELTER
[Findings from November 2006—0ctober 20071
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data differently, says Mark Nord, lead au-
thor of an annual food security report by the
U.S. Department of Agriculture.

The USDA’s most recent report, released
last month, says 4% of households lacked
adequate access to food in 2006, about the
same as in 2005.

It also found, however, that the number of
households obtaining food from community
providers rose 26% from 2001 to 2006, and the
number of households having the least access
to food rose 32%, or 1.3 million, during that
time. USDA data do not include the home-
less.

Most of the 205 food banks that belong to
America’s Second Harvest, the nation’s larg-
est hunger-relief group, say demand has
risen at least 20% this year, according to
group spokesman Ross Fraser.

“Even in places like New Hampshire,
which you wouldn’t think of as needy, the
demand is way up,” Fraser says. He says fi-
nancial contributions have held steady but
food donations, including those from the
USDA, have fallen. At this rate, he says, food
banks will fall nearly 12 million meals short
this year.

Number of
. . Demand for emergency shelter or
City Demand for emergency food aid hom:lii?vggo transitional housing

Boston increased 6,636 increased
Charleston, S.C. NA 1,658 NA
Charlotte increased 9,498 NA
Chicago increased NA NA
Cleveland same 13,103 NA
Denver increased 71,480 NA

Des Moines increased 6,068 increased
Detroit increased 4,738 NA
Kansas City 2,509 increased
Los Angeles increased 7,960 NA
Louisville increased 10,933 decreased
Miami increased 1,100 NA
Nashville increased 11,213 decreased
Philadelphi increased 13,335  decreased
Phoenix increased NA

Portland, Ore. d d 3,189 decreased
Providence increased 2,819 increased
Salt Lake City increased 4,230 increased
San Francisco increased 9,791 NA

Santa Monica, Calif. increased 924 NA
Seattle same 4,360 decreased
St. Paul NA 5,083 increased
Trenton, N.J. same 2,459

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
and join with my colleagues in sup-
porting and sponsoring the gentlelady
from Missouri’s bill, H.R. 4220, the Fed-
eral Food Donation Act of 2007.

As Mrs. EMERSON said so well, the ef-
fort to aid nonprofit organizations to
serve the hungry will be advanced by
this bill and its amendment to the Fed-
eral acquisition regulations and to en-
courage Federal agencies and contrac-
tors to donate excessive foods to food
pantries, food shelters, and homes for
the homeless.

This bill also seeks to protect agen-
cies and contractors from civil or
criminal liabilities associated with
these types of donations. It is sad but
true in this country that often good
deeds go punished as a result of the ad-
vent of those who would profit by suing
over the good deeds of others. This bill
tries to balance those two to encourage
the good deeds of others and to shelter
them from the type of adverse behavior
that might cause people to throw away
food rather than give it to the poor.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I'm
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA).

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I want to commend the gentlelady
from Missouri for her sponsorship and
authorship of this important legisla-
tion.

I do want to say that the names of
Mickey Leland, Bill Emerson, Tony
Hall, I think, stand out in terms of
what we did years ago, Mr. Speaker;
that perhaps maybe this Congress
needs to reestablish a select committee
on hunger like we did years ago when
it was chaired by Mr. Mickey Leland
from Texas and also the gentleman
from Missouri, Mr. Bill Emerson, and
also the gentleman from Ohio, Mr.
Tony Hall.

I believe that as a member of the
committee at that time we were very,
very much into the concerns that were

expressed quite eloquently by my good
friend, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, the problems that we’re dealing
with and the subject of hunger.

I think we are moving in the right di-
rection, and I just wanted to note, Mr.
Speaker, that this issue of hunger real-
ly needs to be addressed seriously. And
I want to commend the gentlelady
from Missouri for her efforts, not only
in continuing the legacy of her hus-
band but the fact that this is a very se-
rious issue, and I wish that perhaps my
colleagues and the leadership of the
House will reestablish that select com-
mittee on hunger like we did years ago
so that we will not forget. We’re mov-
ing in the right direction. We need to
do more for the needy and for the poor.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, years
ago, nonprofits, mostly churches, fed
people at Christmas and Thanksgiving.
These nonprofits have become life-sav-
ing, year-round operations. What has
occurred ironically over the past cou-
ple of years is a development that none
of us anticipated, a shortage of food in
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these food banks of whatever descrip-
tion, and they come in part because of
the efficiency of the food industry
itself.

The food industry itself has become
increasingly, like many other indus-
tries in our country, increasingly effi-
cient so that there is less food to give
away. We greet and welcome that effi-
ciency, and we understand the need for
it, especially in the food industry
where the profit margins are so nar-
row. At the same time, our agricul-
tural industry has become increasingly
efficient, and it is, of course, one of the
most efficient industries in the coun-
try.

The net effect of this is some food
goes abroad. Very importantly is that
there is less food that is excess food to
give away, so that you have nonprofits
throughout the country, some of them
have been cited in the remarks of my
colleagues because they are well known
as having originated here, like the Cap-
ital Food Bank; Bread for the City;
SOME, So Others May Eat; and not to
mention the churches which were the
first to step up and perform this serv-
ice.

We just have got to find a way to get
what we know is excess food, that all of
us understand, have seen, all of us
know exists, to where that food is most
needed; and I believe that of the many
things we could do, the bill offered by
Mrs. EMERSON is certainly one way to
begin to draw attention to what con-
tractors may do as an act of goodwill,
without incurring any burden on them-
selves. Indeed, it should be a great bur-
den at a time like this to spoil or
throw away any food.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 4220, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

LOCAL PREPAREDNESS
ACQUISITION ACT

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3179) to amend title 40, United
States Code, to authorize the use of
Federal supply schedules for the acqui-
sition of law enforcement, security,
and certain other related items by
State and local governments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3179

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Local Pre-

paredness Acquisition Act’.
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SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION FOR ACQUISITION OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITY, AND
CERTAIN OTHER RELATED ITEMS BY
STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
THROUGH FEDERAL SUPPLY SCHED-
ULES.

Paragraph (1) of section 502(c) of title 40,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘for automated’” and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘for the following:

“(A) Automated’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(B) Alarm and signal systems, facility
management systems, firefighting and res-
cue equipment, law enforcement and secu-
rity equipment, marine craft and related
equipment, special purpose clothing, and re-
lated services (as contained in Federal sup-
ply classification code group 84 or any
amended or subsequent version of that Fed-
eral supply classification group).”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
IssA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on this
measure and on S. 2174.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3179,
sponsored by Chairman ED TOWNS,
would permit State and local govern-
ments to purchase homeland security
and public safety equipment from the
Federal supply schedules maintained
by the General Services Administra-
tion.

Opening the Federal supply schedules
to State and local governments has bi-
partisan support. In past years, con-
tract schedules have been opened up for
information technology and goods and
services needed to respond or prevent
terrorism to State and local govern-
ments.

State and local governments should
be able to enjoy the price and conven-
ience advantages that the schedules
provide. I commend my colleague for
his leadership and urge Members to
support this bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 3179, the Local Pre-
paredness Acquisition Act. Mr. TOWNS
and the entire Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform recognized
that the GSA schedule is more than
just a list of things that can be bought
at a given price. It is, in fact, the Good
Housekeeping Seal of Approval.

GSA goes to great lengths to ensure
that products are appropriate for pur-
chase and that they are a good value.
Leveraging that capability and the
Federal money already spent to allow
States and local governments to par-
ticipate in this acquisition serves two
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good purposes. It increases the value of
seeking a GSA schedule, and in fact, it
saves money and overhead for State
and local agencies.

I join with my colleague from the
District of Columbia and Mr. TOWNS in
asking for the swift passage of this bill.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I'm
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to my good friend, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD).

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank the gentlelady from the
District of Columbia for her friendship
and thank her for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor
today to offer my support for H.R. 3179,
the matter that has been introduced by
Mr. TowNs of New York, which is enti-
tled the Local Preparedness Acquisi-
tion Act. This is a fine piece of legisla-
tion, and I urge our colleagues to vote
‘‘yves’ on this matter.

O 1345

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, one word
more on this resolution introduced by
Mr. TowNs. I am Chair of the sub-
committee with jurisdiction over GSA
and, of course, its schedule. Perhaps
the average person would believe that
States would be in the same position as
the United States Government because
they buy a great deal of goods and
services and the same Kkinds of costs
and scale and efficiency which comes
with ordering large amounts at the
same time would come to States as
well. That’s not always the case, and
even if it is, there is no State as large
or that orders as much as the United
States of America. And it does seem to
me altogether appropriate that States
and localities have the same access to
the GSA schedule as the United States
and its agencies have.

This ability to use the schedule on
which firms have precompeted so as to
guarantee the best value hastens what
can be an arduous period of competi-
tion. In my own district, I see that in
an effort to make sure that a competi-
tion has properly occurred, there can
often be many delays. We cannot, of
course, in some respects get around
those inherent delays, but with respect
to many goods and services that are on
the GSA schedule, if the efficiencies
that we are able to provide for the gov-
ernment can also be provided to States
and localities, the United States and
the States together will be in better
shape saving taxpayers money.

Therefore, I strongly support this bill
and ask other Members of the House to
do so as well.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to support
H.R. 3179, the Local Preparedness Acquisition
Act. This is a bipartisan, good government bill
that will permit state apd local governments to
purchase homeland security and public safety
equipment using General Services Administra-
tion contract schedules.

H.R. 3179 has the support of many state
and local governments and the National Asso-
ciation of Counties. It will make it easier for
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local officials to purchase the items they need
to improve safety in their communities, while
saving money at the same time.

The GSA Schedules are catalogues of more
than 4 million commercial goods and services
currently available to federal agencies at ne-
gotiated discount prices. Since 2002, Con-
gress has enacted ‘“cooperative purchasing”
legislation that authorized state and local gov-
ernments to purchase IT equipment and dis-
aster recovery items from GSA schedules.

This bill further expands that authority to
purchase items such as bomb detection equip-
ment, perimeter security systems, and other
homeland security goods and services from
GSA Schedule 84.

It is important to note that this bill imposes
no federal mandate and requires no new
spending. Participation in the cooperative pur-
chasing program is voluntary for both state
and local governments and vendors. The anal-
ysis prepared by the Congressional Budget
Office indicates that the bill has no net impact
on federal spending and is the opposite of an
unfunded mandate—in fact, it is a benefit to
state and local governments.

This bill was developed jointly with the rank-
ing member of the Government Management
Subcommittee, Mr. BILBRAY. | thank him for his
contribution to this legislation.

| urge all my colleagues to support H.R.
3179.

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, thank you for
the opportunity to speak in favor of H.R. 3179,
the Local Preparedness Acquisition Act. | am
pleased to serve as the original cosponsor of
this legislation. | also want thank Congress-
man TOWNS for his leadership in sponsoring
and advancing this important idea.

H.R. 3179 will allow State and local govern-
ments to purchase homeland security products
and services at more reasonable prices by
providing them access to the General Services
Administration schedules. Following the at-
tacks on September 11, our local and State
governments have taken on more responsi-
bility for emergency preparedness and home-
land security. With this added responsibility,
these local governments need to purchase a
wider array of goods and services.

Under this legislation, these localities will be
able to purchase many products such as ac-
cess control and perimeter security systems,
fire detection and suppression equipment, fire-
fighting clothing and marine craft from the
GSA schedules. With this option, the cost of
many of these products will be less than the
cost of purchasing them from State-approved
purchasing lists or the open marketplace, sav-
ing these local governments valuable tax dol-
lars.

Importantly, this legislation does not impose
any requirements on States and localities to
utilize the GSA schedules, instead offering an
additional voluntary purchasing method.

This legislation has strong bipartisan sup-
port and was passed out of the Oversight and
Government Reform Committee by voice vote.
Additionally, it has gained the endorsement of
the National Association of Counties and
many other outside organizations.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity
to speak in favor of this bill. 1 urge my col-
leagues to support this commonsense legisla-
tion.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H.R. 3179, the
Local Preparedness Acquisition Act, intro-
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duced by my distinguished colleague from
New York, Representative TOWNS. This impor-
tant legislation amends title 40 of the United
States Code to authorize the use of Federal
supply schedules for the acquisition of law en-
forcement, security, and certain other related
items by State and local governments.

In the post-September 11 era, with the ad-
vances in technology, communication and
transportation, the likelihood of a situation es-
calating from an emergency to a disaster to a
catastrophe has increased. This Nation is de-
pendent upon the services of its first respond-
ers, and as such we cannot shirk responsibility
for their well being when we put them in
harm’s way. Since the catastrophe of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the need to anticipate and
provide necessary resources to our emer-
gency workers has been brought to Federal
attention.

The Federal Government has a responsi-
bility to plan ahead and develop a strategy of
what will occur should a catastrophic event
ever take place. As can be seen with the
World Trade Center Worker and Volunteer
Medical Monitoring Program, which was estab-
lished in 2004 by the National Institute for Oc-
cupational Safety and Health, it has been in-
secure in its funding since its inception and is
estimated to be out of outpatient awards by
the end of FY 2007. This type of haphazard
funding and insecurity about the program’s fu-
ture is not what our first responders risked
their lives for.

In order to enact any meaningful change,
we must understand and identify the unique
situations that face our first responders and
then try to address any preventative pre-
emptive actions that are possible. This in-
cludes Federal inquiry into the recognition and
management of mental health defects, plans
for short- and long-term health monitoring,
quality of personal protective equipment, pro-
posed research or lack thereof, and the na-
tional response plan. The necessity of inquiry
into and improvement and solidification of
these issues cannot be overstressed in look-
ing to the future and how our Nation will deal
with caring for the first responders during a
disaster.

Mr. Speaker, as we witnessed in the after-
math of the terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001 and Hurricanes Rita and Katrina, our Na-
tion’s first responders were not prepared for
the realities of the catastrophes they faced.
We can ensure future safety and protection of
our first responders by making sure their per-
sonal protective equipment is sufficient to han-
dle any future risks. It is our obligation to
make sure the funds for the proper equipment
is being received through Federal grant pro-
grams so that in the case of a catastrophe,
they will be able to safely respond to haz-
ardous materials, biological agents, and other
harmful materials.

This legislation is important because it
amends title 40 of the United States Code to
provide necessary equipment to our Nation’s
first responders. In the wake of the tragedies
of September 11 and Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita, the necessity for the provision of appro-
priate technologies, including interoperable
communications and the availability of emer-
gency equipment, became painfully apparent.
This legislation calls for the availability and
provision of alarm and signal systems, facility
management systems, firefighting and rescue
equipment, law enforcement and security
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equipment, marine craft and related equip-
ment, special purpose clothing, and related
services. By amending title 40 of the United
States Code, this legislation is an important
step towards ensuring that America’s first re-
sponders are adequately prepared for any sit-
uation that may arise.

Mr. Speaker, | support the passage of H.R.
3179 and call on my colleagues to do likewise
because | strongly believe that it will strength-
en our Nation’s efforts to confront the disas-
ters.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARDOZA). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3179.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 3996. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain expir-
ing provisions, and for other purposes.

CORRECTING THE ENROLLMENT
OF H.R. 1593, SECOND CHANCE
ACT OF 2007

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 270)
to make corrections in the enrollment
of the bill H.R. 1593.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 270

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring) That, in the enrollment of
the bill H.R. 1593, the Clerk of the House of
Representatives shall make the following
corrections (with page and line numbers re-
ferring to the page and line numbers of the
bill as engrossed in the House):

(1) Page 17, strike line 21 through page 18,
line 23 and insert the following:

‘(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of a
grant received under this section may not
exceed 50 percent of the project funded under
such grant.

¢(B) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the
recipient of a grant under this section may
meet the matching requirement under sub-
paragraph (A) by making in-kind contribu-
tions of goods or services that are directly
related to the purpose for which such grant
was awarded.

‘(i) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE.—Not more
than 50 percent of the amount provided by a
recipient of a grant under this section to
meet the matching requirement under sub-
paragraph (A) may be provided through in-
kind contributions under clause (i).
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(2) Page 37, strike line 22 through page 38,
line 4 and insert the following:

‘‘(e) FEDERAL SHARE.—

(1) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Federal
share of a grant under this section may not
exceed 50 percent of the program funded
under such grant.

“(2) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), the recipient of a grant under this sec-
tion may meet the matching requirement
under paragraph (1) by making in-kind con-
tributions of goods or services that are di-
rectly related to the purpose for which such
grant was awarded.

‘“(B) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE.—Not more
than 50 percent of the amount provided by a
recipient of a grant under this section to
meet the matching requirement under para-
graph (1) may be provided through in-kind
contributions under subparagraph (A).

‘(3) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—Federal
funds received under this section shall be
used to supplement, not supplant, non-Fed-
eral funds that would otherwise be available
for the activities funded under this section.

(3) Page 43, strike lines 19 through 24 and
insert the following:

“SEC. 2904. FEDERAL SHARE.

‘‘(a) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—The Federal
share of a grant under this part may not ex-
ceed 50 percent of the total costs of the
qualified drug treatment program funded
under such grant.

““(b) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
the recipient of a grant under this part may
meet the matching requirement under sub-
section (a) by making in-kind contributions
of goods or services that are directly related
to the purpose for which such grant was
awarded.

‘(2) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE.—Not more
than 50 percent of the amount provided by a
recipient of a grant under this part to meet
the matching requirement under subsection
(a) may be provided through in-kind con-
tributions under paragraph (1).

(4) Page 80, after line 4 insert the fol-
lowing:

(C) WAIVER.—The Attorney General is au-
thorized to waive the requirements of sec-
tion 3624 of title 18, United States Code, as
necessary to provide for the release of some
or all eligible elderly offenders from the Bu-
reau of Prisons facility to home detention
for the purposes of the pilot program under
this subsection.

(5) Page 80, line 18, strike ‘‘a Bureau of
Prisons facility’’ and insert ‘‘at least one Bu-
reau of Prisons facility’’.

(6) Page 81, strike line 11 through page 83,
line 12 and insert the following:

(A) ELIGIBLE ELDERLY OFFENDER.—The
term ‘‘eligible elderly offender’” means an of-
fender in the custody of the Bureau of Pris-
ons—

(i) who is not less than 65 years of age;

(ii) who is serving a term of imprisonment
that is not life imprisonment based on con-
viction for an offense or offenses that do not
include any crime of violence (as defined in
section 16 of title 18, United States Code),
sex offense (as defined in section 111(5) of the
Sex Offender Registration and Notification
Act), offense described in section
2332b(g)(5)(B) of title 18, United States Code,
or offense under chapter 37 of title 18, United
States Code, and has served the greater of 10
years or 75 percent of the term of imprison-
ment to which the offender was sentenced;

(iii) who has not been convicted in the past
of any Federal or State crime of violence,
sex offense, or other offense described in
clause (ii);

(iv) who has not been determined by the
Bureau of Prisons, on the basis of informa-
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tion the Bureau uses to make custody classi-
fications, and in the sole discretion of the
Bureau, to have a history of violence, or of
engaging in conduct constituting a sex of-
fense or other offense described in clause (ii);

(v) who has not escaped, or attempted to
escape, from a Bureau of Prisons institution;

(vi) with respect to whom the Bureau of
Prisons has determined that release to home
detention under this section will result in a
substantial net reduction of costs to the Fed-
eral Government; and

(vii) who has been determined by the Bu-
reau of Prisons to be at no substantial risk
of engaging in criminal conduct or of endan-
gering any person or the public if released to
home detention.

(7) Page 84, line 25, strike ‘‘section 231’ and
insert ‘‘this section’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on this concurrent reso-
lution.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House, this concurrent resolution
makes technical and conforming

changes to the Second Chance Act,
H.R. 1593, to expedite its proper enroll-
ment. The House passed the Second
Chance Act in November on suspension
by a vote of 347-62. May I note for the
RECORD that this is the 10th year dur-
ing three Congresses that this legisla-
tion has been worked on, debated, had
witnesses, been voted on; and now we
come here today to make some tech-
nical changes and, with our holiday
wishes, send this measure on its way.

The Second Chance Act strengthens
overall crime-fighting efforts by help-
ing give ex-offenders tools for staying
out of trouble, support for job skills,
stable living arrangements, substance
abuse treatment, health services, and
other very basic resources to success-
fully rejoin society and lead productive
and law-abiding lives. It enjoys, clear-
ly, wide bipartisan support.

This concurrent resolution expedites
the process of finalizing the bill and
sending it to the President in this ses-
sion of Congress by making a few cor-
rections brought to our attention after
the bill passed the House last month,
such as standardizing certain criteria
in the process for three different kinds
of grants and clarifying eligibility for a
prison pilot program.

It is a good measure. The corrections
here are technical only. And I am
proud to bring it to the attention of
my colleagues for passage as urgently
as possible.

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

December 17, 2007

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

I would like to start out by thanking
Chairman CONYERS, who has worked
extraordinarily hard for a very long pe-
riod of time, as he pointed out, on this
bill; and also Mr. DANNY DAVIS, who
has been a real brick and worked very
hard on this.

I rise in support of this concurrent
resolution making corrections to H.R.
1593, the Second Chance Act of 2007.

On November 13, 2007, the House
passed the Second Chance Act of 2007.
This resolution makes technical
changes in three sections of the bill.

First, the resolution modifies sec-
tions 111 and 112 to require that States
pay no less than 50 percent of grant
funds to establish reentry courts and
the Prosecution Drug Treatment Alter-
native program.

Second, the resolution eliminates in
section 231(g) the technical require-
ment that eligible elderly prisoners
who qualify for early release also sat-
isfy the existing law for the compas-
sionate release program.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

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

Mr. CONYERS. I thank my good
friend, a ranking member in the Judi-
ciary Committee, for his important
work on this measure.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 270.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
HONORING THE MARINE CORPS ON
THE  ANNIVERSARY OF ITS

FOUNDING ON NOVEMBER 10, 1775

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
246) honoring the United States Marine
Corps for serving and defending the
United States on the anniversary of its
founding on November 10, 1775.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CON. RES. 246

Whereas, on November 10, 1775, the Second
Continental Congress meeting in Philadel-
phia passed a resolution stating that ‘“‘two
Battalions of Marines be raised’ for service
as landing forces with the fleet;

Whereas this resolution establishing the
Continental Marines marked the birth date
of the United States Marine Corps;

Whereas these first Marines distinguished
themselves in a number of important oper-
ations, including their first amphibious raid
into the Bahamas in March 1776, under the
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command of Captain Samuel Nicholas, who
became the first commissioned officer in the
Continental Marines and is considered to be
the first Marine Commandant;

Whereas following the Revolutionary War
and the formal re-establishment of the Ma-
rine Corps on July 11, 1798, Marines saw ac-
tion in the quasi-war with France, landed in
Santo Domingo, and took part in many oper-
ations against the Barbary pirates along the
““Shores of Tripoli’’;

Whereas Marines took part in numerous
naval operations during the War of 1812, as
well as participating in the defense of Wash-
ington and fought alongside Andrew Jackson
in the defeat of the British at New Orleans;

Whereas the Marines seized enemy sea-
ports on both the Gulf and Pacific coasts
during the Mexican War;

Whereas a battalion of Marines joined Gen-
eral Winfield Scott’s army at Pueblo and
fought to the ‘‘Halls of Montezuma’’, Mexico
City;

Whereas Marines preserved the Union both
ashore and afloat during the U.S. Civil War
at Bull Run, Cape Hatteras, New Orleans,
Charleston, and Fort Fisher;

Whereas the Marines fought gallantly in
Cuba, Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Phil-
ippines during the Spanish-American War;

Whereas the Marines saw active service in
the Philippine Insurrection, the Boxer Rebel-
lion and in Nicaragua, Panama, Cuba, Mex-
ico, and Haiti during the early 1900s;

Whereas more than 30,000 Marines served
in World War I and distinguished themselves
on the battlefields of France and Belgium at
Belleau Wood, Soissons, St. Michiel, Blanc
Mont, and in the Meuse-Argonne offensive;

Whereas Marine aviation also supported
the war effort in the skies over Europe;

Whereas 485,113 Marines served during
World War II in Guadalcanal, Bougainville,
Tarawa, New Britain, Kwajalein, Eniwetok,
Saipan, Guam, Tinian, Peleliu, Iwo Jima,
and Okinawa and lost 87,000 killed and
wounded;

Whereas the Marines served honorably at
Inchon and Seoul and the Chosin Reservoir
in operations defending South Korea from
1950 to 1955;

Whereas Marines have served in the de-
fense of freedom and peace in Lebanon in
1955;

Whereas the Marine Corps protected and
evacuated Americans from the Dominican
Republic in 1965;

Whereas the Marine Corps suffered 13,000
killed and more than 88,000 wounded in Viet-
nam;

Whereas the Marines have protected dig-
nitaries and embassies throughout the world
like the Embassy in Beirut in 1982;

Whereas the Marine Corps intervened in
Granada and Panama in the 1980s to protect
American lives and restore the democratic
processes;

Whereas the Marine Corps sent 24 infantry
battalions, 40 squadrons, and 92,000 Marines
to defend Kuwait and Saudi Arabia during
Operation Desert Shield and Operation
Desert Storm;

Whereas the Marine Corps also engaged in
non-combatant evacuation operations in Li-
beria and Somalia during Desert Storm;

Whereas the Marine Corps participated in
humanitarian lifesaving operations in Ban-
gladesh, the Philippines, and Northern Iraq
during Desert Storm;

Whereas the Marine Corps served in Soma-
lia on humanitarian relief operations from
1992 to 1994;

Whereas the Marine Corps supported Oper-
ation Deny Flight in the no-fly zone over
Bosnia-Herzegovina;

Whereas the Marines were called on to
evacuate U.S. citizens from Rwanda in 1994;
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Whereas the Marine Corps engaged in de-
mocracy restoration efforts in Haiti in 1994;

Whereas the Marine Corps has deployed to
several African nations, including Liberia,
the Central African Republic, Zaire, and Eri-
trea to provide security and assist in the
evacuation of American citizens during peri-
ods of political and civil instability in those
nations;

Whereas the Marine Corps has engaged in
humanitarian and disaster relief operations
in Kenya, Honduras, Nicaragua, El Salvador,
and Guatemala;

Whereas Marine units deployed to Kosovo
in support of Operation Allied Force;

Whereas the Marine Corps has played a
pivotal role in Operation Enduring Freedom,
toppling the Taliban and dismantling the Al
Qaeda terrorist network;

Whereas 76,000 Marines have deployed to
combat operations in Iraq;

Whereas Marines have earned the Navy
Cross 17 times, the Silver Star 74 times, the
Bronze Star 1,896 times, the Bronze Star with
V>’ 866 times, and the Purple Heart 7,720
times during Operation Enduring Freedom
and Operation Iraqi Freedom;

Whereas Marines have earned the Medal of
Honor 298 times, the Navy Cross 2,168 times,
and the Distinguished Service Cross 417
times;

Whereas the Marine Corps continues to
serve in harm’s way around the world;

Whereas Marine Corps Special Operators
have served with honor and distinction
around the world since their activation in
2006;

Whereas the Marine Corps has fought for
freedom, preserved democracy, and protected
Americans and their interests on every con-
tinent around the world;

Whereas the Marine Corps is the most
versatile and elite, integrated fighting force;
and

Whereas the United States Marine Corps
and its Marines have served the United
States, its people, its allies, and all free peo-
ple of the world for 232 years: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress remem-
bers, honors and commends the achieve-
ments of the United States Marine Corps in
serving and defending the United States on
the 232nd anniversary of the creation of the
Marines.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New Hampshire (Ms. SHEA-PORTER) and
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. WILSON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire.

J 1400

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the resolution under consid-
eration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to first start out
by thanking my distinguished col-
league on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, ROBIN HAYES, for his work on
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this bill and his continued support for
the Marine Corps. I would also like to
thank Debra Wada and Joe Hicken
from the committee staff for their
work to bring this to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, this year, the United
States Marine Corps celebrated 232
years of devoted service. This year’s
celebration, like those of years before,
commemorates generations of service
to our country and reminds us of their
commitment to our freedom and their
selflessness. This is an enduring trait
of their past, present and future.

As soldiers, our marines have fought
valiantly to protect democracy and
human liberty when those essential
freedoms were threatened around the
world. In our most dire times, the Ma-
rine Corps stepped to the forefront in
places like Guadalcanal, Iwo Jima,
Okinawa and Guam. For those from
that generation who are still with us,
this resolution celebrates you.

As peacekeepers, our marines have
stood between rebels and refugees, pro-
viding safe haven and aid in the Bal-
kans and to nations in Africa, South
America, Southeast Asia, and the Mid-
dle East. To those brave marines, this
resolution is for you.

As preservists of democracy, marines
have protected U.S. and foreign dip-
lomats as they sought to restore peace
and stability to war-torn nations. In
places like Beirut, they often paid the
ultimate price. This resolution is for
them.

As liberators, Marines were the first
conventional U.S. ground forces in Af-
ghanistan, toppling the Taliban gov-
ernment that sheltered al Qaeda and
were complicit in the attacks of Sep-
tember 11. Our Marine Corps has lost 40
men and women during Operation En-
during Freedom. This resolution hon-
ors them.

As heroes, marines have earned the
Medal of Honor 298 times, the Distin-
guished Service Cross 417 times, and
the Navy Cross 2,168 times. But they
don’t do it for the medals or the rib-
bons. They do it for the people of the
United States. To the more than 219,000
marines in the active duty and Re-
serves, this resolution is for you.
Thank you for your service to our
country.

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Rep-
resentative CAROL SHEA-PORTER for in-
troducing this resolution and my col-
leagues, led by Representative ROBIN
HAYES, on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, for bringing it to the floor for
our consideration.

As a proud co-sponsor, I am honored
to have this opportunity to celebrate
the United States Marine Corps and
recognize their 232 years of service to
our Nation.

On November 10, 1775, the Second
Continental Congress passed a resolu-
tion that called for two battalions of
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marines to be raised for use as naval
infantrymen. From that day forward,
marines have defended this Nation in
every American military conflict. They
first saw combat in the Bahamas in
1776 under the leadership of Captain
Samuel Nicholas, the officer who is
considered by most to be the first ma-
rine commandant.

Though the Marines were disbanded
following the Revolutionary War, they
were reestablished on July 11, 1798, and
from that day forward have protected
and defended Americans and our allies
around the world. From Europe to the
Philippines, South America to Asia,
and the Middle East, marines have
fought in every corner of the world.

In addition to traditional military
duties, marines protect our embassies
and dignitaries around the world. They
have served in a humanitarian capacity
bringing relief and aid to citizens of
other nations as well.

In the global war on terrorism, 76,000
marines have been deployed to Iraq to
help establish peace, root out insurgent
remnants and al Qaeda terrorists, and
bring stability to that young democ-
racy. I am grateful for my son, a naval
doctor, who is working with the ma-
rines in Iraq today.

As part of Operation Enduring Free-
dom in Afghanistan, marines have
helped topple the repressive Taliban re-
gime and dismantle the al Qaeda net-
work. For their service on these two
fronts of the global war on terrorism,
marines have been decorated with
thousands of honors and medals. These
decorations include 7,720 Purple Hearts
for wounds suffered during combat, and
866 Bronze Stars with <V’ for excep-
tional valor in a combat situation.

Since the inception of the United
States Marine Corps, 298 marines have
earned the Congressional Medal of
Honor, our Nation’s highest military
honor. On a personal note, the Second
District of South Carolina, which I
have the honor of representing, is home
to Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort
and Parris Island. All marine recruits
east of the Mississippi River go
through Parris Island.

Marines are the most elite fighting
force in our military. Their reputation
for professionalism and selfless duty
has earned them the thanks of a grate-
ful Nation and the appreciation of mil-
lions around the world over two cen-
turies of service and sacrifice. My late
father-in-law, Major Julian Dusenbury,
and my late brother-in-law, Captain
Tim Dusenbury, were proud marines,
and our family especially appreciates
the service of the Marine Corps.

On behalf of my colleagues in the
House of Representatives and the
American people, I want to thank the
tireless men and women of the United
States Marine Corps for their service
and sacrifice. Each and every day they
are working to protect our Nation and
our allies around the world.

I encourage all my colleagues to join
me in supporting and expressing our
most humble appreciation for the few,
the proud, the Marines.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. At this time, I
have no further requests for time, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Hav-
ing no further speakers, I would like to
make one further statement.

Mr. Speaker, I had the opportunity, 2
years ago, of visiting in Muzaffarabad,
Pakistan, where the Marine Corps ably
served to assist the people of Pakistan
in their recovery from the horrific inci-
dents of the earthquake. And it was so
reassuring to visit and see the hospital
that they set up, with female doctors,
due to the cultural concerns of the peo-
ple in that region. It had just an ex-
traordinary impact.

I had the privilege of meeting with
President Musharraf, who indicated
that at that time the most famous toy,
the most appreciated toy, in all of
Pakistan was the Chinook helicopter,
representing the deep affection of the
people of Pakistan for the Marine
Corps and their service.

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

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New Hampshire
(Ms. SHEA-PORTER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 246.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

EXPRESSING UNCONDITIONAL
SUPPORT FOR MEMBERS OF THE
NATIONAL GUARD

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 542) expressing
the unconditional support of the House
of Representatives for the members of
the National Guard, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 542

Whereas the National Guard has made tre-
mendous contributions in support of United
States military operations around the world;

Whereas, between September 11, 2001, and
September 30, 2007, 329,982 members of the
National Guard have been mobilized to sup-
port numerous military operations;

Whereas members of the National Guard
typically leave other employment to serve
on active duty in the Armed Forces;

Whereas the National Guard has responded
admirably in times of domestic emergencies
to lead rescue and recovery efforts; and

Whereas many members of the National
Guard have made the ultimate sacrifice, giv-
ing their lives in service to the United
States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) unconditionally supports the members
of the National Guard;
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(2) recognizes the tremendous sacrifices
made by members of the National Guard on
behalf of the United States;

(3) will work to ensure that the National
Guard receives the resources it needs; and

(4) will support the families of members of
the National Guard, especially those who
have died while serving on active duty.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New Hampshire (Ms. SHEA-PORTER) and
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. WILSON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the resolution under consid-
eration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the National Guard and in celebra-
tion of their 371 years of service. I
would like to thank my colleague from
Florida, GINNY BROWN-WAITE, for
bringing this measure to the floor.

In my State of New Hampshire, the
first citizen militia formed in 1623 with
the settlement of Portsmouth. In 1679,
the New Hampshire National Guard
was formally established, marking the
humble beginnings of my State’s sto-
ried tradition of service.

Today, nearly 2,700 men and women
continue that same tradition of service
in the New Hampshire National Guard,
and they, too, are distinguishing them-
selves on the battlefield and at home.

In New Hampshire, our Guardsmen
routinely perform search and rescue
operations. They respond to floods and
to ice storms that threaten the region
each year. And the New Hampshire
Guard joined many other States that
answered the call to aid victims from
Hurricane Katrina.

This story of selfless sacrifice is not
unique to the members of New Hamp-
shire’s National Guard, but it is one ex-
ample of how all National Guardsmen
put others before self, and their service
and sacrifice is honored here in this
bill.

Today, over 30,000 Guardsmen are
serving on the ground and in the skies
over Iraq and Afghanistan. As we cele-
brate the National Guard for its 371
years of service, our thoughts are with
those men and women who continue to
serve bravely overseas and with their
families back home. And our hearts are
heavy remembering the 483 Army and
Air Guardsmen that have given their
last great measure of devotion. For
them we vow to care for their families
and honor their sacrifice.

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield so much time as she
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may consume to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE).

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. I thank the gentleman from South
Carolina.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 542, which ex-
presses the unconditional support of
the House of Representatives for the
members of the National Guard. I cer-
tainly want to thank the chairman and
ranking member of the Armed Services
Committee.

As we all know, December 13 was the
371st birthday of the National Guard. I
could not think of a better way to cele-
brate this tremendous milestone than
to honor the men and women who serve
in the National Guard with the resolu-
tion before us today.

The National Guard certainly serves
a unique purpose. Its main duty, of
course, is to secure and defend our
homeland. However, the National
Guard also plays a vital role in aiding
States when natural disasters strike.
Whether it is helping to harness the
wildfires that recently raged through-
out California, or aiding in the after-
math of hurricanes or tornadoes in
Florida and across the Southeast, the
National Guard has been there lending
a helping hand.

While helping out in times of need
across the United States leaves a last-
ing impact, it is the work that the Na-
tional Guard does on beyond our bor-
ders that truly sets it apart. When Na-
tional Guard units are called up, the
men and women who answer the call
leave their careers, families, and loved
ones behind. These men and women put
their lives on hold to protect this great
country, and for that we must be eter-
nally grateful. In fact, over 329,000
members of the National Guard have
been mobilized in support of numerous
military operations since September
11, 2001.

The National Guard units from my
district have played a critical role in
many of these operations, and I want
to take this opportunity to thank them
for everything they do in defense of all
of our freedoms. Their contributions
have been a tremendous asset, and
without the National Guard, the
United States Armed Forces would not
be able to operate at the high level it
currently does.

As many of you know, an issue that
is extremely important to me and the
people of my district, and most likely
your district too, is illegal immigra-
tion and the need for greater border se-
curity. That’s why it is also important
to note that the National Guard is
playing a vital role in protecting our
borders.

There are currently 6,000 National
Guardsmen serving along our borders,
doing their best to stem the tide of ille-
gal immigration that threatens this
country. The National Guard is playing
an every-increasing role in the defense
of our great country, and I encourage
my colleagues to show their support
for the sacrifices these men and women
make by supporting this resolution.
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Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I want to thank Representative
GINNY BROWN-WAITE for introducing
this resolution and my colleagues on
the Armed Services Committee for
bringing it to the floor for our consid-
eration.

As a proud co-sponsor, I am honored
to have this opportunity to recognize
the contributions of our citizen sol-
diers in the United States National
Guard.

From the earliest days of our coun-
try’s founding to today, average Amer-
icans have stepped forward to serve
their Nation. Soldiers of the National
Guard have served in every major com-
bat throughout our great history, and
since September the 11th, they have
taken a tremendous role in support of
the global war on terrorism in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

Since these terrible attacks 6 years
ago, 329,982 members of the National
Guard have been mobilized for military
operations around the world. Unlike
their traditional military comrades,
National Guard members are not ca-
reer military soldiers. They are most
often employed in other careers and
serve when called upon to assist with
combat operations and as first respond-
ers during domestic emergencies and
rescue and recovery situations. This
unique role underscores an immense
dedication to their patriotic duty and
to this Nation.

As a 3l-year veteran of the Army Re-
serve and National Guard, I am hon-
ored to have known and worked with
many of these extraordinary and dedi-
cated individuals.
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My former unit, the 218th Mecha-
nized Infantry Brigade of the South
Carolina Army National Guard is cur-
rently serving in Afghanistan under
the leadership of Brigadier General Bob
Livingston. Its 1,800 troops are the
largest deployment of National Guard
since World War II. I have visited the
troops in June, August and November,
and I know firsthand they are training
Afghani police and military forces to
help that young democracy stand on
its own two feet. The best way to stop
terrorism is to deny terrorists safe ha-
vens anywhere in the world. Addition-
ally, my son, Alan, was deployed with
the South Carolina National Guard to
Iraq, along with my son, Julian, with
Guard service in Egypt. And my family
and I are grateful for their service and
the service of their comrades, led by
Major General Stan Spears, America’s
longest serving adjutant general. Our
family knows that National Guard
membership is rewarding for service
for America and for our State while re-
ceiving extraordinary opportunities for
education, travel and meeting talented
people of competence and patriotism. I
encourage every American to consider
National Guard service.
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With this resolution, we recognize
the contributions of the Guard, but we
also pledge to support their efforts
with the necessary resources and ex-
press our deepest gratitude to the fami-
lies whose loved ones serve this Nation.
Above all, our deepest sympathies go
to the families whose loved ones have
been lost.

On behalf of my colleagues in the
House of Representatives and the
American people, I want to thank the
brave men and women of the Guard for
their service. In times of peace and
times of war, there they are working to
protect our Nation and our allies
around the world and the citizens here
at home. I want to thank Representa-
tive GINNY BROWN-WAITE for intro-
ducing this resolution. I encourage all
of my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting it and expressing our most
humble appreciation for the citizen sol-
diers of the National Guard.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H. Res. 542 which expresses the
unconditional support of the House of Rep-
resentatives for our brave men and women
who serve as members of the National Guard.

Over the past several years, the National
Guard has confirmed their willingness to serve
our country, often giving up their civilian ca-
reers to be deployed in Iraq or Afghanistan or
other parts of our country where their par-
ticular expertise is needed.

The National Guard has done this all the
while fulfilling their traditional duties in times of
domestic emergencies, leading recovery ef-
forts in case of flood, fire, hurricane, snow-
storm, tornado or civil disturbance.

Mr. Speaker, | am especially proud of the
Army and Air National Guard units from my
district, the U.S. Virgin Islands, who are de-
ployed in Irag and Afghanistan and at other
bases and installations across the country.
Our entire territory gives its overwhelming sup-
port to the 651st GS Maintenance Company in
Irag, D Company 126th Aviation at Ft.
Benning, GA, other individual soldiers sta-
tioned in Afghanistan, lowa, Hawaii and Ku-
wait.

We also remember that two of our Guard,
LTC David Canegata and Staff Sgt. Floyd
Lake, made the ultimate sacrifice earlier this
year when their Blackhawk helicopter went
down in Iraqg.

Mr. Speaker, along with my constituents in
the territory, | pray for the safe return of all our
men and women in the military.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New Hampshire
(Ms. SHEA-PORTER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 542, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
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proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

VETERANS GUARANTEED BONUS
ACT OF 2007

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3793) to amend title 37,
United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to continue to pay to
a member of the Armed Forces who is
retired or separated from the Armed
Forces due to a combat-related injury
certain bonuses that the member was
entitled to before the retirement or
separation and would continue to be
entitled to if the member was not re-
tired or separated, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3793

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans

Guaranteed Bonus Act of 2007’.
SEC. 2. CONTINUATION OF ENTITLEMENT TO BO-
NUSES AND SIMILAR BENEFITS FOR
MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED
SERVICES WHO DIE, ARE SEPA-
RATED OR RETIRED FOR DIS-
ABILITY, OR MEET OTHER CRITERIA.

(a) DISCRETION TO PROVIDE EXCEPTION TO
TERMINATION AND REPAYMENT REQUIREMENTS
UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.—Section
303a(e) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting
¢, TERMINATION OF ENTITLEMENT TO UNPAID
AMOUNTS” after “MET’’;

(2) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘““A member’’ and inserting
“(A) Except as provided in paragraph (2), a
member’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the requirements, except
in certain circumstances authorized by the
Secretary concerned.”” and inserting ‘‘the eli-
gibility requirements and may not receive
any unpaid amounts of the bonus or similar
benefit after the member fails to satisfy the
requirements, unless the Secretary con-
cerned determines that the imposition of the
repayment requirement and termination of
the payment of unpaid amounts of the bonus
or similar benefit with regard to the member
would be contrary to a personnel policy or
management objective, would be against eq-
uity and good conscience, or would be con-
trary to the best interests of the United
States.”’; and

(3) by redesignating paragraph (2) as sub-
paragraph (B) of paragraph (1).

(b) MANDATORY PAYMENT OF UNPAID
AMOUNTS UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES; NO
REPAYMENT OF UNEARNED AMOUNTS.—Section
303a(e) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by inserting after paragraph (1), as
amended by subsection (a), the following new
paragraph (2):

“(2)(A) If a member of the uniformed serv-
ices dies (other than as a result the mem-
ber’s misconduct) or is retired or separated
for disability under chapter 61 of title 10, the
Secretary concerned—

‘(i) shall not require repayment by the
member or the member’s estate of the un-
earned portion of any bonus or similar ben-
efit previously paid to the member; and

‘‘(ii) shall require the payment to the
member or the member’s estate of the re-
mainder of any bonus or similar benefit that
was not yet paid to the member, but to
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which the member was entitled immediately
before the death, retirement, or separation
of the member, and would be paid if not for
the death, retirement, or separation of the
member.

‘“(B) The amount to be paid under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) shall be equal to the full
amount specified by the agreement or con-
tract applicable to the bonus or similar ben-
efit as if the member continued to be enti-
tled to the bonus or similar benefit following
the death, retirement, or separation.

‘“(C) Amounts to be paid to a member or
the member’s estate under subparagraph
(A)(di) shall be paid in a lump sum not later
than 90 days after the date of the death, re-
tirement, or separation of the member,
whichever applies.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS REFLECTING
CONSOLIDATED SPECIAL PAY AND BONUS AU-
THORITIES.—

(1) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 373
of title 37, United States Code, as added by
section 661 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in the subsection heading, by inserting
‘““AND TERMINATION”’ after ‘‘REPAYMENT’’; and

(ii) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘, and the member may
not receive any unpaid amounts of the
bonus, incentive pay, or similar benefit after
the member fails to satisfy such service or
eligibility requirement’’; and

(B) by striking subsection (b) and inserting
the following new subsection:

““(b) EXCEPTIONS.—

‘(1) DISCRETION TO PROVIDE EXCEPTION TO
TERMINATION AND REPAYMENT REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Pursuant to the regulations pre-
scribed to administer this section, the Sec-
retary concerned may grant an exception to
the repayment requirement and requirement
to terminate the payment of unpaid amounts
of a bonus, incentive pay, or similar benefit
if the Secretary concerned determines that
the imposition of the repayment and termi-
nation requirements with regard to a mem-
ber of the uniformed services would be con-
trary to a personnel policy or management
objective, would be against equity and good
conscience, or would be contrary to the best
interests of the United States.

‘(2) MANDATORY PAYMENT OF UNPAID
AMOUNTS UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES; NO
REPAYMENT OF UNEARNED AMOUNTS.—(A) If a
member of the uniformed services dies (other
than as a result the member’s misconduct)
or is retired or separated for disability under
chapter 61 of title 10, the Secretary con-
cerned—

‘(i) shall not require repayment by the
member or the member’s estate of the un-
earned portion of any bonus, incentive pay,
or similar benefit previously paid to the
member; and

‘“(ii) shall require the payment to the
member or the member’s estate of the re-
mainder of any bonus, incentive pay, or simi-
lar benefit that was not yet paid to the mem-
ber, but to which the member was entitled
immediately before the death, retirement, or
separation of the member, and would be paid
if not for the death, retirement, or separa-
tion of the member.

‘(B) The amount to be paid under subpara-
graph (A)(ii) shall be equal to the full
amount specified by the agreement or con-
tract applicable to the bonus, incentive pay,
or similar benefit as if the member contin-
ued to be entitled to the bonus, incentive
pay, or similar benefit following the death,
retirement, or separation.

‘“(C) Amounts to be paid to a member or
the member’s estate under subparagraph
(A)(ii) shall be paid in a lump sum not later
than 90 days after the date of the death, re-
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tirement, or separation of the member,

whichever applies.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(A) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§373. Repayment of unearned portion of
bonus, incentive pay, or similar benefit,
and termination of remaining payments,
when conditions of payment not met”.

(B) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 5 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by striking
the item relating to section 373 and inserting
the following new item:
¢373. Repayment of unearned portion of

bonus, incentive pay, or similar
benefit, and termination of re-
maining payments, when condi-
tions of payment not met.”.

(d) CONDITION ON IMPLEMENTATION.—The
implementation by the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary concerned (as defined in
section 101 of title 37, United States Code) of
sections 303a(e) and 373 of such title, as
amended by this section, during fiscal year
2008 shall be subject to the availability of
funds for this purpose included in an appro-
priations Act enacted on or after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New Hampshire (Ms. SHEA-PORTER) and
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. WILSON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the resolution under consid-
eration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, today the House has a
unique opportunity to clarify the law
to protect the financial security of
wounded veterans, their families and
the families of soldiers who have been
killed in the line of duty. As recently
as last month, we have heard a number
of cases in the media suggesting that
the Department of Defense has been re-
quiring soldiers wounded in combat to
pay back part of their enlistment bo-
nuses if they hadn’t yet served their
full term, or even worse, that it would
require these benefits to be paid back
by the grieving families of soldiers who
made the ultimate sacrifice for our
country.

Quite simply, this is wrong. If a sol-
dier signed up to serve our country and
is unable to serve out the full team of
his or her enlistment due to wounds re-
ceived in the line of duty, this soldier
should not then be asked to return any
part of their signing bonus. For a sol-
dier who has faced the hardships and
battle and is now facing the challenges
of recovery, we should not add the ad-
ditional burden of paying back money
that is rightfully theirs.
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Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3793, the Veterans
Guaranteed Bonus Act of 2007, ends the
uncertainty about the policy and
makes clear that this Nation will never
attempt to recoup bonuses and benefits
from wounded veterans or grieving
families. It mandates that unpaid bo-
nuses or similar benefits are paid in
full, and it requires that this financial
protection be provided not later than
90 days after the death of a soldier or
the departure from the military due to
disability from all active duty and Re-
serve component members.

Finally, the act establishes firm
guidelines to ensure that the military
will act with fairness and equity when
handling the question of such bonuses
for all servicemembers.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ALTMIRE) for his diligence and timely
work on this sensitive issue and for his
commitment to bring this important
legislation to the floor of the House. I
strongly support H.R. 3793, the Vet-
erans Guaranteed Bonus Act of 2007,
and urge its immediate adoption.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield so much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES).

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. I
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina.

Mr. Speaker, in July, the President’s
Commission on Care for America’s Re-
turning Wounded Warriors reported
that the Department of Defense was
applying a rule that enlistees who
leave the service early cannot receive
their full enlistment bonus. The Com-
mission was confident that this rule
was not intended to apply to service-
men and women whose combat-related
injuries forced them to leave the mili-
tary. At that point, the Commission re-
ceived assurances from the Department
of Defense that this problem would be
addressed. Today, the Congress will en-
sure that the problem is addressed by
passing H.R. 3793, the Veterans Guaran-
teed Bonus Act of 2007.

As Americans, we should never break
our promises to our veterans, espe-
cially in time of war. To promise a sig-
nificant amount of money to a young
American and then demand its return
or refuse to continue distribution when
the man or woman is injured in combat
and subsequently discharged is unac-
ceptable. In early October, I joined
Congressmen ALTMIRE, STEARNS and
MURPHY to remedy this problem.

Today, over 270 of our colleagues and
36 veterans organizations have joined
us to advance H.R. 3793, the Veterans
Guaranteed Bonus Act of 2007. This leg-
islation guarantees that no
servicemember who dies or is retired or
separated for disability will be required
to repay or forfeit their bonus. We can-
not thank our veterans enough for the
sacrifices they have made for our coun-
try. When our men and women come
home from war, the cost of an enlist-
ment bonus is low compared to the sac-
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rifice that is made by our soldiers and
Marines.

I am certain this House will pass
H.R. 3793, the Veterans Guaranteed
Bonus Act of 2007.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. I yield 5 min-
utes to my friend and colleague, the
original sponsor of this important
piece of legislation, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ALTMIRE).

Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of the bill we
are debating today, H.R. 3793, the Vet-
erans Guaranteed Bonus Act, which I
introduced.

This legislation will ensure that from
this point forward, every combat-
wounded veteran injured in Afghani-
stan or Iraq receives their full enlist-
ment or reenlistment bonus. No longer
will American servicemen and women
who have served our country so bravely
and honorably and have been injured in
service to our country, no longer will
they be served with a bill to repay
their enlistment bonus, and no longer
will those heroic men and women suffer
the indignity of having their prorated
bonus payments cut off if those pay-
ments are to be made in installments.

Instead, my bill, which we are debat-
ing today, says that the full amounts
due under the agreements and con-
tracts that apply to a service combat
disability be paid within 90 days of the
separation of the servicemember. This
legislation also applies to the family
members and estates of servicemen and
women who are killed in combat.

This issue first came to my attention
over the summer while reviewing the
Dole-Shalala Commission Report, an
independent panel put into place in the
spring to investigate the disgraceful
situation at Walter Reed Army Medical
Center. The Commission uncovered in-
stances of our wounded warriors being
denied their bonuses after being in-
jured in combat. And after studying
this issue in more detail and learning
of other documented instances of this
injustice, on October 10, I introduced a
Veterans Guaranteed Bonus Act, which
is now before us.

In the weeks after I introduced the
bill, we continued to hear multiple re-
ports of cases around the country
where servicemen and women had been
denied bonuses, including the high-pro-
file case involving Private Jordan Fox
from my home area of western Penn-
sylvania. It has become clear that
these were not just isolated examples,
but instead, some of the hundreds and
perhaps thousands of examples of vet-
erans being asked to return their bo-
nuses or be denied the remaining por-
tion of their bonuses after being in-
jured in service to our country.

And while some have made an issue
of the expense of paying back these bo-
nuses, let me be clear: There is no
group that should stand ahead of our
Nation’s veterans when it comes time
to making Federal funding decisions.
Some may argue that because these
servicemen and women were injured
that they were unable to fulfill their
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contractual obligations and therefore
should be denied the remainder of their
bonuses. I want to be equally clear on
this point. Members of our Armed
Forces have made every conceivable
sacrifice for our country, and those
who have been injured in service to our
country have more than fulfilled the
obligations of their service contract.
Paying them the bonuses that they
have fought for and that they have
earned is the very least we can do to
repay them for their bravery and their
sacrifice.

Finally, I want to make clear that
this is a bipartisan bill with more than
270 cosponsors. I want to thank my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle,
dozens of which have cosponsored this
bill and some of whom will speak in
favor of it today. I especially want to
thank my colleagues, Mr. STEARNS
from Florida and Mr. JONES from North
Carolina, the lead Republican sponsors
of this bill. They joined me in support
of this bill before it became a high-pro-
file issue, and I thank them for their
leadership. I also want to single out
two of my Democratic colleagues, my
lead Democratic cosponsor, Congress-
man PATRICK MURPHY from my home
State of Pennsylvania, an Iraq war vet-
eran himself, and Congressman BART
STUPAK of Michigan who has fought as
hard as any Member of this House for
the right of veterans to keep their en-
listment bonus.

Most importantly, I want to thank
Chairman IKE SKELTON for his willing-
ness to help bring this bill to the floor.
Chairman SKELTON’s amendment has
made this a better bill, and I thank
him for his support and his continued
leadership as chairman of the Armed
Services Committee.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me in voting for the Veterans
Guaranteed Bonus Act before us today.
I am sure that all my colleagues in the
House would agree that we in Congress
must support our troops with our ac-
tions and not just with our words. This
bill will ensure that every military
veteran gets the bonuses they deserve.
During this holiday season when our
thoughts and prayers are with the
brave servicemen and women serving
overseas and their families here at
home, I can think of no greater tribute
we can provide.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield so much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman for yielding. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in strong support today of H.R.
3793, the Veterans Guaranteed Bonus
Act of 2007.

As a former military officer and an
enlisted marine, I take this matter
very seriously, and I am a very strong
supporter of our troops and their fami-
lies. As Members of Congress, we have
an obligation both to stand up for our
troops that have been disabled and
have to leave the military, as well as
surviving families of soldiers who have
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made the final sacrifice to protect our
Nation and our freedom.

There is no greater insult to our
wounded warriors and their families
who have sacrificed so much than to
deny or revoke their bonus because of a
combat-related injury or death. This
bill, the Veterans Guaranteed Bonus
Act of 2007, would guarantee that no
servicemember who dies, other than as
a result of a member’s misconduct, or
is retired or separated for disability
will be required to repay any portion of
a bonus or similar benefit that they
have received.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment has broken too many promises to
our veterans, and I consider that
verging on criminality. We have an op-
portunity today to support our vet-
erans and to support our troops and to
fulfill a promise that was made to
these veterans.

I urge all of my colleagues of the
House to support this measure and pass
H.R. 3793, the Veterans Guaranteed
Bonus Act of 2007.
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Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. STUPAK).

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

I rise in support of the Veterans
Guaranteed Bonus Act of 2007. Cur-
rently, when a servicemember is
wounded in combat and cannot return
to duty, the Department of Defense al-
lows each military branch to deter-
mine, in their discretion, whether to
pay a servicemember any portion of a
bonus still due to them. As a result,
some members of the Armed Forces,
who have served their Nation bravely,
sustaining severe injuries, are not re-
ceiving their full bonus.

In the last month, I have written to
the President on three occasions urg-
ing him to immediately terminate this
disgraceful policy. In response, I re-
ceived conflicting information from
the Department of Defense regarding
this policy. Deputy Under Secretary
William Carr wrote me on December 12,
in a letter, and he stated: ‘“The Army
pays all unpaid enlisted and re-enlist-
ment bonus installments.”” Not true.

In conversations with the Depart-
ment of the Army National Guard Bu-
reau, my staff has been told that in-
stead of paying the full bonus due, the
Army prorates a soldier’s bonus based
on the number of months the soldier
served before their medical discharge.
It’s still unclear as to what the policy
is with the Army. This is why we need
to enact a Veterans Guaranteed Bonus
Act. We need to establish a uniform
Department of Defense policy to ensure
all outstanding bonuses are promptly
paid to our deserving heroes. Bonuses
should be paid in full, without ques-
tion.

I was first alerted to this program by
an Iraqi war veteran in my district,
Derek Gagne, from Wilson, Michigan.
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Derek, an Army National Guardsman,
had been denied the remainder of his
bonus after suffering a severe eye in-
jury, losing part of his foot and his leg
when his Humvee struck an IED in
Iraq. Only after numerous calls and
questions from my office is Derek now
receiving his bonus. Our veterans
should not need to fight so hard for
something they are entitled to.

I am pleased to join my colleague
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ALTMIRE) in
cosponsoring the Veterans Guaranteed
Bonus Act. This bipartisan bill, sup-
ported by over 200 Members of Con-
gress, would require the Department of
Defense to establish a uniform policy
which provides veterans who are dis-
charged from the military due to com-
bat-related injuries or service-con-
nected injuries their full payment of
any bonuses within 90 days of dis-
charge.

This legislation should not be nec-
essary. As Commander in Chief, the
President has the ability to correct
this policy by requiring all military
branches to provide severely wounded
members with their full bonuses. This
administration is quick to go to war,
but slow to respond to the needs of our
veterans.

Our Nation must be committed to
caring for and honoring our veterans
not just with words, but with deeds.
Ensuring that our soldiers receive the
bonuses they were promised is the least
we can do for those who put their lives
on the line to protect our freedoms.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3793, as amended, a bill to en-
sure that military personnel who die or
who are retired or separated for med-
ical reasons are paid their full enlist-
ment or re-enlistment bonuses and are
not subject to repayment of any por-
tion of those bonuses.

Last month, media stories sparked
outrage among Members of Congress
and citizens alike when they high-
lighted what appeared to be a poten-
tially widespread practice by the Army
and Department of Defense. Media re-
ports stated that wounded
servicemembers who could no longer
continue on active duty because of
those wounds were being required to
repay portions of their enlistment or
re-enlistment bonuses because they
had not fulfilled the terms of their con-
tracts. In some cases, the Army was
cited as demanding repayment of thou-
sands of dollars from soldiers who, but
for their wound or injuries in combat,
continued to serve the Army in this
Nation honorably.

What the media failed to report com-
pletely was that the Department of De-
fense and the military services had an
active policy in place that addressed
this problem. The policy did the fol-
lowing: first, in cases where a
servicemember died, not at the result
of his or her own misconduct, the un-
paid portions of an enlistment or re-en-
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listment bonus would be paid to the
servicemember’s survivors, and there
would be no requirement to repay al-
ready paid bonuses.

Second, when the servicemember was
unable to complete an enlistment or
re-enlistment due to circumstances
reasonably beyond the service-
member’s control, no already paid
bonus would be recouped. Finally, the
Secretaries of the military services had
broad discretion, on a case-by-case
basis, to forego recoupment and pay
out unpaid portions of bonuses.

H.R. 3793, as amended, captures and
codifies the most effective parts of the
existing DOD policy, and goes beyond
that policy. When enacted, H.R. 3793
will guarantee that a servicemember
who dies or is retired or separated for
medical disability will not be required
to pay any portion of a bonus or simi-
lar benefit that they had received. It
mandates that the full contracted
amount of any unpaid bonus or similar
benefit be paid, as appropriate, to the
estates of servicemembers who die or
to servicemembers who are retired or
separated due to a disability. And it
mandates that payments are to be
made not later than 90 days after the
death, retirement, or separation of the
servicemember.

Additionally, if a service Secretary
determines that requiring repayment
or withholding payment of the unpaid
bonus would be contrary to a personnel
policy or management objective,
against equity and good conscience, or
be contrary to the best interests of the
United States, then they would be al-
lowed to waive repayment or to con-
tinue payment of unpaid bonuses. Dis-
cretion should be allowed for the most
beneficial interpretation in favor of
our courageous servicemembers.

H.R. 3793 is a good bill, and I urge all
my colleagues to join me in supporting
it. Our servicemen and -women deserve
our most humble thanks, and this bill
would ensure that we are honoring
their sacrifices by not denying them or
their families their due pay.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th.

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

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank the
gentlelady from New Hampshire for
yielding me the time, and I appreciate
her work on behalf of veterans and
their families. I would also like to rec-
ognize my colleague from Pennsyl-

vania, Representative ALTMIRE, for
championing this important legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, a little over a month
ago we celebrated Veterans Day and
were reminded of the men and women
who have served our Nation and con-
tinue to wear our country’s uniform.
These brave men and women have vol-
unteered for service with the assur-
ances of health care and benefits for
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them and their families. But despite
entering into this solemn pledge, far
too often our government has unfairly
shortchanged our veterans.

With our readiness levels considered
to be reaching all-time lows, our mili-
tary has been attracting recruits via
monetary incentives. The Department
of Defense has been offering signing bo-
nuses to soldiers in order to entice can-
didates for longer enlistment periods.
But in too many cases, our wounded
warriors are having their payments cut
short or, in some instances, entirely
taken away. Soldiers who sustain a
combat-related injury and cannot serve
out the entirety of their enlistment pe-
riod are being forced to return part of
or all of their bonuses. That is flat
wrong. This is a shameful practice that
is unjust and in no way reflects how
our Nation’s heroes ought to be treat-
ed.

H.R. 3793, the Veterans Guaranteed
Bonus Act, remedies this unfair prac-
tice by requiring the DOD to uphold
their part of the deal and fully pay all
bonuses to veterans medically dis-
charged due to combat-related wounds.
Injuries sustained on the battlefield
which prevent a soldier from com-
pleting their enlistment period should
not be treated like some type of breach
of contract. It is reprehensible to ask
our wounded warriors to pay back any
bonuses afforded them, as they have al-
ready sacrificed an amount for which
no price can be named.

Mr. Speaker, I stand in strong sup-
port of H.R. 3793 and encourage my col-
leagues to support its passage.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CARNEY).

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
rise today in strong support of H.R.
3793, the Veterans Guaranteed Bonus
Act. As a lieutenant commander still
serving in the U.S. Navy Reserve, I
know full well the hardships and dan-
gers our troops face.

Our country has made a promise to
these brave men and women; and this
promise simply states that if you pro-
tect us and defend our freedom, we will
provide you with the benefits you have
earned. Unfortunately, that is not hap-
pening right now. These brave men and
women and their families deserve their
bonuses, especially if they were killed
or wounded in action.

The Veterans Guarantee Bonus Act
ensures our soldiers will get the money
they deserve and earned, and it does so
in a timely manner. I applaud Con-
gressman ALTMIRE’s leadership on this
issue, and I urge all Members of Con-
gress who care about our troops and
the sacrifices they make to vote in
favor of this legislation.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to my friend and col-
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league, the gentleman from Kentucky
(Mr. YARMUTH).

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, we
have spent much of this year uncover-
ing and correcting shortfalls in this
country’s treatment of our uniformed
heroes. Reversing negligence is one
thing, but today we address the rep-
rehensible and willful act of docking a
soldier’s pay for being injured while an-
swering the call of duty. This literally
is our government adding insult to in-
jury.

These men and women left their
homes and families, they paid with
their time, bodies, and health for the
security of our fellow citizens. Without
them, we are defenseless. Thanks to
them, we are the most powerful Nation
in the world.

To save the injured, that is not
enough, and to ask them to pay once
more is shameful at best. They volun-
teered to become part-time and full-
time professional soldiers out of love of
this country, and it is high time our
leaders started to show some gratitude.
We owe them the best medical care, re-
spect, honor, forthrightness, and, at
the very least, we owe them the pay-
ment they were promised.

I urge my colleagues to restore honor
to our injured heroes and, in so doing,
restore honor to the Nation they fight
for by supporting the Veterans Guaran-
teed Bonus Act.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 3792, introduced by my
good friend, Representative ALTMIRE. This bill
ensures that we keep our promises to our
wounded soldiers who are injured in the line of
duty by guaranteeing they receive full payment
of their bonuses. Department of Defense rules
deny enlistees their full enlistment bonus if
they don’t fulfill their entire military obligation.
Members who were injured in combat and
forced to retire or separate from the Armed
Services before the end of their service com-
mitment are forced to pay back the Depart-
ment of Defense or do not receive the remain-
ing portion of the bonus owed to them. This
important legislation corrects this injustice and
ensures that service members are not being fi-
nancially penalized for their injuries after their
patriotic duty to and sacrifice for their country.
It comforts me knowing that Democrats are
being elected to Congress who know and un-
derstand the problems that their constituents
face and that they aren’t wasting any time in-
troducing bills that correct them. For that |
commend Representative ALTMIRE and his
leadership in Congress on veterans’ health
care.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New Hampshire
(Ms. SHEA-PORTER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
3793, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
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Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

AWARDING CONGRESSIONAL GOLD
MEDAL TO DAW AUNG SAN SUU
KYI

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4286) to award a congressional
gold medal to Daw Aung San Suu Kyi
in recognition of her courageous and
unwavering commitment to peace, non-
violence, human rights, and democracy
in Burma.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4286

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

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds as follows:

(1) Aung San Suu Kyi was born on June 19,
1945, in Rangoon, Burma, to Aung San, com-
mander of the Burma Independence Army,
and Ma Khin Kyi.

(2) On August 15, 1988, Ms. Suu Kyi, in her
first political action, sent an open letter to
the military controlled government asking
for free, open, and multi-party elections.

(3) On September 24, 1988, the National
League for Democracy (NLD) was formed,
with Ms. Suu Kyi as the general-secretary,
and it was, and remains, dedicated to a pol-
icy of non-violence and civil disobedience.

(4) Ms. Suu Kyi was subsequently placed
under house arrest, where she remained for
the next 6 years—without being charged or
put on trial—and has been imprisoned twice
more; she currently remains under house ar-
rest.

(5) Despite her detention, the National
League for Democracy won an open election
with an overwhelming 82 percent of the
vote—which the military junta nullified.

(6) While under house arrest, she has brave-
ly refused offers to leave the country to con-
tinue to promote freedom and democracy in
Burma.

(7) For her efforts on behalf of the Burmese
people, she has been awarded the Sakharov
Prize for Freedom of Thought in 1990, the
Presidential Medal of Freedom in 2000, and
the Nobel Peace Prize in 1991.

(8) Ms. Suu Kyi continues to fight on be-
half of the Burmese people, even donating
her $1.3 million from her Nobel Prize to es-
tablish a health and education fund for
Burma.

(9) She is the world’s only imprisoned
Nobel Peace Prize recipient, spending more
than 12 of the past 17 years under house ar-
rest.

(10) Despite an assassination attempt
against her life, her prolonged illegal impris-
onment, the constant public vilification of
her character, and her inability to see her
children or to see her husband before his
death, Ms. Suu Kyi remains committed to
peaceful dialogue with her captors, Burma’'s
military regime, and Burma’s ethnic nation-
alities towards bringing democracy, human
rights, and national reconciliation to Burma.
SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—The
Speaker of the House of Representatives and
the President Pro Tempore of the Senate
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shall make appropriate arrangements for the
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a
gold medal of appropriate design, to Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi in recognition of her cou-
rageous and unwavering commitment to
peace, nonviolence, human rights, and de-
mocracy in Burma.

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For purposes of
the presentation referred to in subsection
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (referred
to in this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’) shall
strike a gold medal with suitable emblems,
devices, and inscriptions to be determined by
the Secretary.

SEC. 3. DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 2 under such regulations as
the Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold
medal.

SEC. 4. STATUS OF MEDALS.

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck
pursuant to this Act are national medals for
purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, United
States Code.

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, all medals struck under this
Act shall be considered to be numismatic
items.

SEC. 5. AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS;
PROCEEDS OF SALE.

(a) AUTHORITY To USE FUND AMOUNTS.—
There is authorized to be charged against the
United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund
such amounts as may be necessary to pay for
the costs of the medals struck pursuant to
this Act.

(b) PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amounts received
from the sale of duplicate bronze medals au-
thorized under section 3 shall be deposited
into the United States Mint Public Enter-
prise Fund.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on this
legislation and to insert extraneous
material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of awarding Aung San Suu Kyi the
Congressional Gold Medal.

Mr. Speaker, since the founding of
our country, this Congress has awarded
more than 300 people and organizations
the Congressional Gold Medal. We have
bestowed this honor on those who have
performed outstanding deeds and acts
of service. Past recipients include the
Dalai Lama, for his contributions to
peace, nonviolence, human rights and
religious understanding; Elie Wiesel,
one of the foremost spokesmen of the
victims of the Holocaust; the Reverend
Francis X. Quinn, pastor of the Church
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of the Guardian Angel in New York
City, who risked his own life in per-
suading an armed gunman to surrender
to police and free an elderly couple he
was holding hostage; Mother Teresa of
Calcutta; and Nelson Mandela of South
Africa.
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Like those who have received this
award before, Aung San Suu Kyi em-
bodies the spirit of the Congressional
Gold Medal, dedicating her life to the
cause of freedom and democracy by
fighting to establish peace in her home
country of Burma.

Aung San Suu Kyi was born in
Burma in 1945, and 2 years after her
birth her father negotiated Burma’s
independence from the United Kingdom
and was then assassinated by his rivals
that very same year.

Like father, like daughter, Ms. Suu
Kyi has spent most of her life working
to better her native country. Although
Burma established democratic rule
after becoming an independent republic
in 1947, a military coup toppled the
government in 1962, and since then the
government has been effectively under
military control.

For more than 20 years, Ms. Suu Kyi
has led the effort to end military rule
in her country. In 1988, she helped form
the National League for Democracy,
also known as the NLD, which advo-
cates nonviolence. She is currently the
NLD’s general secretary. In 1990, de-
spite being under house arrest, she led
her political party to a landslide vic-
tory in parliamentary elections, gain-
ing 82 percent of the seats in Par-
liament. The military junta snubbed
the will of the Burmese people by nul-
lifying the results of the election and,
subsequently, ruling with an iron fist.

Throughout her political -career,
Aung San Suu Kyi has been in and out
of house arrest, but this has only so-
lidified her determination to secure de-
mocracy for the people of Burma. And,
when offered the chance to leave the
country and live in exile, she said
“no,” choosing instead to stand with
her fellow citizens of Burma.

In August, her struggles and the
struggles of the Burmese people were
thrust onto the international stage
when pictures of monks protesting the
military junta were shown all over the
world. Despite the junta’s violent
crackdown on dissidents, protesters
have remained committed to peaceful
protests, inspired by their rightful
leader, Aung San Suu Kyi, who met
with foreign leaders and junta officials
from her home to work for a peaceful
way forward after the bloody nation-
wide crackdown.

Their efforts prompted new calls for
democracy within the global commu-
nity. The United Nations’ Secretary
was outspoken in calling on the junta
to allow for democracy to take place in
Burma. And First Lady Laura Bush
continues to make public statements
in support of the democratic movement
in Burma, and we are all grateful to
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the First Lady’s efforts in trying to
bring about democratization within
Burma; yet, the nation is still under
military control and Aung San Suu
Kyi’s fight for democratic rule con-
tinues.

Burma is a nation in the heart of
southeast Asia. It is bordered by China,
Laos, Thailand, Bangladesh, and India.
In a region that is working to establish
firm stability, Burma is a cancer whose
main exports are illegal drugs, diseases
like HIV and AIDS, and refugees pour-
ing into neighboring countries.

The people of Burma and Southeast
Asia deserve to live in a stable and
thriving region. That is why the United
States must continue to support efforts
to establish peace and democratic rule
in Burma. And it is my hope that by
honoring Aung San Suu Kyi with the
Congressional Gold Medal, we will con-
tinue to pressure the junta to release
her and bring freedom and democracy
to the people of Burma.

Aung San Suu Kyi’s work on behalf
of the Burmese people has already been
recognized by many on the inter-
national stage. She has won over 60
international awards, including the
Sakharov Prize for Freedom of
Thought from the European Union, the
Presidential Medal of Freedom in the
United States, and the Nobel Peace
Prize. She is also the world’s only im-
prisoned Nobel Peace Prize recipient,
spending more than 12 of the last 17
years under house arrest.

Aung San Suu Kyi and the people of
Burma are leading a courageous non-
violent struggle for human rights and
democracy, values we share as Ameri-
cans. Her passionate, nonviolent ap-
proach and commitment to a free
democratic Burma has won the hearts
and minds of the people of Burma and,
I dare say, the rest of the free world.
Today I believe we should show her and
the rest of the world that she is also in
the hearts and minds of the Members of
the U.S. Congress.

A number of my colleagues deserve
special thanks for helping me bring
this message to the floor today, includ-
ing my good friend from Illinois (Mr.
MANzULLO) for working with me to
make this a bipartisan measure. Also,
Majority Leader STENY HOYER and Fi-
nancial Services Committee Chairman
BARNEY FRANK and Ranking Member
BACHUS deserve my thanks and our
thanks in helping to ensure speedy con-
sideration of the bill. Additionally, at
the staff level, I want to thank Nien
Su, Joe Pinder, Jonathan Obee and
Greg Sheiowitz from my staff for their
help.

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

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to support
this very important effort to award the
Congressional Gold Medal to Aung San
Suu Kyi. She is one of the most honor-
able advocates for democracy and
human rights the world will ever know.
Ms. Suu Kyi is the world’s only Nobel
Peace Prize winner to remain a polit-
ical prisoner. Ironically, the daughter
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of Burma’s revolutionary hero is her-
self a captive in the very country that
her father freed from colonial rule.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank my colleague and good friend
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY) for
being a leader on such an important
matter. His drive and commitment to
awarding the Congressional Gold Medal
to Ms. Suu Kyi is not only impressive,
but it is a true testament to his char-
acter. I am honored that he reached
out to me to help drive this measure.

Mr. Speaker, Burma’s military junta
has held Aung San Suu Kyi captive for
most of the 18 years she has spent in-
side that country. In fact, she was
placed under house arrest in 1989, after
she formed the National League for De-
mocracy. And even after that party
won the decisive election in 1990, with
Ms. Suu Kyi elected as Prime Minister,
the junta continues to not recognize
the election results and the fact that
the people have spoken. Except for
brief occasions, Ms. Suu Kyi has re-
mained a prisoner. She even was not al-
lowed to attend her husband’s funeral
and remains separated from her chil-
dren.

In September of this year, the Bur-
mese people held the largest peaceful
protests that country has seen in the
past 20 years. They protested the poor
economic decisions of the junta as well
as the continued denial of democratic
and human rights of the Burmese peo-
ple. An estimated 100,000 people
marched through Rangoon, peacefully
demanding the release of Aung San
Suu Kyi. The world watched and hoped
that this time the Saffron Revolution
would lead to meaningful change. But,
rather than listening to its people, the
regime of Than Shwe turned its guns
against the people, as they did in 1988.
The U.N. Special Envoy for Human
Rights reported recently that at least
31 people were Killed in September and
over 1,000 people remain incarcerated.

Last week, we gathered here in this
House to pass a bill sponsored by two
champions of freedom, my good friends
Mr. LANTOS, chairman, and Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, ranking member of the
House Foreign Affairs Committee. The
Block Burmese JADE Act of 2007 can
be an important tool to add even more
pressure to the regime to change its
ways, particularly if our government
encourages more countries to adopt
similar economic sanctions. I note that
the European Union is following a
similar approach in response to the
killings. Even Burma’s immediate
neighbors have issued strong state-
ments condemning the massacre.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are outraged and disgusted by the se-
vere use of force on the protestors and
the continued detention of Aung San
Suu Kyi. Shortly after the protest, the
Subcommittee on Asia, Pacific, and
Global Environment, on which I serve
as ranking Republican member, with
Congressman ENI FALEOMAVAEGA as
chairman, held a hearing on the situa-
tion in Burma. We heard dramatic tes-
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timony from experts within the admin-
istration and from nongovernmental
organizations. All the witnesses agree
that Burma’s fall from a prosperous
country to pariah state was a direct
consequence of the dictatorship.

So that is why we are here today, to
state for the record that it is time the
military junta recognize the will of the
Burmese people, and of most countries
of the world, and open the door for true
reconciliation. By awarding Ms. Suu
Kyi the Congressional Gold Medal, we
Americans send a strong message that
totalitarianism in Burma needs to
come to an end.

I urge all Members to support H.R.
4286 so that we can voice our full sup-
port for Burma’s first daughter and for
all the people of Burma. This will re-
mind the military junta of the Amer-
ican people’s unwavering support for
Aung San Suu Kyi. We need to pass the
bill so there can be no mistaking our
support.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as the gentleman may con-
sume to my good friend, ENI
FALEOMAVAEGA.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I want to commend and thank the gen-
tleman from New York for his sponsor-
ship of this important legislation. I
also want to commend my good friend,
the ranking member of our Asia, Pa-
cific Subcommittee, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. MANZULLO) for allow-
ing bipartisanship of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in full support of
H.R. 4286, a bill to award Ms. Daw Aung
San Suu Kyi the Congressional Gold
Medal for her dedication, her service,
and unwavering commitment and cour-
age to stand up against the forces of
military rule on the people of Burma.
For over 10 years now, Ms. Daw Aung
San Suu Kyi has been placed under
house arrest by the military regime of
Burma.

Mr. Speaker, I will submit that there
are a lot of complications here on the
situation with Burma. Burma con-
tinues to exist under very difficult con-
ditions whereby seven to eight ethnic
factions are constantly competing for
the control of that country. In fact, it
was even so bad that even the British
could not control them under their co-
lonial rule. As such, the military orga-
nization now claims, and continues to
claim, that it is the only group or orga-
nization that is keeping the country
together and, without the military,
Burma would be in a state of civil war.

Mr. Speaker, I want to say that that
is the very heart and problem that we
face with Burma today; the fact that
there are about seven to eight different
ethnic groups within the country that
could never be controlled by one group.
And I want to say that, as the recipient
of the Nobel Peace Prize, Ms. Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi continues to make
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every effort to work with the military
regime to see the possibility of democ-
racy ever to return to Burma.

It is my sincere hope that, in the
coming weeks and months, Ms. Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi and her military
counterparts will work out a com-
promise solution, hopefully, to estab-
lish a democratic form of government
for the people of Burma.

Mr. Speaker, I want to again com-
mend my good friend, the gentleman
from New York, for his authorship of
this bill and, most appropriately, to
honor this great leader Ms. Daw Aung
San Suu Kyi with the Congressional
Gold Medal. I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank once again
Mr. MANZULLO for his support and ef-
forts in helping to bring this legisla-
tion in a bipartisan spirit to the floor
today. I want to thank my friend again
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA for his comments
and work as well.

There is no question that the situa-
tion in Burma is complex. One only
needs to read today’s Washington Post
to understand again the complexity of
this in terms of the ethnic diversity
within Burma. Also, in reading that ar-
ticle today, one could also understand
that there’s incredible turmoil within
that country where there are more
child soldiers than any other country
today; where every day, daily, young
boys are coerced and enslaved by condi-
tions into becoming soldiers as young
boys and children. There are over 2,000
political prisoners that we know of
today in Burma. And that same article
today alluded to the destruction of vil-
lages in Burma. Let me just point out
that over 200 ethnic minority villages
have been destroyed by the military
junta, forcing 1.5 million people to flee
their homes, some to flee the country,
in a country where rape is used as a
weapon by the military regime against
the ethnic minorities within that coun-
try, documented and well known.

Aung San Suu Kyi, if she receives
this award this year, will receive the
award the same year that we just gave
this to the Dalai Lama, the same
award, the Gold Medal. She is known in
Burma and throughout the world as the
Nelson Mandela of Burma. She is
known as the Gandhi of Burma.
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I think it is appropriate that this
year she share the limelight in some
way with the Dalai Lama who himself
has brought attention to the cause of
the people of his own land.

Let me close by saying just one other
point about Aung San Suu Kyi and the
sacrifices she has had to make, giving
up of her personal freedom and oppor-
tunity to live in Great Britain, India or
elsewhere. She has turned that down to
be with her own people who are suf-
fering to the point where she is not
permitted to see her family members
because of her involvement in human
rights activities.
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In 1999, when her husband was dying,
the military regime refused to allow
him to live with her during that time.
She had to spend those terrible days in
isolation from the person she loved
more than anyone else, her dying hus-
band.

It is also important to note that
Aung San Suu Kyi received the Nobel
Peace Prize. But quite frankly, that
was done in 1991, a very long time ago;
some 16 years ago she received that
award. So I believe that the work that
the administration is doing, the work
that the First Lady, and again I want
to congratulate First Lady Laura Bush
for her continued effort to bringing
light and attention to this particular
issue, I think it is having an effect on
the world. I think more of the world is
interested in what is happening in
Burma and paying attention to it.

I would also like to take this time to
ask our friends in India to play more of
an active role in bringing about a con-
structive solution to the issues of
Burma. And again to China, a country
that I believe has continued to turn its
face away from atrocities, no longer
should China turn her face away from
what is happening in Burma. China,
India, Bangladesh, all of the countries
in the region need to be concerned
about what is happening in Burma
today. Again, it is about what makes
America America, standing up for
those countries that stand up for de-
mocracy and human rights.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
this legislation to the House floor and
hope my colleagues support it.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YARMUTH). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4286.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. CROWLEY. 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 and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

EUNICE KENNEDY SHRIVER NA-
TIONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD
HEALTH AND HUMAN DEVELOP-
MENT

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 2484) to rename the Na-
tional Institute of Child Health and
Human Development as the Eunice
Kennedy Shriver National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:
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S. 2484

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

SECTION 1. EUNICE KENNEDY SHRIVER NA-
TIONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD
HEALTH AND HUMAN DEVELOP-
MENT.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Since it was established by Congress in
1962 at the request of President John F. Ken-
nedy, the National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development has achieved an
outstanding record of achievement in cata-
lyzing a concentrated attack on the unsolved
health problems of children and of mother-
infant relationships by fulfilling its mission
to—

(A) ensure that every individual is born
healthy and wanted, that women suffer no
harmful effects from reproductive processes,
and that all children have the chance to
achieve their full potential for healthy and
productive lives, free from disease or dis-
ability; and

(B) ensure the health, productivity, inde-
pendence, and well-being of all individuals
through optimal rehabilitation.

(2) The National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development has made unparal-
leled contributions to the advancement of
child health and human development, includ-
ing significant efforts to—

(A) reduce dramatically the rates of Sud-
den Infant Death Syndrome, infant mor-
tality, and maternal HIV transmission;

(B) develop the Haemophilus Influenza B
(Hib) vaccine, credited with nearly elimi-
nating the incidence of mental retardation;
and

(C) conduct intramural research, support
extramural research, and train thousands of
child health and human development re-
searchers who have contributed greatly to
dramatic gains in child health throughout
the world.

(3) The vision, drive, and tenacity of one
woman, Eunice Kennedy Shriver, was instru-
mental in proposing, passing, and enacting
legislation to establish the National Insti-
tute of Child Health and Human Develop-
ment (Public Law 87-838) on October 17, 1962.

(4) It is befitting and appropriate to recog-
nize the substantial achievements of Eunice
Kennedy Shriver, a tireless advocate for
children with special needs, whose foresight
in creating the National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development gave life to
the words of President Kennedy, who wished
to ‘‘encourage imaginative research into the
complex processes of human development
from conception to old age.”.

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH
SERVICE AcT.—The Public Health Service
Act is amended—

(1) in section 401(b)(7) (42 U.S.C. 281(b)(7)),
by striking ‘‘National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development’ and insert-
ing ‘“Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Insti-
tute of Child Health and Human Develop-
ment’’;

(2) in section 404B (42 U.S.C. 283d), by strik-
ing ‘“‘National Institute for Child Health and
Human Development’ and inserting ‘‘Eunice
Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development’’;

(3) in section 404E(a) (42 U.S.C. 283g(a)), by
striking ‘‘National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development’” and inserting
‘“Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute
of Child Health and Human Development’’;

(4) in section 409D(c)(1) (42 TU.S.C.
284h(c)(1)), by striking ‘‘National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development” and
inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy Shriver National
Institute of Child Health and Human Devel-
opment’’;
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(5) in section 424(c)(3)(B)(vi) (42 U.S.C. 285b-
7(c)(3)(B)(vi)), by striking ‘‘National Insti-
tute of Child Health and Human Develop-
ment”’ and inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy Shriv-
er National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development’’;

(6) in section 430(b)(2)(B) (42 U.S.C. 285c—
4(b)(2)(B)), by striking ‘‘National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development’ and
inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy Shriver National
Institute of Child Health and Human Devel-
opment’’;

(7) in the heading of subpart 7 of part C of
title IV (42 U.S.C. 285g et seq.), by striking
the term ‘‘National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development’ each place such
term appears and inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy
Shriver National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development’’;

(8) in section 487B(a) (42 U.S.C. 288-2(a)), by
striking ‘‘National Institute on Child Health
and Human Development’” and inserting
“Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute
of Child Health and Human Development’’;

(9) in section 519C(g)(2) (42 U.S.C. 290bb-
25¢(g2)(2)), by striking ‘‘National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development’ and
inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy Shriver National
Institute of Child Health and Human Devel-
opment’’; and

(10) in section 1122 (42 U.S.C. 300c-12), by
striking ‘“National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development’” and inserting
“Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute
of Child Health and Human Development’’.

(c) AMENDMENTS TO OTHER ACTS.—

(1) COMPREHENSIVE SMOKING EDUCATION
AcT.—Section 3(b)(1)(A) of the Comprehen-
sive Smoking Education Act (156 U.S.C.
1341(b)(1)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘Na-
tional Institute of Child Health and Human
Development’” and inserting ‘‘Eunice Ken-
nedy Shriver National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development’’.

(2) ADULT EDUCATION AND FAMILY LITERACY
ACT.—Sections 242 and 243 of the Adult Edu-
cation and Family Literacy Act (20 U.S.C.
9252 and 9253) are amended by striking the
term ‘‘National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development’ each place such term
appears and inserting ‘‘Eunice Kennedy
Shriver National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development’’.

(3) ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION
ACT OF 1965.—The Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.)
is amended by striking the terms ‘‘National
Institute of Child Health and Human Devel-
opment” and ‘‘National Institute for Child
Health and Human Development’ each place
either term appears and inserting ‘‘Eunice
Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development’’.

(d) REFERENCE.—Any reference in any law,
regulation, order, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the ‘‘National
Institute of Child Health and Human Devel-
opment’’ shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘““Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Insti-
tute of Child Health and Human Develop-
ment’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD) and
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
TERRY) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the Senate bill now under
consideration.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor
today to express my strong support for
S. 2484, a bill to rename the National
Institute of Child Health and Human
Development as the Eunice Kennedy
Shriver National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development. I am
proud to lend my support to a bill
aimed at honoring such a compas-
sionate and wonderful human being.

Often we miss out on the opportunity
to honor people while they are with us.
Today, I hope my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle will join with me in
seizing the moment and commemo-
rating Eunice Kennedy Shriver, a tire-
less advocate for children. While Eu-
nice Kennedy Shriver is perhaps best
known for her efforts on behalf of those
affected by mental retardation and for
the creation of the Special Olympics,
she has also been a leader on many
other fronts. In particular, it is wholly
appropriate that we name the National
Institute of Child Health and Human
Development after Eunice KXKennedy
Shriver, as she was instrumental in es-
tablishing the institute just over 45
years ago during the administration of
her brother, John Fitzgerald Kennedy.

In the nearly half a century since its
founding, the institute has helped
make great strides in the advancement
of child health and human develop-
ment, including dramatically reducing
sudden infant death syndrome and in-
fant mortality.

One of the goals of the institute is to
ensure that children have the oppor-
tunity to reach their full potential and
live healthy and productive lives. Her
commitment and dedication to helping
children meet these goals has been un-
wavering.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is impor-
tant that we, before it is too late, that
we honor this great American, Eunice
Kennedy Shriver, today by renaming
the National Institute of Child Health
and Human Development after her. I
support this good bill and urge all of
my colleagues to do the same.

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

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Today I rise in support of Senate
2484, an act to rename the National In-
stitute of Child Health and Human De-
velopment as the FEunice Kennedy
Shriver National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development.

Ms. Shriver, along with her husband
Sargent, was and is a champion for
young people who suffer and strive
under the extra load of developmental
disabilities. Prior to the creation of the
NICHD more than 40 years ago, many
scientists were of the mind that money
would be better off spent studying
adult diseases, effectively  short-
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changing the younger populations with
these conditions.

NICHD was established in 1962 under
the Kennedy administration and many
credit Ms. Shriver’s tenacity. Ms.
Shriver never stopped being a spokes-
person and advocate, and the institute
she helped found has never stopped
benefiting from her determination and
her spirit.

I would like to confer with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to
determine if it is their understanding
as well that nothing in this bill will
change any of the authorities that the
NIH Reform Act of 2006 provided the
NIH and the director of the NIH. Spe-
cifically, nothing in this act will
change any authorities of the Sci-
entific Management Review Board or
any other provisions provided in sec-
tion 401 of that act. Is that your under-
standing as well?

I yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. I want to thank
the distinguished gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY). You are absolutely
correct. This legislation is only meant
to change the name of the single insti-
tute within NIH and to have no other
effect, no other effect on the NIH or its
organization. We do not intend to
change or even signal any other change
at the NIH.

Mr. TERRY. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina for that.

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on
this legislation, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill,
S. 2484.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

GRANTING CONSENT TO INTER-
NATIONAL EMERGENCY MAN-
AGEMENT ASSISTANCE MEMO-
RANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate joint resolution (S.J. Res. 13)
granting the consent of Congress to the
International Emergency Management
Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
joint resolution.

The text of the Senate joint resolu-
tion is as follows:

S.J. REs. 13

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

SECTION 1. CONGRESSIONAL CONSENT.

Congress consents to the International
Emergency Management Assistance Memo-
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randum of Understanding entered into be-
tween the States of Maine, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
Connecticut and the Provinces of Quebec,
New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, Nova
Scotia and Newfoundland. The compact is
substantially as follows:

“Article I—International Emergency Manage-
ment Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing Purpose and Authorities

‘“The International Emergency Manage-
ment Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing, hereinafter referred to as the ‘com-
pact,” is made and entered into by and
among such of the jurisdictions as shall
enact or adopt this compact, hereinafter re-
ferred to as ‘party jurisdictions.” For the
purposes of this agreement, the term ‘juris-
dictions’ may include any or all of the States
of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut and
the Provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick,
Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New-
foundland, and such other states and prov-
inces as may hereafter become a party to
this compact.

““The purpose of this compact is to provide
for the possibility of mutual assistance
among the jurisdictions entering into this
compact in managing any emergency or dis-
aster when the affected jurisdiction or juris-
dictions ask for assistance, whether arising
from natural disaster, technological hazard,
manmade disaster or civil emergency aspects
of resources shortages.

“This compact also provides for the proc-
ess of planning mechanisms among the agen-
cies responsible and for mutual cooperation,
including, if need be, emergency-related ex-
ercises, testing, or other training activities
using equipment and personnel simulating
performance of any aspect of the giving and
receiving of aid by party jurisdictions or sub-
divisions of party jurisdictions during emer-
gencies, with such actions occurring outside
actual declared emergency periods. Mutual
assistance in this compact may include the
use of emergency forces by mutual agree-
ment among party jurisdictions.

“Article II—General Implementation

‘“‘Bach party jurisdiction entering into this
compact recognizes that many emergencies
may exceed the capabilities of a party juris-
diction and that intergovernmental coopera-
tion is essential in such circumstances. Each
jurisdiction further recognizes that there
will be emergencies that may require imme-
diate access and present procedures to apply
outside resources to make a prompt and ef-
fective response to such an emergency be-
cause few, if any, individual jurisdictions
have all the resources they need in all types
of emergencies or the capability of deliv-
ering resources to areas where emergencies
exist.

“The prompt, full, and effective utilization
of resources of the participating jurisdic-
tions, including any resources on hand or
available from any other source that are es-
sential to the safety, care, and welfare of the
people in the event of any emergency or dis-
aster, shall be the underlying principle on
which all articles of this compact are under-
stood.

“On behalf of the party jurisdictions par-
ticipating in the compact, the legally des-
ignated official who is assigned responsi-
bility for emergency management is respon-
sible for formulation of the appropriate
inter-jurisdictional mutual aid plans and
procedures necessary to implement this com-
pact, and for recommendations to the juris-
diction concerned with respect to the amend-
ment of any statutes, regulations, or ordi-
nances required for that purpose.
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“Article III—Party Jurisdiction Responsibil-
ities

‘‘(a) FORMULATE PLANS AND PROGRAMS.—It
is the responsibility of each party jurisdic-
tion to formulate procedural plans and pro-
grams for inter-jurisdictional cooperation in
the performance of the responsibilities listed
in this section. In formulating and imple-
menting such plans and programs the party
jurisdictions, to the extent practical, shall—

‘(1) review individual jurisdiction hazards
analyses that are available and, to the ex-
tent reasonably possible, determine all those
potential emergencies the party jurisdic-
tions might jointly suffer, whether due to
natural disaster, technological hazard, man-
made disaster or emergency aspects of re-
source shortages;

‘(2) initiate a process to review party ju-
risdictions’ individual emergency plans and
develop a plan that will determine the mech-
anism for the inter-jurisdictional coopera-
tion;

““(3) develop inter-jurisdictional procedures
to fill any identified gaps and to resolve any
identified inconsistencies or overlaps in ex-
isting or developed plans;

‘“(4) assist in warning communities adja-
cent to or crossing jurisdictional boundaries;

‘“(5) protect and ensure delivery of services,
medicines, water, food, energy and fuel,
search and rescue, and critical lifeline equip-
ment, services and resources, both human
and material to the extent authorized by
law;

‘(6) inventory and agree upon procedures
for the inter-jurisdictional loan and delivery
of human and material resources, together
with procedures for reimbursement or for-
giveness; and

“(T) provide, to the extent authorized by
law, for temporary suspension of any stat-
utes or ordinances, over which the province
or state has jurisdiction, that impede the im-
plementation of the responsibilities de-
scribed in this subsection.

“(b) REQUEST ASSISTANCE.—The authorized
representative of a party jurisdiction may
request assistance of another party jurisdic-
tion by contacting the authorized represent-
ative of that jurisdiction. These provisions
only apply to requests for assistance made
by and to authorized representatives. Re-
quests may be verbal or in writing. If verbal,
the request must be confirmed in writing
within 15 days of the verbal request. Re-
quests must provide the following informa-
tion:

‘(1) A description of the emergency service
function for which assistance is needed and
of the mission or missions, including but not
limited to fire services, emergency medical,
transportation, communications, public
works and engineering, building inspection,
planning and information assistance, mass
care, resource support, health and medical
services, and search and rescue.

‘“(2) The amount and type of personnel,
equipment, materials, and supplies needed
and a reasonable estimate of the length of
time they will be needed.

‘“(8) The specific place and time for staging
of the assisting party’s response and a point
of contact at the location.

“‘(c) CONSULTATION AMONG PARTY JURISDIC-
TION OFFICIALS.—There shall be frequent con-
sultation among the party jurisdiction offi-
cials who have assigned emergency manage-
ment responsibilities, such officials collec-
tively known hereinafter as the Inter-
national Emergency Management Group, and
other appropriate representatives of the
party jurisdictions with free exchange of in-
formation, plans, and resource records relat-
ing to emergency capabilities to the extent
authorized by law.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“Article IV—Limitation

‘““Any party jurisdiction requested to
render mutual aid or conduct exercises and
training for mutual aid shall undertake to
respond as soon as possible, except that it is
understood that the jurisdiction rendering
aid may withhold or recall resources to the
extent necessary to provide reasonable pro-
tection for that jurisdiction. Each party ju-
risdiction shall afford to the personnel of the
emergency forces of any party jurisdiction,
while operating within its jurisdictional lim-
its under the terms and conditions of this
compact and under the operational control
of an officer of the requesting party, the
same powers, duties, rights, privileges, and
immunities as are afforded similar or like
forces of the jurisdiction in which they are
performing emergency services. Emergency
forces continue under the command and con-
trol of their regular leaders, but the organi-
zational units come under the operational
control of the emergency services authori-
ties of the jurisdiction receiving assistance.
These conditions may be activated, as need-
ed, by the jurisdiction that is to receive as-
sistance or upon commencement of exercises
or training for mutual aid and continue as
long as the exercises or training for mutual
aid are in progress, the emergency or dis-
aster remains in effect or loaned resources
remain in the receiving jurisdiction or juris-
dictions, whichever is longer. The receiving
jurisdiction is responsible for informing the
assisting jurisdictions of the specific mo-
ment when services will no longer be re-
quired.

“Article V—Licenses and Permits

‘“Whenever a person holds a license, certifi-
cate, or other permit issued by any jurisdic-
tion party to the compact evidencing the
meeting of qualifications for professional,
mechanical, or other skills, and when such
assistance is requested by the receiving
party jurisdiction, such person is deemed to
be licensed, certified, or permitted by the ju-
risdiction requesting assistance to render aid
involving such skill to meet an emergency or
disaster, subject to such limitations and con-
ditions as the requesting jurisdiction pre-
scribes by Executive order or otherwise.
“Article VI—Liability

‘“Any person or entity of a party jurisdic-
tion rendering aid in another jurisdiction
pursuant to this compact are considered
agents of the requesting jurisdiction for tort
liability and immunity purposes. Any person
or entity rendering aid in another jurisdic-
tion pursuant to this compact are not liable
on account of any act or omission in good
faith on the part of such forces while so en-
gaged or on account of the maintenance or
use of any equipment or supplies in connec-
tion therewith. Good faith in this article
does not include willful misconduct, gross
negligence, or recklessness.

“Article VII—Supplementary Agreements

‘‘Because it is probable that the pattern
and detail of the machinery for mutual aid
among 2 or more jurisdictions may differ
from that among the jurisdictions that are
party to this compact, this compact contains
elements of a broad base common to all ju-
risdictions, and nothing in this compact pre-
cludes any jurisdiction from entering into
supplementary agreements with another ju-
risdiction or affects any other agreements
already in force among jurisdictions. Supple-
mentary agreements may include, but are
not limited to, provisions for evacuation and
reception of injured and other persons and
the exchange of medical, fire, public utility,
reconnaissance, welfare, transportation and
communications personnel, equipment, and
supplies.
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“Article VIII—Workers’

Death Benefits

“Each party jurisdiction shall provide, in
accordance with its own laws, for the pay-
ment of workers’ compensation and death
benefits to injured members of the emer-
gency forces of that jurisdiction and to rep-
resentatives of deceased members of those
forces if the members sustain injuries or are
killed while rendering aid pursuant to this
compact, in the same manner and on the
same terms as if the injury or death were
sustained within their own jurisdiction.
“Article IX—Reimbursement

“Any party jurisdiction rendering aid in
another jurisdiction pursuant to this com-
pact shall, if requested, be reimbursed by the
party jurisdiction receiving such aid for any
loss or damage to, or expense incurred in,
the operation of any equipment and the pro-
vision of any service in answering a request
for aid and for the costs incurred in connec-
tion with those requests. An aiding party ju-
risdiction may assume in whole or in part
any such loss, damage, expense, or other cost
or may loan such equipment or donate such
services to the receiving party jurisdiction
without charge or cost. Any 2 or more party
jurisdictions may enter into supplementary
agreements establishing a different alloca-
tion of costs among those jurisdictions. Ex-
penses under article VIII are not reimburs-
able under this section.

“Article X—Evacuation

“Each party jurisdiction shall initiate a
process to prepare and maintain plans to fa-
cilitate the movement of and reception of
evacuees into its territory or across its terri-
tory, according to its capabilities and pow-
ers. The party jurisdiction from which the
evacuees came shall assume the ultimate re-
sponsibility for the support of the evacuees,
and after the termination of the emergency
or disaster, for the repatriation of such evac-
uees.

“Article XI—Implementation

‘‘(a) This compact is effective upon its exe-
cution or adoption by any 2 jurisdictions,
and is effective as to any other jurisdiction
upon its execution or adoption thereby: sub-
ject to approval or authorization by the
United States Congress, if required, and sub-
ject to enactment of provincial or State leg-
islation that may be required for the effec-
tiveness of the Memorandum of Under-
standing.

“(b) Any party jurisdiction may withdraw
from this compact, but the withdrawal does
not take effect until 30 days after the gov-
ernor or premier of the withdrawing jurisdic-
tion has given notice in writing of such with-
drawal to the governors or premiers of all
other party jurisdictions. The action does
not relieve the withdrawing jurisdiction
from obligations assumed under this com-
pact prior to the effective date of with-
drawal.

‘‘(c) Duly authenticated copies of this com-
pact in the French and English languages
and of such supplementary agreements as
may be entered into shall, at the time of
their approval, be deposited with each of the
party jurisdictions.

“Article XII—Severability

“This compact is construed to effectuate
the purposes stated in Article I. If any provi-
sion of this compact is declared unconstitu-
tional or the applicability of the compact to
any person or circumstances is held invalid,
the validity of the remainder of this compact
and the applicability of the compact to other
persons and circumstances are not affected.

“Article XIII—Consistency of Language

“The validity of the arrangements and
agreements consented to in this compact

Compensation and
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shall not be affected by any insubstantial
difference in form or language as may be
adopted by the various states and provinces.
“Article XIV—Amendment

““This compact may be amended by agree-
ment of the party jurisdictions.”.
SEC. 2. INCONSISTENCY OF LANGUAGE.

The validity of the arrangements con-
sented to by this Act shall not be affected by
any insubstantial difference in their form or
language as adopted by the States and prov-
mces.

SEC. 3. RIGHT TO ALTER, AMEND, OR REPEAL.

The right to alter, amend, or repeal this
Act is hereby expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the joint reso-
lution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this resolution, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, in January 1998 a dev-
astating ice storm struck the northern
New England border region. Damage to
the region’s infrastructure was consid-
erable, and millions spent days in the
dark on both sides of the border be-
tween the U.S. and Canada. When the
lights came back on, there were over 30
dead.

This tragedy resulted in an effort in
cross-border cooperation that has
yielded the mutual assistance compact
we have before us today. The Inter-
national Emergency Management As-
sistance Memorandum of Under-
standing provides a legal framework
for cooperation between the States of
Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, Rhode Island and
Vermont, with the Canadian Provinces
of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and New-
foundland and Labrador.

The compact allows for management
of any emergency or disaster arising
from mnatural disaster, technological
disaster, man-made disaster, or civil
emergency. It seeks to regularize plan
and program formulation; assist in
warning communities adjacent to or
crossing jurisdictional boundaries; en-
sure critical delivery of services as well
as medicines, water, food, energy and
fuel; and to clarify search and rescue
protocols and issues related to evacu-
ation.

The Senate has already passed their
version of the resolution; and passage
today in the House, as required by the
Constitution, will permit this compact
to come into effect.
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It is worth noting, as well, that sev-
eral years ago the Senate passed a
similar resolution, but the House failed
to act and the moment faded. We must
not let this happen again. This is the
kind of international cooperation that
makes it safer and stronger.

I thank the gentleman from Vermont
(Mr. WELCH), particularly, for his
strong leadership on this important
compact and for his diligence in trying
to ensure greater cooperation with
Canada on emergency issues. This reso-
lution deserves our support, and I urge
all of my colleagues to join me in doing
s0.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleagues today in support of Senate
Joint Resolution 13. The States of
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Mas-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, and Con-
necticut have negotiated an Inter-
national Management Emergency As-
sistance Memorandum of Under-
standing with the Canadian provinces
of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and New-
foundland.

This MOU creates a framework for
cooperation among the participating
jurisdictions when they face natural
disasters or other emergencies that
they have in common. Article I, sec-
tion 10 of our Constitution requires
that any agreement between States
and foreign powers obtain the consent
of Congress. That is what this legisla-
tion will grant.

All of us know too well the signifi-
cant resources needed to overcome a
disaster, whether natural or man-
made.

I applaud the initiative taken by
these States and their Canadian neigh-
bors to proactively plan for the re-
source management and mutual assist-
ance that may become necessary in un-
expected times of crisis.

As confirmed by the Congressional
Budget Office, this resolution will not
result in any cost to the Federal Gov-
ernment or impose any costs on State
or local governments. I support this
measure and urge adoption thereof.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
delighted to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from
Vermont and the sponsor of this legis-
lation, PETER WELCH.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I thank the
gentleman from New York.

There is a reason, Mr. Speaker, that
all of the Senators from the New Eng-
land States, all of the Members of Con-
gress from the New England States join
in support of this resolution. Their leg-
islatures and their governors all sup-
port this, as well as the legislatures
and the premiers in the provinces of
Canada that have been mentioned.
That is because we need each other in
a moment of weather disaster.
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As the gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY) referred to, there was a
severe ice storm in 1998 and this re-
sponse that we had in those New Eng-
land States, with the help of the prov-
inces, was helpful to alleviate some of
the suffering, but not all. This is fun-
damentally important in order that we
be able to cooperate to the mutual ben-
efit of folks in the New England region
and in the Canadian provinces. I want
to express my gratitude to the Foreign
Affairs Committee, my gratitude to my
friend from Texas. I am sorry that
Texas isn’t part of this because then we
would really be in good shape.
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And I want to thank Mr. CROWLEY
and the members of the leadership staff
and the staff of the Foreign Relations
Committee for moving this forward on
such an expedited basis.

The more we can cooperate to help
each other, the better all of us are
going to be. And as my friend from
Texas would say, ‘‘That’s just the way
it is.”

We must all do our best to prepare for the
most serious emergencies that can harm our
communities. As those who live in the North-
east know, extreme weather is not uncommon
in New England, or in the eastern provinces of
Canada. Together with our Canadian neigh-
bors, we have endured catastrophic blizzards
and ice storms over the years that have
closed roads and highways, shut down power
for extended periods, and stranded travelers
and rural residents for days, or longer. During
these events, we turn to our first responders
and our emergency management profes-
sionals to provide assistance and secure pub-
lic safety no matter how grave the danger, and
no matter how challenging the task.

The IEMAMOU compact was created in re-
sponse to the devastating ice storm of 1998.
In January of that year, an unprecedented 3-
day ice storm paralyzed portions of the north-
ern New England States and the adjacent Ca-
nadian provinces, causing massive damage to
the electrical and transportation infrastructure.
Millions were left in the dark for days and
even weeks, leaving more than 30 dead and
shutting down normal activities in large cities
like Montreal and Ottawa. Following this dev-
astation, the governors and premiers of those
regions affected recognized the need for
greater cross-border emergency cooperation,
and they directed their emergency manage-
ment leaders to develop and create a memo-
randum of understanding on these issues that
benefit all parties north and south of the bor-
der. The IEMAMOU compact was the result of
this collaborative, international process, and
now stands as a model compact for cross-bor-
der mutual emergency assistance.

The compact allows for international sharing
of resources and expertise in times of extreme
emergency or disaster. The IEMAMOU com-
pact meets these needs with a thoughtful and
forward-looking outline of how to address
issues that face first responders and their
managers in times of cross-border emergency.

This international compact provides a legal
framework for cooperation and mutual assist-
ance between the States of Vermont, New
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Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Is-
land, and Connecticut, and the Canadian prov-
inces of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland
and Labrador. The compact requires each par-
ticipating member, whether State or province,
to formulate plans and programs to facilitate
international and interstate or provincial co-
operation in case of natural or manmade dis-
aster, technological hazard, or civil emer-
gency.

All members of this compact have agreed to
its terms and join in requesting Congress’s
consent for the agreement. Vermont, New
Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Is-
land, and Connecticut have joined the
IEMAMOU compact, and many of these
States have passed legislation adopting the
compact under State law. The premiers of
Quebec, Prince Edward Island, Labrador,
Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick have simi-
larly approved of the compact. The IEMAMOU
compact has been functioning in principle for
more than 5 years, as the emergency man-
agement leaders from each member State and
province meet twice a year. Planning among
the constituent members of the compact is
also ongoing. This compact works well and
should be supported by Congress.

The IEMAMOU compact is an international
agreement between States and a foreign
power, and it cannot have the full force of law
without the formal approval of Congress. The
U.S. Constitution requires that “[n]o state shall

. enter into any Agreement or Compact
with another State, or with a foreign Power”
unless with the “consent of Congress.” U.S.
Const. Art. 1, §10, cl. 3. The joint resolution
introduced today provides this necessary con-
sent, and would give legal force to the com-
pact. Congressional approval of this compact
would also provide jurisdiction for Federal
courts to resolve any disputes under the
agreement.

This joint resolution is vitally important to the
New England States and our Canadian prov-
inces to the north. Congress should support
their cooperative, international leadership in
creating and implementing this unique emer-
gency management compact. The Governor of
Vermont supports this joint resolution as do
the leaders of the North East States Emer-
gency Consortium, which represents each of
the New England States in the compact.

It is time to take action and pass this joint
resolution  without  further delay. The
IEMAMOU compact provides invaluable inter-
national cooperation and mutual assistance in
times of natural disaster and extreme emer-
gency. This compact works well for New Eng-
land and the eastern Canadian provinces, and
it stands as a model for emergency manage-
ment planning and cooperation across this
country.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
commend my friend PETER WELCH from
Vermont for his comments, and mainly
for sponsoring this cross-border initia-
tive showing that the New England
States and some provinces in Canada
can get along together for cooperation
of mutual concern. And I, too, am
sorry that Texas is not a part of this
initiative as well.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague as well, Mr.
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WELCH from Vermont, for sponsoring
this.

Two hundred thirty-two years ago,
during the battle of Quebec, there was
hostility between the residents of Que-
bec and the struggling colonists that
were striving for their freedom from
Great Britain. We’ve come a long way
in 232 years. It’s about time we get a
protocol in place that ensures that
lives are saved during times of disaster,
whether manmade or natural. I com-
mend my friend again for sponsoring
this legislation, and I urge its adop-
tion.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate joint resolu-
tion, S.J. Res. 13.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
joint resolution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

MOURNING THE PASSING OF
CONGRESSMAN HENRY J. HYDE

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 843) mourning the
passing of Congressman Henry J. Hyde
and celebrating his leadership and serv-
ice to the people of Illinois and the
United States of America, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 843

Whereas all Members of Congress affect
the history of the United States, but Con-
gressman Henry J. Hyde leaves a legacy as
one of the most principled and influential
public servants of his generation that will
endure for many years;

Whereas millions of men and women across
America mourn the death of the distin-
guished former Congressman from Illinois;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde, upon his gradua-
tion from high school, earned a scholarship
to play basketball at Georgetown University,
and participated in the 1942 NCAA national
championship basketball tournament;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde served valorously
in the United States Navy from 1944 to 1946
in the South Pacific, New Guinea, and the
Lingayen Gulf and continued to serve in the
Naval Reserve until 1968;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde returned to the
United States from active duty in 1946, grad-
uated a year later with a bachelor of arts de-
gree, and went on to earn a law degree from
Loyola University Law School in 1950;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde served in the Illi-
nois House of Representatives from 1967 to
1974;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was elected to
serve Illinois’s 6th Congressional District in
the United States House of Representatives
in 1974;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde will be remembered
for his impassioned opposition to abortion,
and the Hyde Amendment, which banned the
federal funding of abortion;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was named chair-
man of the Committee on the Judiciary in
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1995 and played a vital role in the passage of
key elements of the Contract with America,
and as a skilled lawyer and someone who
loved the practice of law, he understood and
respected the rule of law as an essential part
of American democracy;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was instrumental
in the early 1980s reauthorization of the Vot-
ing Rights Act of 1965, and known for initia-
tives including the Family and Medical
Leave Act, nutrition programs for women,
infants, and children, Federal standards for
collection of child support, and landmark
patent, copyright, and trademark reform leg-
islation;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was named chair-
man of the Committee on International Re-
lations in 2001 and worked across the polit-
ical divide to successfully enact legislation
to address the burgeoning international HIV/
AIDS crisis, and also succeeded in enacting
landmark foreign assistance legislation, in-
cluding the creation of the Millennium Chal-
lenge Corporation, and the expansion of
United States funding for microenterprise
initiatives aimed at helping the poor and
vulnerable;

Whereas during his long distinguished ca-
reer, Henry J. Hyde played an integral role
in debates over United States-Soviet rela-
tions, Central America policy, the War Pow-
ers Act, the Taiwan Relations Act, NATO ex-
pansion, and the investigation of the Iran-
Contra affair;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde highly respected
the institutional integrity of the House of
Representatives, and was a forceful advocate
for maintaining the dignity of the House and
for recognizing the sacrifices and struggles
Members make while in its service;

Whereas in 2006, Henry J. Hyde retired
from the House of Representatives, where he
maintained ties of bipartisan civility
throughout the more than 3 decades of dedi-
cated service;

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was awarded the
Nation’s highest civilian honor, the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, on November 5,
2007, for tirelessly championing the weak and
forgotten and working to build a more hope-
ful America; and

Whereas Henry J. Hyde has been character-
ized as a statesman, a constitutional scholar,
a person with sharp wit and a keen sense of
history, a passionate orator, a compas-
sionate man, and a person with a distin-
guished career who has left an indelible
mark on the legacy of the United States
House of Representatives: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) expresses its appreciation for the pro-
found dedication and public service of Con-
gressman Henry J. Hyde;

(2) notes that he was preceded in death by
his late wife Jeanne Simpson and his son,
Henry ‘“‘Hank’ Hyde;

(3) tenders its deep sympathy to his wife,
Judy Wolverton, to his children, Robert,
Laura, and Anthony, and to the entire fam-
ily of the former Member of Congress and
staff;

(4) directs that the eulogies offered con-
cerning the life of the Honorable Henry J.
Hyde, former Representative from the State
of Illinois, be bound and printed as a House
document; and

(5) directs the Clerk of the House to trans-
mit a copy of this resolution to the family of
Congressman Henry J. Hyde.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E.
LUNGREN) each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on the subject mat-
ter of this resolution, H. Res. 843.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to recognize the
service of our former colleague, a Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives,
Mr. Hyde, who served in the House of
Representatives from January 3, 1975,
to January 3, 2007, and served as chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee, as
well as chairman of the International
Relations Committee.

Mr. Hyde’s life was a good, long life
and a complex life as well. Mr. Hyde
graduated from high school and earned
a scholarship to play basketball at
Georgetown University. He partici-
pated in the 1942 NCAA basketball
tournament. As a college basketball
fan, I think that may be the height of
his career. But that was only the be-
ginning.

He went on to serve valorously in the
United States Navy from 1944 to 1946 in
the South Pacific, New Guinea, the
Guinean Gulf, and continued in the Re-
serves well into the 1960s.

Mr. Hyde was elected to serve his
constituents in Illinois’ Sixth Congres-
sional District, I think where he cer-
tainly contributed mightily and tre-
mendously to the advancement of the
Congress, as well as our country.

I had the great opportunity to serve
with Henry Hyde as a member of the
International Relations Committee, a
somewhat junior member, then a mid
bench member. I always enjoyed the
banter with the chairman; quick-wit-
ted, and incredibly intelligent, steeped
in history, understood every bill that
was before him, and understood where
he stood on those issues.

And although Mr. Hyde and I did not
agree on every political issue, I ad-
mired his tenacity. I admired his de-
meanor. I admired the way in which he
handled himself, both in committee, on
the floor, and as a person.

I also had the opportunity to travel
with Mr. Hyde on a trip to a country
that is near and dear to both himself
and myself, the country of our ances-
try, Ireland. I know that he was proud
of the work of the advancement of
peace and justice in Ireland, in all of
Ireland, and worked mightily towards
that end.

But Mr. Hyde had numerous accom-
plishments. And I'll leave that to my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
to advance today. But I would urge the
adoption of this resolution, as amend-
ed.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H. Res. 843, mourning the passage of
Congressman Henry Hyde and cele-
brating his leadership and service to
the people of Illinois and the United
States of America.

And at this time I would like to rec-
ognize for 5 minutes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM), who is the
prime sponsor of this legislation, and
the successor to Henry Hyde in that
seat from the great State of Illinois.

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, a special
word of thanks to the majority leader,
who worked hard to get this resolution
on the floor, and to him I'm deeply
grateful.

You know, there’s been a lot said
about Henry Hyde over the past several
weeks, particularly since his passing
and in the weeks prior to that when he
received the Medal of Freedom from
President Bush in a White House cere-
mony that he was unable to attend due
to his illness.

And we’ve often focused in those
comments on his conduct here in the
House of Representatives, Mr. Speaker,
but I would like to give just a little bit
of a glimpse of what he was like back
at home, because the same shadow that
was cast here in the Capitol was simi-
larly cast in the Sixth District of Illi-
nois, which is the west and northwest
suburbs of Chicago. There, he was
Henry Hyde who would be routinely in-
troduced at various gatherings, and in
partisan gatherings he would often-
times get a standing ovation from a
very grateful group of Republicans. But
all across the aisle, both sides of the
aisle, people were able to approach
him, and they would often think of
him, really, as an alderman for that
area, or almost a city councilman. And
by that I don’t mean anything to ne-
gate his status, but simply, his accessi-
bility as a Member of Congress, which
was something really to behold. You
could routinely find him in his district.
He would fly back and forth every week
into O’Hare Airport, which was right in
the middle of his Sixth District of Illi-
nois.

And I think that he was one of those
people that, when you think about
Congressmen, you think about the very
best and the very brightest. And I
would submit that when, from 1974 all
the way up through his retirement,
when people contemplated Henry Hyde,
he was contemplated in a way that was
a positive reflection on this institu-
tion. When people thought of him, they
thought, You know what? That’s the
way a congressman is supposed to be.
That’s the way a congressman is sup-
posed to handle himself. That’s the
way a congressman is supposed to
interact with people on his own side of
the aisle and, even more importantly,
with people on the other side of the
aisle.

His legacy is one, and his name will
inextricably be linked with the pro-life
movement. He was a passionate advo-
cate, as we all know, for the unborn.
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He did his duty in the impeachment
of President Clinton. But those things,
while they’re formative, and they’re
very interesting, and they are who he
was, sort of the lead gets buried if you
stop the Henry Hyde story there, be-
cause he was someone who was also
very active and a partner in trying to
reach out to come up with the funds
and the support to take on HIV/AIDS
globally.

And he was far ahead of his time. He
was one who broke from his ranks and
voted in favor of the Family and Med-
ical Leave Act, much to the chagrin, at
the time, of many in his party who sub-
sequently have come to see the light of
that courage of his convictions.

And so, Mr. Speaker, in closing, this
is a time of reflection and it’s a time of
honoring the legacy of a great man.
And I think the words of Paul Johnson,
a great British historian, come to mind
when he wrote a history of the Amer-
ican people. And the British historian
Johnson said, to paraphrase, he said
this: All kinds of factors go into how
history comes out. Just all kinds of
things. But without question, the sin-
gle most important factor are the peo-
ple who are in charge at the time.

And I think all of us today rise and
acknowledge that Henry J. Hyde and
the oath that he took and the way in
which he carried himself in office was a
great credit, not only to this institu-
tion, but a great credit to our country.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I'm
pleased to yield once again to my good
friend from the territory of Samoa,
Representative ENI FALEOMAVAEGA, for
as much time as he may consume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
again I want to thank my good friend
from New York for yielding me such
time to say a few words in honoring
this gentleman.

As I'm sure that I did not want to
miss this opportunity to stand here on
the floor and to express my feelings of
this great American, as I’'m sure there
may have been a Special Order already
taken where Members could speak and
giving their sense of tribute to Con-
gressman Henry Hyde.

I thank the gentleman from Illinois
for his sponsorship of this bill, and
want to thank the members of the Illi-
nois delegation for their sponsorship of
this legislation to honor my good
friend and dear colleague, the late Con-
gressman Henry J. Hyde, whom I've
had the distinct privilege of serving
with him when he served as chairman
of the House Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

Mr. Speaker, Chairman Hyde and I
did not always agree on the issues and
bills that were brought before our com-
mittee, but one thing that I valued tre-
mendously concerning the character of
this great leader, and that is he re-
spected the opinions of others, even
though they may differ from his.

Chairman Hyde was a great leader, a
man of principle, and a true patriot
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and a statesman. And above all, Mr.
Speaker, he was my friend.

I'm reminded of a Chinese proverb,
Mr. Speaker, and the proverb states,
“There are many acquaintances but
very few friends.”

Congressman Henry Hyde was my
friend. Have a good journey, Henry.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, one of the most
fortunate things I've had happen in my
life is that I was able to serve for 12
years with Henry Hyde; 10 years during
the first period of time I served, and
then the first 2 years of my return to
the Congress. For 10 of those years,
well, all 12 of those years, I served on
the Judiciary Committee with him,
and he was, in my mind, a great man.

We all have our heroes, I suppose, in
life. My dad’s a hero of mine. Ronald
Reagan was a hero of mine. Mother
Theresa is a hero of mine. And in this
House, Henry Hyde was and continues
to be a hero of mine.

Recently, we have had a lot of debate
and discussion in the national press
about the appropriate place for religion
and religious values in public debate.
The speech given by the former Gov-
ernor of Massachusetts, Governor Rom-
ney, has been called the speech remind-
ing people of the speech given by an-
other gentleman from Massachusetts
some 40 years ago, President John F.
Kennedy. And in their own way, they
were both outstanding speeches.

But one of the speeches I recall on
the same subject was given by Henry
Hyde. It was the speech he gave at my
alma matter, the University of Notre
Dame, in the same year that Governor
Cuomo gave a speech to the university,
attempting to the address the question
of what the proper role was of religious
values in public life.

Now, it was particularized in the fact
that both Governor Cuomo and Henry
Hyde were Roman Catholics. But what
they said there and what Henry said
there is not limited merely to a Catho-
lic in public service, but goes to the
question of what someone who has
deeply held religious values should do
when confronted with the great ideas
of their time.

O 1530

Perhaps the greatest example in po-
litical history is that of Sir Thomas
Moore, also known as St. Thomas
Moore, immortalized in the great play,
“A Man for All Seasons,” when he at-
tempted to try and deal with the tre-
mendous disconnect at times between
what in the secular world appears to be
an obvious conflict between deeply
held values and your responsibility as
an elected or appointed figure.

Similarly, in a closer period of time
in our history, a work that influenced
the speech of John Kennedy was a
great writing by John Courtney Mur-
ray called, ‘“We Hold These Truths.”
John Courtney Murray was a tremen-
dous Jesuit priest and political theo-
rist whose work probably was the
greatest influence in the Catholic
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Church during the Second Vatican
Council in understanding what polit-
ical liberty was all about. And I have
used both of those writings in trying to
understand what my obligation in life
is.

But ranking alongside both of those
works is this work by Henry Hyde
called, ‘“‘For Every Idle Silence.” He
took that from a statement by St. Am-
brose. He said, Not only for every idle
word but for every silence must man
render an account. Henry Hyde be-
lieved that.

In the speech at my alma mater,
Henry Hyde said in 1984, ‘‘This must be
an election year. Everyone is talking
about theology.” The reason I mention
that is here we are 20-some years past
that time, and there are those that be-
lieve that this issue is arising for the
first time, and somehow we have some
difficulty in understanding what it’s
all about.

So I would just like to reflect on a
few words of Henry Hyde in that speech
which perhaps would give us some di-
rection as we approach that same issue
this year. He said, ‘‘First and hopefully
most obviously, we are not arguing
about the creation of a theocracy or
anything remotely approaching it.
We’re not talking about declaring our-
selves a Christian Nation or a Nation
under any religion.”

But he said, ‘“We are, as our coinage
and our Pledge of Allegiance asserts, a
Nation ‘under God’: that means a Na-
tion under God’s judgment, constantly
reminded by our smallest coin that the
true measure of ourselves comes from
beyond ourselves. Again, for the church
as well as for democracy, let us pre-
serve the integrity of both the political
process and the church.”

And he went on to say, ‘“In the sec-
ond place, we are not arguing about
whether ‘religion and politics should
mix.” This formula, so simple, is also
deceptive and disorienting. Religion,
the expression of what theologian Paul
Tillich called our ‘ultimate concern,’
and politics have ‘mixed,” inter-
mingled, shaped and influenced each
other centuries before the conversion
of Constantine.”

And Henry goes on to say, ‘“‘And this
has been true of our American experi-
ment as well. The claim that American
religion has always been ‘intensely pri-
vate between the individual and God’
would surely have come as news to
John Winthrop and the Pilgrims, to
Jonathan Edwards, to the Abolition-
ists, to Lincoln, to 15 generations of
the black church, and not least to
American Catholics taught by the mag-
isterial John Courtney Murray, archi-
tect of the Vatican Council’s ‘Declara-
tion on Religious Liberty.” Throughout
our history, religious values have al-
ways been a part of the public policy
debate. Religious values, particularly
the Judeo-Christian tradition’s insist-
ence on the inherent dignity and invio-
lable worth of each individual human
life, lie at the root of what Murray
called the ‘American Proposition.”
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‘“Yes,” Henry says, ‘‘other influences
shaped the Founders of our Republic.
Enlightenment modes of political phi-
losophy play their important role, too.
But to borrow a phrase momentarily
from the Marxists, ‘it is no accident’
that Benjamin Franklin, one of the de-
istic Founders, proposed as a device on
the Great Seal of the United States a
picture of Moses lifting up his staff and
dividing the Red Sea while the Pharaoh
was overwhelmed in its waters, with
the motto ‘Rebellion to tyrants is obe-
dience to God.’

“Jefferson, often considered the most
implacable foe of ‘mixing’ religion and
politics, countered with the suggestion
that the Great Seal depict the children
of Israel in the wilderness, led by a
cloud by day and a pillar of fire by
night.”

Henry Hyde understood that we are
influenced and informed by our most
deeply held beliefs and that it is not
un-American to bring those to the de-
bate. He also suggested that what we
also understood was that we should not
establish any particular religion or de-
mand the American people bow to any
particular religion.

Henry Hyde gave us tremendous
guidance, and for those in the debate
involved today, I would suggest they
might want to look at Henry’s book,
“For Every Idle Silence,” including
that speech at Notre Dame which he
entitled, with his usual good sense and
humor, ‘“Keeping God in the Closet,
Some Thoughts on the Exorcism of Re-
ligious Values from Public Life.”

Henry Hyde was a remarkable man.
He had a great wit about him. You
could argue on the floor with him as
strongly as possible, and he would
come over across the aisle, punch you
in the arm and tell you a joke. He took
what he did seriously, but he never
took himself too seriously. He was an
inspiration to me and many others
around the world.

I remember one time I asked Henry,
do you ever get tired being involved in
the debate on the right-to-life, and he
said to me, you know, I do, but as I get
older and think of my mortality, I
think about the possibility of entering
the gates of heaven, and I think of the
faces of those children whose lives I've
saved, standing there saying to me,
Welcome, Henry, welcome.

Ultimately, I think Henry’s life can
be summed up in the last words that he
gave to the students and faculty of the
University of Notre Dame in 1984. He
said this to those students: ‘“And so I
ask again, do you change the world or
does the world change you?

“There was a ‘Just Man’ many cen-
turies ago who tried to save Sodom
from destruction. Ignoring his warning,
mocking him with silence, the inhab-
itants shielded themselves with indif-
ference. But still he persisted, and tak-
ing pity on him, a child asked, ‘Why do
you go on?’ The Just Man replied that
in the beginning, he thought he could
change man. ‘Today,’ he said, ‘I know I
cannot. If I still shout and scream, it’s
to prevent them from changing me!”’
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As Henry said to those students that
day: “‘I hope you go out and change the
world!”’

Mr. Speaker, Henry Hyde was the
just man. Henry Hyde did work. Henry
Hyde changed the world. I am thankful
for his leadership. I'm thankful for him
being a colleague. I'm thankful to be
able to call him friend, and I rise in
strong support of H. Res. 843.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
no other speakers on our side and will
close, and I will just say that it’s been
noted to me that it’s highly unusual
for us to have a House resolution hon-
oring a former Member but maybe ap-
propriate in this particular case be-
cause Henry Hyde was an unusual per-
son, and I will just go back again to my
experience with him on the committee.

I found him to be very fair, very just,
a very abiding chairman, and was con-
cerned as much about the decorum of
the committee and how we conducted
the business of our committee as well
would be done in a fair and just way.
That’s something that I will certainly
remember Henry Hyde for.

I hope as we move forward, not only
today or next year, but in Congresses
to come, that that rapport between
Members of both sides, regardless as to
where we find ourselves on issues, can
conduct ourselves in a way which
would make Chairman Hyde proud.

The last time I saw Chairman Hyde
was where I more often saw him sit-
ting, next to the portrait of Lafayette
here in the House of Representatives in
a wheelchair and remarking to him, as
always I did, Mr. Chairman, how are
you, even though he was no longer
chairman of a standing committee here
in the House. For many of us on our
side, as well as yours, he was always
the Chairman, and we say to Chairman
Hyde, God bless and Godspeed.

Mr. JACKSON of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, | was
deeply saddened to learn that Henry J. Hyde
passed away on Thursday, November 29,
2007. | know | join my colleagues both past
and present in thanking this truly remarkable
man for his contribution to this country.

Former Representative Henry Hyde served
his country honorably both in the U.S. Navy
during World War Il and later as a Member of
the U.S. House of Representatives. Rep-
resentative Hyde was first elected to the
House of Representatives in 1975, where he
later served as chairman of the House Judici-
ary Committee and the House International
Relations Committee.

During his tenure in Congress, Henry Hyde
will most be remembered for leading the im-
peachment proceedings against former Presi-
dent Bill Clinton and for his staunch opposition
to abortion rights, both issues on which he
and | strongly differed. Despite my opposition,
Henry Hyde always took principled stands on
issues and legislation and personified what it
means to be called “The Honorable.”

Henry Hyde had always been considerate to
me, generous with his time and extremely
helpful to me as a legislator. Not long after |
was sworn in as a new Member, he acted as
a mentor and we became close friends de-
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spite our political and ideological differences. |
was pleased to work with Henry on “The
Hyde-Jackson Partnership,” the effort to bring
a third airport to the Chicagoland region. On
this specific issue, | owe Congressman Hyde
a debt of gratitude for his leadership, public
service, experience and wisdom.

I will miss my good friend and trusted men-
tor and my deepest condolences go out to his
family.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
join this commemoration of the extraordinary
life of Henry Hyde, the late, able chairman of
the House International Relations Committee.
The United States House of Representatives
lost an institutional legend this year, and those
of us lucky enough to have served with Henry
Hyde lost a treasured friend. Although Henry
and | did not always agree on matters of pol-
icy, | have a deep and lasting respect for his
service to this country.

Mr. Speaker, Henry Hyde was a giant. His
integrity, intelligence and patriotism were of
towering proportions. Our friendship always
transcended partisan political considerations
and was reminiscent of an era of congres-
sional collegiality. Henry’s passionate commit-
ment to public service and to the American
people will serve as a beacon for generations.

Henry Hyde had a wide variety of legislative
feathers in his cap, but | wish today to speak
about two particularly notable accomplish-
ments. The first rightfully bears his name—the
Henry J. Hyde United States-India Peaceful
Atomic Energy Cooperation Act. This bipar-
tisan agreement was done with cooperation in
both Chambers. It represents the right way of
legislating—ample preparation, consideration
of all ideas, bipartisan cooperation, cordial re-
lations with the other body, and keen attention
to institutional prerogatives.

Also under Henry’s leadership, Congress
approved groundbreaking, bipartisan legisla-
tion to fund the global battle against the
scourge of HIV/AIDS. The U.S. Leadership
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria
Act of 2003 would not have happened without
Henry’'s strength and persistence, and it
stands as a testament to his life and work.
Henry memorably—and astutely—compared
the scourge of HIV/AIDS to the bubonic
plague in its tragic scope. We are now in the
midst of renewing the mandate of this vital
legislation, and Henry’s leading role in it will
be very much on his colleagues’ minds.

A member of the International Relations
Committee since 1982, Henry was a key fig-
ure in debates and decisions about war and
peace, international arms control, the expan-
sion of NATO, and United Nations reform. He
also served with distinction on the Judiciary
and Intelligence Committees, but | will let oth-
ers speak to his achievements there. And of
course, the continued, devoted support by his
constituents through 16 terms in Congress
speaks volumes about his work on behalf of
his district.

Mr. Speaker, Henry chaired the International
Relations Committee for 6 years, through
some of the most pivotal and riveting chal-
lenges of our times. He wielded his gavel with
fairness, intellectual honesty and no small
amount of wit. Some of us may disagree with
some of his policies, but he was a true gen-
tleman of the House, and he will be deeply
and sincerely missed.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, | join my col-
leagues today to honor a great American.
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Henry Hyde was a true gentleman and a
greatly respected Member of Congress. Many
words come to mind when | think of Mr. Hyde:
leadership, aggressiveness, determination,
dignity. Many sought counsel from him, includ-
ing me. He was a tremendous orator, with a
keen mind and a silver tongue. Members of
both parties liked and respected him, because
they knew that, regardless of party or ide-
ology, they would be treated fairly, with dignity
and respect.

Unfortunately, Henry Hyde has been criti-
cized in the press for leading the impeach-
ment proceedings against President Bill Clin-
ton, but the most important cause he led was
to protect life. His political career was com-
prehensive, but it is his work to protect and
promote the dignity of human life that has had
the greatest impact. His efforts in this body
are unmatched, and he leaves a profound leg-
acy of challenges met, obstacles overcome,
and grace in tumultuous times. He will be
deeply missed, and our prayers go out to the
entire Hyde family during this difficult time.

| join many of my colleagues in praising the
life and work of Henry Hyde. The greatest trib-
ute we can give him is to carry on his efforts
to acknowledge the worth of every single
human being, born and unborn. | encourage
members of this body and our constituents to
follow Henry’s lead and make sure that we
honor the value of life.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, with the passing
of Congressman Hyde, the country lost a true
patriot who was deeply dedicated to the Amer-
ican people. He had a distinguished career in
public service, beginning with his time in the
Navy during World War II, followed by his
service in the lllinois General Assembly, and
then in the House of Representatives. Henry’s
leadership and steadfastness to principle
quickly became apparent in the House. He al-
ways was a stalwart defender of the rights of
the unborn, and pushed the Congress to see
clearly the impact of its decisions on the de-
fenseless.

| was honored to serve with Henry while he
was Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, en-
during long markups to move the Contract
with America legislation, equipping our law en-
forcement with the tools to fight terrorism, and
combating the scourge of drugs in our society.
His amiable personality hid an individual who
did not shy from a fight, especially when it
came to upholding the Constitution, the rule of
law, and other interests of the United States.
As a fellow House Impeachment manager,
and as one of the “band of brothers,” | am
truly honored to call him my brother and | will
miss him.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 843, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
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declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5:45 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 40 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 5:45 p.m.

———
O 1749
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. JONES of Ohio) at 5
o’clock and 49 minutes p.m.

———

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 873 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 873

Resolved, That the requirement of clause
6(a) of rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to con-
sider a report from the Committee on Rules
on the same day it is presented to the House
is waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported on the legislative day of December 17,
2007, providing for consideration of any of
the following measures:

(1) The Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
2764) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and re-
lated programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes.

(2) The Senate amendments to the bill
(H.R. 6) to reduce our Nation’s dependency
on foreign oil by investing in clean, renew-
able, and alternative energy resources, pro-
moting new emerging energy technologies,
developing greater efficiency, and creating a
Strategic Energy Efficiency and Renewables
Reserve to invest in alternative energy, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
D1AZ-BALART). All time yielded during
consideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 873.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 873 waives
clause 6(a) of rule XIII, which requires
a two-thirds vote to consider a rule on
the same day it is reported from the
Rules Committee. This waiver would
apply to any rule reported on Decem-
ber 17 that provides for consideration
of the omnibus appropriations bill or
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the Senate-amended energy  bill.
Madam Speaker, the Rules Committee
has reported a separate rule for the en-
ergy bill, but the House is not expected
to take up the Senate-amended energy
bill tonight.

With passage of this rule, the House
will move one step closer to passing
the omnibus appropriations bill that
will fund the government outside of the
Department of Defense, which we have
already funded. It’s an important bill,
and although it is not everything I
wanted, I believe it deserves to be ap-
proved in its current form.

Madam Speaker, Democrats took
over the majority in the House and the
Senate with a promise of a new direc-
tion for America. The House moved an
aggressive and positive agenda forward,
including the timely consideration and
passage of the fiscal year 2008 appro-
priations Dbills. Unfortunately, the
President and the Republican leader-
ship of the House and the Senate are
still stuck in the past. Instead of work-
ing with Democrats in moving towards
a new direction, the Republican leaders
in the House and Senate did everything
they possibly could to delay and ob-
struct the process until we had no op-
tion but to bring an omnibus appro-
priations bill to the floor.

In fact, the Senate minority leader,
Senator MCCONNELL, actively blocked
consideration of these appropriations
bills. Why would the Republican lead-
ership block these bills from even
being considered in the Senate? The
answer, Madam Speaker, is that they
were playing politics. Instead of allow-
ing important funding for our roads
and bridges, funding for the sick and
the hungry, funding to protect our food
system and funding for homeland secu-
rity, the Republican leadership decided
to block these funds to try to score po-
litical points.

So when my friends on the other side
of the aisle complain that we are not
considering these bills individually, re-
member that they were the ones that
prevented us from doing just that.
That’s unfortunate but it’s reality. The
reality is that because of Senate rules,
it takes 60 votes to order pizza, let
alone to consider and vote on impor-
tant pieces of legislation.

All told, the Democratic majority
wanted to pass appropriations bills
that were fully paid for and that in-
creased spending by $22 billion over the
President’s request. The President and
his allies here in Congress said, No, no,
that’s too much. That’s too much for
education, too much for health care,
too much for medical research, too
much for veterans. The irony, of
course, is that the President continues
to ask for hundreds of billions of dol-
lars for the war in Iraq, none of it paid
for. Billions to patch the alternative
minimum tax, none of it paid for.

Some of my Republican friends, as I
read in the press, are now proclaiming
a great ‘‘victory’ because the omnibus
bill meets the President’s top-line
number. Let’s take a look at that.
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Because of the Republicans, there
will be fewer medical research grants
at NIH than Democrats would have
liked. ‘“‘Congratulations,” I guess.

Because of Republicans, there will be
fewer cops on the beat than Democrats
would have liked. ‘““‘Job well done,” I
suppose.

Because of the Republicans, there is
less funding for important education
programs that Democrats would have
liked. ‘‘Mission accomplished,” my Re-
publican friends.

The fact is that this Republican so-
called ‘‘victory” is hollow at best. And
I’ve been wracking my brain all day,
but I just can’t remember the Repub-
lican campaign commercial from last
fall that said, ‘“Vote for me and I’ll fol-
low the President off the cliff and
spend billions more in Iraq while I cut
domestic priorities.” Maybe that com-
mercial did exist and it just didn’t run
in Massachusetts.

Despite all of that and despite the
Republican obstruction, Chairman
OBEY has put together a bill that
makes important new investments in
our national priorities. More money
than the President wanted for medical
research and rural health. More money
than the President wanted for K-12
education. More money than the Presi-
dent wanted for renewable energy and
energy efficiency. More money than
the President wanted for homeland se-
curity, for local law enforcement, for
our crumbling infrastructure. And per-
haps most importantly, more money
than the President wanted and re-
quested for our veterans. All of that
changed, all of that progress because of
this new Democratic majority.

Madam Speaker, unlike last year, we
are getting our work done. We are com-
pleting our appropriations bills, not
kicking the can down the road with an-
other continuing resolution, which is
what the Republicans did last year
when they controlled both Houses of
Congress and the White House, I should
add. And the same-day rule before us
takes us one step closer to making that
happen.

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

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I would like
to thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts for the time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, ‘‘I rise in strong op-
position to this martial law rule and in
opposition to the outrageous process
that continues to plague this House.
We have before us a martial law rule
that allows the leadership to once
again ignore the rules of the House and
the procedures and the traditions of
this House. Martial law is no way to
run a democracy no matter what your
ideology, no matter what your party
affiliation.”

Madam Speaker, those are not my
words; those are the words of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. He spoke
those words on the floor on several oc-
casions last year regarding what he
eloquently called a ‘‘martial law rule.”
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So, although they are not my words,
they are quite relevant to this debate.
Since I have already used some of the
gentleman’s words, I will continue to
point out one more comment that the
gentleman made on martial law rules. I
think this one quote is particularly in-
teresting because it was given on De-
cember 7, 2006, just a month before the
Democrats took control of the House of
Representatives. It speaks about how
the Democrats proposed to run the
House, and it is in sharp contrast to
how they are actually running the
House. This is what the gentleman
said:

“There is a better way to run this
body. The truth is that the American
people expect and deserve better. That
is why the 110th Congress must be dif-
ferent. I believe we need to rediscover
openness and fairness in this House. We
must insist on full and fair debates on
the issues that come before this body.”

Now, I ask, Madam Speaker, where is
that openness and fairness my col-
league spoke about? Where is the open-
ness on the energy bill rule, where over
90 amendments were closed out, includ-
ing a Republican substitute? Where
was that openness when we considered
SCHIP reauthorization under two
closed rules, shutting out all amend-
ments? Where is that openness today
when we are asked to consider a 3,000-
page omnibus appropriations bill with
less than 24 hours to review the legisla-
tion?

J 1800

I know where it is, Madam Speaker.
They left it on the campaign trail. It
was an empty promise, and it became
evident that it was a false, hollow
promise on the opening day of their
new majority, when the Democrats
wrote into the rules of the House
closed rules for the consideration of
the first six bills that they were to
take up, in effect discharging the Rules
Committee from its duties for the first
six bills they were to bring to the floor.

So their remedy for examples of un-
fairness they had criticized in the
Rules Committee was: no Rules Com-
mittee. And that trend, started, sadly,
that day, continues to this day.

As my colleague has said, yes, and I
quote, ‘‘There is a better way to run
this body. The truth is that the Amer-
ican people expect and deserve better.
That is why the 110th Congress must be
different. I believe we need to redis-
cover openness and fairness in this
House. We must insist on full and fair
debates on the issues that come before
this body.” How right my colleague
was.

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
would just like to respond to the gen-
tleman.

He talks about process. Let’s com-
pare where we are this year compared
to where we were last year, when the
Republicans had the majority in this
Congress. What they did is they avoid-
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ed doing their work and, instead, they
passed a continuing resolution that
took us into the following year, and
they ran out of town. They left Wash-
ington before they had finished their
job for the year. That is the process
that they had.

What we are doing right now is try-
ing to bring up the omnibus bill today,
and we would have liked to have done
it differently, but unfortunately there
are Republicans in the House and there
are Republicans especially in the Sen-
ate who chose to be obstructionists
rather than to be partners in trying to
get something done. And so here we
are.

And so I would say that we’re not
leaving here until we get our job done.
And that’s very, very different from
the way they conducted business.

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

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, at this time I
yield as much time as he may consume
to the distinguished ranking member
of the Rules Committee.

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

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to this rule. And I
want to begin by complimenting my
friend from Miami for very cogently
pointing to the December 6, 2006, words
of our friend from Worcester who has,
once again, stood before us and tried to
make an argument for completely re-
buffing all of the promises that were
made in 2006 and the years before that.

Now, my friend has just referred to
the fact that we had a continuing reso-
lution a year ago right now when we
were considering this. The fact is, in
the last Congress, while it wasn’t a
model by any means, there were more
appropriations bills passed through
both Houses of Congress than has been
the case in this year, the first year of
the Democratic majority’s control of
this place.

Now, when we think back to those
promises that were outlined so well
when my friend from Miami was car-
rying forth the arguments propounded
by Mr. MCGOVERN, I think about what
we’ve gotten this year compared to last
year. In fact, this year, there have been
more bills rewritten in the Rules Com-
mittee than in any other Congress
we’ve had before. Eleven of the appro-
priations bills last year were passed,
and only one this year, the Defense ap-
propriations bill. And so as I listen to
my friend malign the record of the last
Congress, we have to remember the
fact that 11 of the bills were passed last
year.

But let me further add that in this
calendar year there have been more
bills rewritten by the Rules Committee
than ever before in any Congress.
Madam Speaker, in this Congress there
have been more closed rules preventing
any Member, Democratic or Repub-
lican, from having the opportunity to
offer an amendment than in any Con-
gress in our history.
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And one of the other things that I re-
member, as we consider this bill,
Madam Speaker, is the fact that we
were promised a 24-hour period to look
at measures. In fact, I remember the
Speaker, in ‘““A New Direction for
America,” said that we would do this.
And my friend, in his December 6, 2006,
statement, talked about a new sense of
fairness and openness. He said that
twice in his statement, Madam Speak-
er. And yet it was 12:55 this morning
when the Rules Committee received
this 3,000-page omnibus appropriations
bill. And here we are, at now 5 minutes
past 6 in the evening, having gone
through the Rules Committee and
brought it to the floor. It is, again, 180
degrees from what was promised by
this new majority.

Now, Madam Speaker, I will say that
my friend and I are the two Members of
the minority who are here on the floor,
we have consistently stood, as have all
of our colleagues, prepared to work in
a bipartisan way to deal with these
issues.

And I was really somewhat surprised
when I heard my friend mention the
issue of veterans benefits, making sure
that we have the resources needed for
our Nation’s veterans. Well, Madam
Speaker, last summer, we could have
gotten a bill to the President’s desk
with bipartisan support, Democrats
and Republicans, again, coming to-
gether, which is what we want to do,
we want to work together. And that’s
what the American people regularly
say is, yes, you’ve got different visions,
but can’t you deal with areas of agree-
ment and, in fact, pass Public Law on
that.

Well, Madam Speaker, I will tell you
that I believe the Democrats and Re-
publicans in this House, at least from
everything I've heard, want to provide
much-needed assistance to our Nation’s
veterans. Democrats and Republicans
want to provide assistance to our Na-
tion’s veterans. And, Madam Speaker,
last summer we had an opportunity to
do that. Our colleagues in the Senate,
the other body, they appointed the con-
ferees so that we could report, it was a
bipartisan agreement, to report out
and get the much-needed veterans re-
lief to the President’s desk for a signa-
ture. We could have done that last
summer. And yet, Madam Speaker, un-
fortunately, there was never, by the
Speaker of the House, an appointment
of those conferees. So we’ve gone for
half a year at a cost of, it’s been as
high as 13 or $18 million a day, if I re-
member the numbers, that it has cost
with this constant delay.

And so I was really shocked that my
friend from Worcester would raise the
issue of veterans benefits when we
could have, again, with Democrats and
Republicans alike agreeing, we could
have gotten that bill to the President’s
desk and signed last summer; 6 months
ago it could have been done.

So I've got to say again, Madam
Speaker, that we were promised this
great new sense of openness. I was en-
couraged by that. And I will admit, in
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the position that I held in the last Con-
gress as chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, I didn’t do it perfectly. I made
mistakes. I know my friend from
Miami would acknowledge the same
thing. We never held ourselves up as a
perfect model, but we were constantly
criticized. And I know that regularly
our friends on the other side of the
aisle will say, well, you did this, so
that means we should do this. No,
Madam Speaker, it wasn’t about what
we did. It was about what this new ma-
jority promised they were going to do.

Twenty-four hours to look at legisla-
tion, and yet this 3,000-page omnibus
appropriations bill was made available
at 12:55 this morning. A new sense of
openness and fairness. More closed
rules in the first session of the 110th
Congress than in any Congress in our
Nation’s history, and more bills rewrit-
ten in the Committee on Rules than
we’ve ever seen happen before.

Madam Speaker, I believe that those
of us in the minority have a responsi-
bility to hold this new majority ac-
countable to those promises that were
made, not to us, I mean, I’'m not com-
plaining about us, it’s the American
people. It’s our constituents, Demo-
crats and Republicans, who have been
denied this opportunity.

And so it is sad that we are beginning
to wind down the first session of the
110th Congress in the way that we are
when, again, we would very much like
to work in a bipartisan way. We’re
going through this measure now,
Madam Speaker, that the President
has said he would veto in its current
form. We know that the Senate is
going to end up doing the right thing,
ensuring that we have the necessary
funds to support our troops as they
seek to prosecute this war against rad-
ical extremism, and yet we deny it in
this measure.

So I, of course, will be voting against
this bill as it now is. And I guess it
gives some Members cover. They get an
opportunity to say that they’re voting
against the war in Iraq, which some
people want to do. I mean, we all want
this war to come to an end. As I just
said upstairs in the Rules Committee a
few minutes ago, the President of the
United States stood here last January,
nearly a year ago, and he said, I wish
this war were over and that we had
won. This is not an endless war. We’ve
been getting positive reports from a
wide range of sources, even some of the
harshest critics, including one particu-
larly prominent Member of this insti-
tution, who was a very harsh critic, has
acknowledged that the surge has
worked and that we are seeing signs of
improvement.

Now, I don’t know if that’s going to
bring the war to an end. No one knows.
I don’t know if it’s just a lull. It may
be. But I do know this, these are posi-
tive signs that need to be recognized.
And it would be a horrible mistake for
us to pass this omnibus appropriations
bill which would deny the needed re-
sources.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Whether you supported our going
into Iraq or not, we are where we are,
and I think Members of this body need
to recognize that. Unfortunately, this
omnibus appropriations bill fails to do
that.

And I know I've offered this quote on
numerous occasions here on the House
floor, Madam Speaker, but my con-
stituent, Ed Blecksmith, a very proud
former marine, lost his son, his son
that was in the battle of Fallujah in
November of 2004. And his father said
to me, Ed Blecksmith said to me, “If
you don’t complete our mission in Iraaq,
my son, J.P., will have died in vain.”
And that’s why I believe that it is
critically important, as unpopular as
this is, for us to make sure that we
complete our mission, which means en-
suring that the Iraqi security forces
can defend the country and that the
government can govern. It took us 13
years, from July 4, 1776 until April of
1789, nearly 13 years for us to put our
government into place.

We have challenging and difficult
days ahead in both Iraq and Afghani-
stan, but this measure would be an ab-
solutely horrible, horrible signal to
send to our troops and to those who are
so courageously, Iraqis, people of Af-
ghanistan, who are fighting on behalf
of this cause for freedom.

And so, Madam Speaker, I will say
again, it’s a process that is not what
was promised to the American people,
and it is a product which is clearly
flawed. So I urge my colleagues to vote
against this rule and against the un-
derlying resolution.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts spoke ear-
lier about the fact that my previous
comments were focused upon process;
and that is correct, they were, because
process is a fundamental aspect of a
representative democracy.

The legislation that the majority
made available early this morning, this
bill, Madam Speaker, I was in the dis-
trict today and I had the opportunity
and privilege of having various meet-
ings with constituents, and I have ar-
rived here this evening, and I must
admit, Madam Speaker, that I have not
had the time to absorb this bill.
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Now, process is important because it
is our responsibility, Madam Speaker,
to represent the American people in a
responsible way. Now, the rules of the
House call for, and it is true, and the
former chairman mentioned it, and I
admit, I have made mistakes, as well,
the rules of the House call for 3 days
for Members to be able to review bills.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I yield to the gentleman from
California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding. I simply would like to con-
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gratulate my friend from Miami for
having the ability to, as he has just
shown, on three occasions lift up all
3,000 pages of this bill which we are ex-
pected to vote on which obviously vir-
tually no one has reviewed.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I may have been able to lift it
up, but I have not had the opportunity
to absorb the legislation, as I think as
important a bit of legislation needs to
be reviewed.

Now, as I was saying, Madam Speak-
er, that rule, the requirement of 3 days
for Members of this House to review
legislation, is often waived by the
Rules Committee. That is why the new
majority made a promise during the
campaign to at least provide 24 hours
so that Members could review, study,
attempt to absorb legislation at least
with 24 hours. So that is why it is most
sad, most unfortunate that the new
majority is not living up to its own
promises. Because I think there is a le-
gitimate, it is a legitimate point of
concern when the 3-day rule is waived.
And that is why the promise was made.

So I think it is most unfortunate
that the promise of the new majority
to at least allow the House 24 hours to
review legislation, especially as impor-
tant a piece of legislation as this omni-
bus appropriations legislation is, that
promise is not kept.

Madam Speaker, I will be asking for
a ‘‘no”’ vote on the previous question so
that we can amend this rule and allow
the House to consider a change to the
rules of the House to restore account-
ability and enforceability to the ear-
mark rule while closing loopholes that
we have found over the last few
months, that under the current rule, so
long as the chairman of a committee of
jurisdiction includes either a list of
earmarks contained in the bill or re-
port or a statement that there are no
earmarks, no point of order lies against
the bill. This is the same as the rule in
the last Congress. However, under the
rule as is it functioned under the Re-
publican majority in the 109th Con-
gress, even if the point of order was not
available on the bill, it was always
available on the rule as a question of
consideration. But because the Demo-
cratic Rules Committee specifically ex-
empts earmarks from the waiver of all
points of order, they deprive Members
of the ability to raise the question of
earmarks on the rule or on the bill.

The earmark rule is also not applica-
ble when the majority uses a procedure
to accept amendments between Houses,
such as they plan to do with this omni-
bus appropriations bill. Because the
omnibus appropriations bill is not a
conference report, it will fall squarely
within one of the loopholes to the ear-
mark rule, and the rules of the House
will not require any disclosure of ear-
marks that are contained in this legis-
lation.

I would like to direct all Members to
a letter that House Parliamentarian
John Sullivan recently sent to Rules
Chairwoman SLAUGHTER which con-
firms what we have been saying since
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January that the Democratic earmark
rule contains loopholes. In his letter to
Chairwoman SLAUGHTER, the Parlia-
mentarian states that the Democratic
earmark rule ‘‘does not comprehen-
sively apply to all legislative propo-
sitions at all stages of the legislative
process.”’

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE PARLIAMENTARIAN,
Washington, DC, October 2, 2007.
Hon. LOUISE MCINTOSH SLAUGHTER,
Committee on Rules, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN SLAUGHTER: Thank you
for your letter of October 2, 2007, asking for
an elucidation of our advice on how best to
word a special rule. As you also know, we
have advised the committee that language
waiving all points of order ‘‘except those
arising under clause 9 of rule XXI” should
not be adopted as boilerplate for all special
rules, notwithstanding that the committee
may be resolved not to recommend that the
House waive the earmark-disclosure require-
ments of clause 9.

In rule XXI, clause 9(a) establishes a point
of order against undisclosed earmarks in cer-
tain measures and clause 9(b) establishes a
point of order against a special rule that
waives the application of clause 9(a). As illu-
minated in the rulings of September 25 and
27, 2007, clause 9(a) of rule XXI does not com-
prehensively apply to all legislative propo-
sitions at all stages of the legislative proc-
ess.

Clause 9(a) addresses the disclosure of ear-
marks in a bill or joint resolution, in a con-
ference report on a bill or joint resolution, or
in a so-called ‘‘manager’s amendment’’ to a
bill or joint resolution. Other forms of
amendment—whether they be floor amend-
ments during initial House consideration or
later amendments between the Houses—are
not covered. (One might surmise that those
who developed the rule felt that proposals to
amend are naturally subject to immediate
peer review, though they harbored reserva-
tions about the so-called ‘‘manager’s amend-
ment,”’ i.e., one offered at the outset of con-
sideration for amendment by a member of a
committee of initial referral under the terms
of a special rule.)

The question of order on September 25 in-
volved a special rule providing for a motion
to dispose of an amendment between the
Houses. As such, clause 9(a) was inapposite.
It had no application to the motion in the
first instance. Accordingly, Speaker pro
tempore Holden held that the special rule
had no tendency to waive any application of
clause 9(a). The question of order on Sep-
tember 27 involved a special rule providing
(in pertinent part) that an amendment be
considered as adopted. Speaker pro tempore
Blumenauer employed the same rationale to
hold that, because clause 9(a) had no applica-
tion to the amendment in the first instance,
the special rule had no tendency to waive
any application of clause 9(a).

The same would be true in the more com-
mon case of a committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text for the purpose of further amend-
ment. Clause 9(a) of rule XXI is inapposite to
such an amendment.

In none of these scenarios would a ruling
by a presiding officer hold that earmarks are
or are not included in a particular measure
or proposition. Under clause 9(b) of rule XXI,
the threshold question for the Chair—the
cognizability of a point of order—turns on
whether the earmark-disclosure require-
ments of clause 9(a) of rule XXI apply to the
object of the special rule in the first place.
Embedded in the question whether a special
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rule waives the application of clause 9(a) is
the question whether clause 9(a) has any ap-
plication.

In these cases to which clause 9 of rule XXI
has no application in the first instance, stat-
ing a waiver of all points of order except
those arising under that rule—when none
can so arise—would be, at best, gratuitous.
Its negative implication would be that such
a point of order might lie. That would be as
confusing as a waiver of all points of order
against provisions of an authorization bill
except those that can only arise in the case
of a general appropriation bill (e.g., clause 2
of rule XXI). Both in this area and as a gen-
eral principle, we try hard not to use lan-
guage that yields a misleading implication.

I appreciate your consideration and trust
that this response is to be shared among all
members of the committee. Our office will
share it with all inquiring parties.

Sincerely,
JOHN V. SULLIVAN.

This amendment will restore the ac-
countability and enforceability of the
earmark rule. And so, accordingly, I
urge my colleagues to close this loop-
hole in the earmark rule by opposing
the previous question.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of the
amendment and extraneous materials
immediately prior to the vote on the
previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
the gentleman from Florida has a flair
for the dramatic and held up the omni-
bus appropriations bill that is before us
and says he doesn’t know what is in it.
Let me just highlight a few of the
things that are in it that I think people
need to know. In that bill there is more
money than the President and the Re-
publicans wanted for medical research
and for rural health care. And I am
grateful for that. And the American
people are grateful for that.

In that bill, there is more money
than the President and the Republicans
wanted for K-12 education. All
throughout this country, we hear from
teachers, principals and superintend-
ents about how No Child Left Behind is
not funded. We hear about the need for
more funding for special education.
There is more money in this bill for K-
12 education than the Republicans and
the President of the United States
wanted, and I am grateful for that.

There is more money than the Presi-
dent and Republicans wanted for re-
newable energy and energy efficiency.
We need to get serious about dealing
with global warming. We need to get
serious about energy independence, but
to do so requires that we fund it. For
years, we have heard the Republicans
talk the talk but not walk the walk.
There is more money in this bill than
the Republicans and the President
wanted.

There is more money in this bill than
the Republicans and the President
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wanted for homeland security, for local
law enforcement. I mean, if the Repub-
licans had their way, they would be
cutting the COPS programs. The fact
of the matter is, homeland security
also means homeland security, and it
means making sure that our cities and
our towns have the law enforcement
necessary to protect the people who
live there.

There is more money in this bill than
the President wanted and the Repub-
licans wanted for our crumbling infra-
structure. Our roads and our bridges
are falling apart all across the country.
I come from Massachusetts. We have
bridges that are older than some of the
other States in this country. Our aging
infrastructure is in deep need of repair,
and it requires funding to repair that
infrastructure. There is more money
than the Republicans and the President
wanted for our infrastructure.

There is more money than the Presi-
dent wanted for our veterans. In fact,
there is the largest increase in vet-
erans health benefits in the history of
the Veterans Administration in this
bill. My friends say, Whoa, that’s a bi-
partisan issue, the Republicans wanted
it too. Where have you been for 12
years when you were in the majority?
It has taken a Democratic majority to
pass a bill that provides the largest
single-year increase in veterans health
benefits in the 77-year history of the
VA.

There is more money here to help
deal with the fact that so many of our
people in our country are food inse-
cure, are hungry. Higher food costs
mean we need to help those who need
help. There is more money for the sup-
plemental nutrition program for
women, infants and children, the WIC
program. More money than the Repub-
licans and the President wanted. There
is more money for the commodities
supplemental food program which is
important to improving nutrition,
more money than the President and
the Republicans wanted.

Madam Speaker, let me also say, let
me remind people why we are where we
are at. This House did all of what was
required of it to do. We passed all of
our appropriations bills.

The problem is that we had to fight
tooth and nail to pass them in the
House here because of Republican ob-
structionism in the House. But Repub-
lican obstructionism in the Senate
reached a new level where they actu-
ally blocked not only bringing appro-
priations bills to the floor, but actually
moving to conference on a number of
occasions. So here we are not content
to do what the Republicans did last
year, which is to do nothing, to kick
the ball down the court, dump all their
problems on another Congress and go
home. We are going to finish this
year’s business. And we are going to do
so in a way that maybe is not every-
thing that I would have liked to have
seen done, but nonetheless represents a
dramatic departure from the priorities
of the previous Congress.
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Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote
on the previous question and on the
rule.

The material referred to previously
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida
is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 873

OFFERED BY MR. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF

FLORIDA

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

SEC. 2. That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution the House shall, with-
out intervention of any point of order, con-
sider the resolution (H. Res. 479) to amend
the Rules of the House of Representatives to
provide for enforcement of clause 9 of rule
XXI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives. The resolution shall be considered as
read. The previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the resolution and any
amendment thereto to final adoption with-
out intervening motion or demand for divi-
sion of the question except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Rules; (2) the amendment
printed in section 3, if offered by Representa-
tive Boehner of Ohio or his designee, which
shall be in order without intervention of any
point of order or demand for division of the
question, shall be considered as read and
shall be separately debatable for forty min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent; and (3) one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

SEC. 3. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 2 is as follows:

Strike all after ‘“That’ and insert the fol-
lowing:

(1) Clause 9(a) of rule XXI is amended by
striking ‘“‘or” at the end of subparagraph (3),
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (4) and inserting ‘‘; or”’, and adding the
following at the end:

‘“(6) a Senate bill held at the desk, an
amendment between the Houses, or an
amendment considered as adopted pursuant
to an order of the House, unless the Majority
Leader or his designee has caused a list of
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, and limited tariff benefits in the bill
and amendments (and the name of any Mem-
ber, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner who
submitted the request for each respective
item in such list) or a statement that the
proposition contains no congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits to be printed in the Congressional
Record prior to its consideration.”.

(2) Clause 9(c) of rule XXI is amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(c) As disposition of a point of order
under paragraph (a), the Chair shall put the
question of consideration with respect to the
proposition. The question of consideration
shall be debatable for 10 minutes by the
Member initiation the point of order and for
10 minutes by an opponent, but shall other-
wise be decided without intervening motion
except one that the House adjourn.”.

(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
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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. MCGOVERN. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

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. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-
mand 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.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a)
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO

CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
RESOLUTIONS
Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 110-495) on the
resolution (H. Res. 876) waiving a re-
quirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII
with respect to consideration of certain
resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENT TO HOUSE
AMENDMENT TO SENATE
AMENDMENT TO H.R. 6, ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE AND SECURITY
ACT OF 2007

Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 110-496) on the
resolution (H. Res. 877) providing for
consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the House amendment to the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 6)
to move the United States toward
greater energy independence and secu-
rity, to increase the production of
clean renewable fuels, to protect con-
sumers, to increase the efficiency of
products, buildings, and vehicles, to
promote research on and deploy green-
house gas capture and storage options,
and to improve the energy performance
of the Federal Government, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
2764, THE DEPARTMENT OF
STATE, FOREIGN OPERATIONS
AND RELATED PROGRAMS AP-

PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 (CON-
SOLIDATED APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2008)

Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 110-497) on the
resolution (H. Res. 878) providing for
consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 2764) making ap-
propriations for the Department of
State, foreign operations, and related
programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:
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Suspending the rules and agreeing to
H. Res. 856; suspending the rules and
agreeing to H. Res. 851; ordering the
previous question on H. Res. 873; and
adopting H. Res. 873, if ordered.

Remaining postponed questions will
be taken later.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

EXPRESSING HEARTFELT SYM-
PATHY FOR THE VICTIMS AND
FAMILIES OF THE SHOOTINGS IN
OMAHA, NEBRASKA, ON WEDNES-
DAY, DECEMBER 5, 2007

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. 856, 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 gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 856.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 387, nays 0,
not voting 45, as follows:

[Roll No. 1163]

YEAS—387

Abercrombie Burton (IN) Donnelly
Ackerman Butterfield Doolittle
Aderholt Buyer Doyle
Akin Calvert Drake
Alexander Camp (MI) Dreier
Allen Campbell (CA) Duncan
Altmire Cannon Edwards
Andrews Cantor Ellison
Arcuri Capito Ellsworth
Baca Capps Emanuel
Bachmann Capuano Emerson
Bachus Cardoza Engel
Baird Carnahan Eshoo
Baker Carney Etheridge
Baldwin Castle Everett
Barrett (SC) Castor Fallin
Barrow Chabot Farr
Bartlett (MD) Chandler Fattah
Barton (TX) Clarke Feeney
Bean Clay Ferguson
Becerra Cleaver Filner
Berkley Clyburn Flake
Berman Cohen Forbes
Berry Cole (OK) Fortenberry
Biggert Conaway Fossella
Bilbray Conyers Foxx
Bilirakis Cooper Frank (MA)
Bishop (GA) Costa Franks (AZ)
Bishop (NY) Costello Frelinghuysen
Bishop (UT) Courtney Garrett (NJ)
Blackburn Cramer Gerlach
Blunt Crenshaw Giffords
Boehner Crowley Gillibrand
Bonner Cuellar Gingrey
Bono Culberson Gohmert
Boozman Cummings Gonzalez
Boren Davis (AL) Goode
Boswell Davis (CA) Goodlatte
Boucher Davis (IL) Gordon
Boustany Davis (KY) Graves
Boyd (FL) Davis, David Green, Al
Boyda (KS) Davis, Lincoln Green, Gene
Brady (PA) Deal (GA) Grijalva
Brady (TX) DeFazio Hall (NY)
Braley (IA) DeGette Hare
Broun (GA) Delahunt Harman
Brown (SC) DeLauro Hastings (WA)
Brown, Corrine Dent Hayes
Brown-Waite, Diaz-Balart, L. Heller

Ginny Diaz-Balart, M. Hensarling
Buchanan Dicks Herger
Burgess Doggett Herseth Sandlin

Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
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
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh

Blumenauer
Carter

Coble

Cubin

Davis, Tom
Dingell
Ehlers
English (PA)
Gallegly
Gilchrest
Granger
Gutierrez
Hall (TX)
Hastings (FL)
Hobson

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

Hooley
Hunter
Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Kanjorski
Lipinski
Loebsack
Marchant
McHenry
Miller, Gary
Myrick

Ortiz

Pastor
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Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Westmoreland
Whitfield (KY)
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—45

Paul

Pryce (OH)
Reyes
Rohrabacher
Rush
Sessions
Shays
Shuler
Slaughter
Thompson (CA)
Wamp
Weiner
Weller
Wexler
Woolsey
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

O 1852

Mr. KINGSTON changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

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:

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 1163, | was unable to vote. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 1163, my airplane flight was delayed, so
| missed this vote. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea.”

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, on December
17, 2007, my flight to Washington from New
York was delayed and | inadvertently missed
1 recorded vote. | take my voting responsibility
very seriously. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea” on recorded vote No. 1163.

———

HONORING LOCAL AND STATE
FIRST RESPONDERS, AND THE
CITIZENS OF THE PACIFIC
NORTHWEST IN FACING THE SE-
VERE WINTER STORM OF DE-
CEMBER 2 AND 3, 2007

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. 851, 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 gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 851.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 390, nays 0,
not voting 42, as follows:

[Roll No. 1164]

YEAS—390
Abercrombie Bilbray Buchanan
Ackerman Bilirakis Burgess
Aderholt Bishop (GA) Burton (IN)
Akin Bishop (NY) Butterfield
Alexander Bishop (UT) Buyer
Allen Blackburn Calvert
Altmire Blunt Camp (MI)
Andrews Boehner Campbell (CA)
Arcuri Bonner Cannon
Baca Bono Cantor
Bachmann Boozman Capito
Bachus Boren Capps
Baird Boswell Capuano
Baker Boucher Cardoza
Baldwin Boustany Carnahan
Barrett (SC) Boyd (FL) Carney
Barrow Boyda (KS) Castle
Bartlett (MD) Brady (PA) Castor
Barton (TX) Brady (TX) Chabot
Bean Braley (IA) Chandler
Becerra Broun (GA) Clarke
Berkley Brown (SC) Clay
Berman Brown, Corrine Cleaver
Berry Brown-Waite, Clyburn
Biggert Ginny Cohen
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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
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Doggett
Donnelly
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee

Israel

Issa
Jackson (IL)

Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
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
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
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Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, 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)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez

Visclosky Watt Wittman (VA)
Walberg Waxman Wolf
Walden (OR) Welch (VT) Wu
Walsh (NY) Weldon (FL) Wynn
Walz (MN) Westmoreland Yarmuth
Wasserman Wicker Young (AK)

Schultz W}lson (NM) Young (FL)
Waters Wilson (OH)
Watson Wilson (SC)

NOT VOTING—42

Blumenauer Hobson Ortiz
Carter Hooley Pastor
Coble Hunter Paul
Cubin Jindal Pryce (OH)
Davis (VA) Johnson (IL) Reyes
Dingell Johnson, E. B. Rohrabacher
Edwards Johnson, Sam Rush
Flake Kanjorski Thompson (CA)
Gallegly Lipinski Wamp
Gilchrest Loebsack Weiner
Granger Marchant Weller
Gutierrez McHenry Wexler
Hall (TX) Miller, Gary Whitfield (KY)
Hastings (FL) Myrick Woolsey

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

[ 1900

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.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 1163 and 1164, |
was unable to vote. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. JOHNSON of lllinois. Madam Speaker,
on rollcall Nos. 1163 and 1164, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

———

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY
OF THE HONORABLE JULIA CAR-
SON, MEMBER OF CONGRESS

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I yield to
my colleague from Indiana (Mr. VIS-
CLOSKY).

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate my
good friend and the dean of the Indiana
delegation for the recognition, and I
have the sad duty, along with Mr. BUR-
TON, in representing every member of
the Indiana delegation, to inform the
House of the passing of our good friend
and colleague, Julia Carson from Indi-
anapolis.

I would simply point out, under the
auspices of Mr. BURTON and the Con-
gressional Black Caucus and myself, to
truly honor JULIA’s life and her good
work, we will have a Special Order for
1 hour tomorrow. I note this happens to
be the darkest time of year as far as
the winter solstice upon us, but it
causes one to think about the light
that JULIA CARSON has cast throughout
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her life. Whether it was the twinkle of
her eye, that I think we are all very fa-
miliar with, or the fire that burned
brightly in JULIA, compelling her every
hour of every day to help those most in
need, and the light of her shining ex-
ample which should lead all of us to
lead better lives and to do our best, her
constituents, her State, this House,
and this country have suffered a very
great loss of a very good friend who has
enlightened all of us and who has en-
riched ours and everyone’s life she has
touched. And again I very deeply ap-
preciate the courtesy of Mr. BURTON for
asking for this period of time.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Let me just
say that JULIA CARSON was a friend of
mine. I have known JULIA for a long,
long time. She worked for our former
colleague Andy Jacobs when he was in
the House, and she did a tremendous
job for him.

She started out politically in Indiana
as a State representative and became a
State senator. And when Andy retired,
she ran for and was elected to the Con-
gress of the United States.

She was also a trustee. One of the
things she did as a trustee was she re-
duced the cost to the trustee’s office
and reduced the number of people who
had to be served on the welfare rolls. I
think that is very honorable that she
did that. She worked so hard. As a Re-
publican, I have to take my hat off to
JULIA for reducing the cost of that
township trustee’s office. She did a fan-
tastic job.

She worked here in the Congress for
a long, long time. Her health started
failing, as you all know, in the last
couple of years, but she continued to
try to serve her constituents as best
she could. JULIA was loved, literally
loved by all of the people she served in
Indianapolis. She worked so hard and
so long, and I know everybody in the
Indiana delegation and in Indiana will
miss her. And I know her good friend,
Andy Jacobs, grieves for her as well as
we do tonight.

I would just like to say that JULIA,
we miss you and we wish you Godspeed.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. If we could ask for
a moment of silence in the House,
please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I ask ev-
eryone to please rise.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

———

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House
Resolution 873, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.
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The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on ordering the previous

question.
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This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays

183, not voting 34, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez

Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)

[Roll No. 1165]
YEAS—215

Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
MecIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha

NAYS—183

Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono

Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Welch (VT)
Wilson (OH)
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth

Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess

The

Burton (IN)
Buyer

Calvert

Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor

Capito

Carter

Castle

Chabot

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra

Blumenauer
Coble

Cubin
Dayvis, Tom
Dingell
Gallegly
Gilchrest
Gutierrez
Hall (TX)
Hastings (FL)
Hobson
Hooley

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are less than 2 min-

Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Keller

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Latham
LaTourette
Latta

Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel

Mack
Manzullo
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Neugebauer
Nunes
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe

Porter
Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sali

Saxton
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Weldon (FL)
Westmoreland
Whitfield (KY)
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—34

Hunter
Jindal
Johnson, E. B.
Kanjorski
Loebsack
Marchant
McHenry
Miller, Gary
Myrick
Ortiz
Pastor

Paul

Pryce (OH)
Reyes
Rohrabacher
Rush
Thompson (CA)
Wamp

Weiner

Weller

Wexler
Woolsey

utes remaining on this vote.

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

0 1913

as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr.

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART
Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-

mand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 212, nays

185, not voting 35, as follows:

The

of

This

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)

[Roll No. 1166]
YEAS—212

Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha

NAYS—185

Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
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Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Welch (VT)
Wilson (OH)
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth

Davis, David
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
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Frelinghuysen Mack Roskam
Garrett (NJ) Manzullo Royce
Gerlach McCarthy (CA) Ryan (WI)
Gingrey McCaul (TX) Sali
Gohmert McCotter Saxton
Goode McCrery Schmidt
Goodlatte McHugh Sensenbrenner
Granger McKeon Sessions
Graves McMorris Shadegg
Hastings (WA) _Rodgers Shays
Hayes Mica Shimkus
Hensarling Miller (FL) Shuler
Herger M?ller (MI) Shuster
Hoekstra Mitchell Simpson
Hulshof Moran (KS) Smith (NE)
Inglis (SC) Murphy, Tim Smith (NJ)
Issa Musgrave X
Johnson (IL) Neugebauer Sggglgr(TX)
Johnson, Sam Nunes Stearns
Jones (NC) Pearce Sullivan
Jordan Pence
Keller Peterson (PA) Tancredo
King (IA) Petri Terry
King (NY) Pickering Thornberry
Kingston Pitts T}ahr.t
Kirk Platts Tiberi
Kline (MN) Poe Turner
Knollenberg Porter Upton
Kuhl (NY) Price (GA) Walberg
LaHood Putnam Walden (OR)
Lamborn Radanovich Walsh (NY)
Latham Ramstad Weldon (FL)
LaTourette Regula Westmoreland
Latta Rehberg Whitfield (KY)
Lewis (CA) Reichert Wicker
Lewis (KY) Renzi Wilson (NM)
Linder Reynolds Wilson (SC)
LoBiondo Rogers (AL) Wittman (VA)
Lucas Rogers (KY) Wolf
Lungren, Daniel Rogers (MI) Young (AK)

E. Ros-Lehtinen Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—35
Blumenauer Hooley Paul
Coble Hunter Pryce (OH)
Cubin Jindal Rangel
Davis, Tom Johnson, E. B. Reyes
Dingell Kanjorski Rohrabacher
G?,llegly Loebsack Thompson (CA)
Gilchrest Marchant Wamp
Gutierrez McHenry A,
Hall (TX) Miller, Gary ‘\y]emm
A N eller

Hastings (FL) Myrick Wexler
Heller Ortiz
Hobson Pastor Woolsey

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining on this vote.

0 1920

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EXPRESSING SORROW OF THE
HOUSE AT THE DEATH OF THE
HONORABLE JULIA CARSON,
MEMBER OF CONGRESS FROM
THE STATE OF INDIANA

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution
(H. Res. 880) and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 880

Resolved, That the House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of the Honor-
able Julia Carson, a Representative from the
State of Indiana.

Resolved, That a committee of such Mem-
bers of the House as the Speaker may des-
ignate, together with such Members of the
Senate as may be joined, be appointed to at-
tend the funeral.

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the
House be authorized and directed to take
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such steps as may be necessary for carrying
out the provisions of these resolutions and
that the necessary expenses in connection
therewith be paid out of applicable accounts
of the House.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate
these resolutions the Senate and transmit a
copy thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That when the House adjourns
today, it adjourn as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
2764, THE DEPARTMENT OF
STATE, FOREIGN OPERATIONS
AND RELATED PROGRAMS AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 (CON-
SOLIDATED APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2008)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 878 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 878

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2764) making
appropriations for the Department of State,
foreign operations, and related programs for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and
for other purposes, with the Senate amend-
ment thereto, and to consider in the House,
without intervention of any point of order
except those arising under clause 10 of rule
XXI, a motion offered by the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations or his designee
that the House concur in the Senate amend-
ment with each of the two House amend-
ments printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. The Senate amendment and the motion
shall be considered as read. The motion shall
be debatable for one hour equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Appro-
priations. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the motion to its
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except that
the question of adoption of the motion shall
be divided between the two House amend-
ments.

SEC. 2. During consideration of the motion
to concur pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the motion to such time as
may be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BECERRA). The gentlewoman from New
York is recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
DIAZ-BALART). And all time yielded
during consideration of the rule is for
debate only.

I yield myself such time as I may
consume, and ask unanimous consent
that all Members be given 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on House Resolution 878.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?
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There was no objection.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker,
House Resolution 878 provides 1 hour of
debate on the motion by the chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations to
concur in the Senate amendment to
H.R. 2764, the Department of State,
Foreign Operations and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act with each of
the two House amendments printed in
the report accompanying the resolu-
tion.

The rule waives all points of order
against consideration of the motion ex-
cept those arising out of clause 10 of
rule XXI, and provides that the Senate
amendment and the motion shall be
considered as read.

The rule directs the Chair to divide
the question of adoption of the motion
between the two House amendments;
and, finally, it provides that the Chair
may postpone further consideration of
the motion to a time designated by the
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, it is our constitutional
obligation to ensure that our govern-
ment is running efficiently, from our
children who need quality education to
our veterans who need the benefits
promised to them when they put their
lives on the line for their country, and
to our senior citizens who need access
to health care and affordable prescrip-
tion drugs.

And I am proud to say that we, here
in the House of Representatives, have
fulfilled our fiscal responsibility to the
American people by passing all 12 of
our appropriations bills on time. We’ve
also used our time this year to pass all
of the 9/11 Commission recommenda-
tions, to increase the minimum wage,
to promote a 21st century jobs and
global economic initiative, add much
needed funds to the gulf coast fol-
lowing hurricanes Katrina and Rita,
and to undertake the largest expansion
of college aid since the GI Bill in 1944.

We also passed the widely acclaimed
landmark lobbying and ethics reforms
standards, enacted PAYGO, resulting
in no new deficit spending, and passed
an unprecedented energy bill that will
help our Nation to be more energy effi-
cient, while addressing global warming.

We will not soon forget that, of the 12
appropriations bills that we were sup-
posed to have passed in 2006 when Re-
publicans controlled the Chamber, only
two were completed. The others were
abandoned, requiring the incoming
Democrat majority to meet the respon-
sibilities abdicated by an outgoing
party that now claims a mantle of fis-
cal responsibility. Simply put, we were
forced to clean up their mess.

And according to the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, President Bush
and the Republican Congress increased
Federal spending by nearly 50 percent,
turned record surpluses into record
deficits, and increased our national
debt by more than $3 trillion. And let’s
not forget that President Bush and the
Republican-controlled Congress dou-
bled our foreign debt to more than $2
trillion, more in 7 years, Mr. Speaker,
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more in just 7 years than in the pre-
vious 224 years of our Nation combined.
Listen to that, America. They did more
in 7 years to run up the debt than the
previous 224 years of our Nation com-
bined.

Now, all this among budget failures
that vastly increased our mnational
debt, while leaving the agencies, States
and localities in limbo for months con-
cerning their future funding. Let me
add to that our children’s health pro-
gram.

It is simply astounding to me that
the President would request an 11 per-
cent increase for the Pentagon, a 12
percent increase for foreign aid, and
$195 billion emergency funding for this
terrible war, while in the same breath
claiming that any increase in domestic
programs needed for the citizens is fis-
cally irresponsible.

We all remember the promises of the
Bush administration claiming that, at
the most, the Iraqg war would cost $50
billion. A recent report issued on No-
vember 13 states that the total eco-
nomic cost of the Iraq war through 2008
exceeds $1.3 trillion, with a projected
cost of $3.5 trillion; a long way from $50
billion.

I believe the New York Times Edi-
torial Board said it succinctly in their
editorial published last week when
they wrote, and I quote, ‘“We know
what’s behind President Bush’s sudden
enthusiasm for fiscal discipline after
years of running up deficits and debt:
Political posturing, just in time for the
2008 election.”’

But one should not forget the damage
that his administration inflicted by
shortchanging domestic programs in
favor of tax cuts for the wealthy and
his never-ending Iraq war.

I will submit this editorial for the
Congressional RECORD.

[From the New York Times, Dec. 11, 2007]

DISABLED, AND WAITING FOR JUSTICE

We know what is behind President Bush’s
sudden enthusiasm for fiscal discipline after
years of running up deficits and debt: polit-
ical posturing, just in time for the 2008 elec-
tion. But one should not forget the damage
that his administration has also inflicted by
shortchanging important domestic programs
in favor of tax cuts for the wealthy and his
never-ending Iraq war.

A case in point is the worsening bureau-
cratic delays at the chronically underfunded
Social Security Administration that have
kept hundreds of thousands of disabled
Americans from timely receipt of their So-
cial Security disability benefits.

As laid out by Erik Eckholm in the Times
on Monday, the backlog of applicants who
are awaiting a decision after appealing an
initial rejection has soared to 755,000 from
311,000 in 2000. The average wait for an ap-
peals hearing now exceeds 500 days, twice as
long as applicants had to wait in 2000.

Typically two-thirds of those who appeal
eventually win their cases. But during the
long wait, their conditions may worsen and
their lives often fall apart. More and more
people have lost their homes, declared bank-
ruptcy or even died while awaiting an ap-
peals hearing.

In one poignant case described by Mr.
Eckholm, a North Carolina woman who is
tethered to an oxygen tank 24 hours a day
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has been waiting three years for a decision.
She finally got a hearing last month and is
awaiting a final verdict, but, meanwhile, she
has lost her apartment and alternates sleep-
ing at her daughter’s crowded house and a
friend’s place.

The cause of the Dbottlenecks is well
known. There are simply too few administra-
tive law judges—1,025 at present—to keep up
with the workload. The Social Security Ad-
ministration is adopting automated tools
and more efficient administrative practices,
but virtually everyone agrees that no real
dent will be made in the backlog until the
agency can hire more judges and support
staff.

The blame for this debacle lies mostly with
the Republicans. For most of this decade, the
administration has held the agency’s budget
requests down and Republican-dominated
Congresses have appropriated less than the
administration requested. Now the Demo-
cratic-led Congress wants to increase fund-
ing to the Social Security Administration,
and the White House is resisting.

Last month, Congress passed a $151 billion
health, education and labor spending bill
that would have given the Social Security
Administration $275 million more than the
president requested, enough to hire a lot
more judges and provide other vital services.
But Mr. Bush vetoed that bill as profligate.

Democrats in Congress are working on a
compromise to meet Mr. Bush halfway on
the whole range of domestic spending bills.
The White House is not interested in com-
promise.

If the president remains intransigent, fed-
eral agencies may have to limp along under
continuing resolutions that maintain last
year’s spending levels. That would likely,
among many other domestic problems, crimp
any new hiring at the Social Security Ad-
ministration and might require furloughs,
leading to even longer waits. Mr. Bush
should back down from his veto threat and
accept a reasonable compromise. Both sides
should ensure that real efforts are made to
reduce these intolerable backlogs.

Mr. Speaker, this week’s actions by
the President is just one thread in the
appalling tapestry that this adminis-
tration has in its misplaced policies.

Democrats believe that running this
House right is a matter of pride. We be-
lieve it’s a matter of having funda-
mental respect for both the institution
in which we serve and for the citizens
who have given us the privilege to
serve here.
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In the spirit of working together, we
Democrats in Congress collectively ex-
tended our hand to those on the other
side of the aisle, including the Presi-
dent, to reconcile our differences and
pass this important spending bill.

In return, we received nothing but
the same obstructionism that has
plagued our body and our counterpart
on the other side of the Capitol.

And today, those same Members who
once enjoyed the splendors of having a
majority in the House, the Senate and
a Republican President, now chastise
the Democratic Congress for trying to
solve their own fiscal blunders. But
their cries ring hollow, Mr. Speaker.

Democrats have crafted this omnibus
appropriations bill that invests in the
American people’s priorities, that pro-
tects our troops and invests in the
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homefront, and restores funding to the
President’s devastating cuts to medical
research, to college assistance, to job
training, and education and health
care.

And when my fellow Members of Con-
gress and I cast our votes on this floor
this evening, we seek to reconcile our
ideals with what is possible to achieve.
We seek to do both what is right in
principle and necessary at any par-
ticular point in time and pray that the
two are one in the same.

In this bill, we fund programs for
medical research, and we provide
280,000 more underinsured Americans
with access to health care. We added
extra funds for title I, special edu-
cation, teacher quality grants, after-
school programs, and Head Start, while
also adding more for Pell Grants and
other student aid programs.

We added extra funds above the
President’s request to help local com-
munities hire and train more local law
enforcement, while also adding more in
homeland security grants to better se-
cure our Nation. We also have met the
guaranteed levels set in the authoriza-
tion bill while adding funds for our
bridges, which sorely need it.

We invest in solar and wind energy,
biofuels, and energy efficiency, while
also promoting scientific investments
and conservation efforts.

And I would like to stress that this
bill provides $3.7 billion in additional
funding for our veterans health.

Mr. Speaker, we all agree that it is
unfortunate we are forced to pass an
omnibus to get our work done at the
end of the year. This is especially dis-
heartening because we Democrats in
the House of Representatives have been
absolute in our pledge to fund impor-
tant programs and help the American
people. And this omnibus comes only
as a remedy to the obstructionism in
the other body.

The President should accept this rea-
sonable compromise and sign it into
law. It is a crucial bill that will keep
us on our course of fulfilling our prom-
ises to the American people, and I be-
lieve it is a clear demonstration of the
Democrats’ devotion to being fiscally
responsible with the money given to us
by our fellow citizens.

As I shared a quote from an editorial
from the New York Times earlier, I
would like to close with another quote
published on November 26. It states:
“It is clear that Mr. Bush’s threat to
veto Congress’ proposed spending bills
has nothing to do with fiscal discipline.
It’s all about appealing to his base and
distracting attention from his failings,
like Iraq. Mr. Bush will no doubt per-
sist in that mode as long as his Repub-
lican allies allow him to.”” I could not
agree more.

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

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I'd like to thank
my friend, the distinguished chair-
woman of the Rules Committee, for the
time; and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
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This morning I woke up to the news
that the majority had posted on the
Rules Committee Web site the omnibus
appropriations bill that we are consid-
ering tonight. The majority posted this
bill, approximately 3,500-page bill,
after many Members had retired for
the night. So that effectively made it
impossible for many of us to even begin
to see what was in this legislation ob-
viously until many hours after that.

When the new majority took over,
they promised, Mr. Speaker, that they
would give at least 24 hours to review
legislation before it comes to the floor
for a vote. The rules of the House re-
quire 3 days. Oftentimes the Rules
Committee through the years has
waived that requirement, and that’s
why it’s very interesting to note and I
think very relevant to note that the
majority made a promise that at least
24 hours would be provided for Mem-
bers to review, to attempt to under-
stand legislation to make sure that the
legislation doesn’t have provisions that
Members would oppose.

During testimony 2 weeks ago at the
Rules Committee, Members from the
minority expressed our concern with
the prospect that the majority would
rush through a very large appropria-
tion bill spending, as in this case, ap-
proximately a half a trillion dollars
without giving Members time to prop-
erly read and understand the bill. One
particular area of concern was with the
possible inclusion of earmarks that
Members would not have an oppor-
tunity to review before voting on them.

On the opening day of the 110th Con-
gress, the distinguished chairwoman of
the Rules Committee, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
addressed the House to speak about the
majority’s changes to the House rules.
During her speech, she addressed the
issue of earmarks and how the major-
ity claimed to deal with the issue.

Today, as we consider this rule for
this omnibus bill, I think it’s appro-
priate to look back and see what the
distinguished chairwoman said the ma-
jority would do to bring transparency
to the earmark process.

“The rules that Thomas Jefferson
first wrote down two centuries ago pro-
vide for order and discipline in the
House. They provide for transparency
and accountability. If they are fol-
lowed, corruption will be exposed be-
fore it has a chance to take root.
Democrats are going to follow the
long-established rules of the House, in-
stead of treating them as impediments
to be avoided. We are going to allow
Members to read bills before voting on
them and prevent them from being al-
tered at the last minute.

“The rules package will finally shed
light on an earmarking process that
has greased the wheels of corrupt
House machinery. It requires the full
disclosure of earmarks on all bills and
conference reports before Members are
asked to vote on them.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, let’s compare
those promises with today’s rule. The
rule provides for consideration of this
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legislation, H.R. 2764. But because the
majority is moving the appropriations
bill as an amendment between Houses
and not a conference report, the bill
will fall squarely within one of the
loopholes to the earmark rule, and the
rules of the House will not require any
disclosure of earmarks that may be
contained in the legislation.

So this bill is not subject to the ear-
mark rule which the majority claimed
would bring transparency and account-
ability to the earmark process. The
majority should not be asking Mem-
bers to vote on a bill that may include
numerous earmarks that no one has
vetted and no one has seen.

We’ve already seen this loophole in
action when we debated H.R. 6, the en-
ergy bill. The legislation came to the
floor also as an amendment between
the Houses; and as such, it too was ex-
empt from the earmark rule. Yet it in-
cluded earmarks that were not discov-
ered until after passage.

So, yes, the majority ‘‘directs the
Chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations to insert in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD at any time during the
remainder of the first session of the
110th Congress such material as he may
deem explanatory of appropriations
measures for the fiscal year,”” but there
may be problems with that provision.

I did see that the distinguished chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee
did list earmarks in the bill, but the re-
quirement does not say exactly what
material the chairman is required to
insert, just what ‘“he may deem explan-
atory.” It does not require him to list
all earmarks. So earmarks in the bill
could have been omitted from the
statement.

Second, the provision allows the
chairman to insert the explanation
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at any
time during the first session of the
110th Congress. So in theory, the chair-
man may still have some time to insert
an explanation after both Houses of
Congress pass the legislation and the
President signs the legislation into
law.

We were so concerned with this pro-
cedural loophole during a recent mark-
up that in the Rules Committee Mr.
DREIER offered an amendment to the
rule to require that the chairman of
the Appropriations Committee provide
the list of earmarks required by clause
9 of rule XXI for the omnibus appro-
priations bill. TUnfortunately, that
amendment to the rule was rejected
along partisan lines.

Because of this loophole in the ear-
mark rule, I, along with Mr. DREIER,
Mr. HASTINGS and Mr. SESSIONS, have
sent a letter to Chairman OBEY asking
him to ‘“‘adhere not just to the letter of
clause 9 of rule XXI, but to its spirit as
well and provide the Rules Committee
and the House with a list of earmarks
contained in the omnibus appropria-
tions bill prior to consideration by the
Rules Committee.”

Mr. Speaker, I submit that letter
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at this
point.
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COMMITTEE ON RULES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 6, 2007.
Hon. DAVID R. OBEY,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBEY: Today the Com-
mittee on Rules reported a ‘‘martial law’’
rule to provide for the same day consider-
ation of an omnibus appropriations vehicle.
That measure also includes a provision giv-
ing you the option of inserting extraneous
explanatory material in the Congressional
Record for appropriations measures for the
remainder of this session.

During the markup of that measure, we of-
fered an amendment to the rule to require
that you provide the list of earmarks re-
quired by clause 9 of rule XXI for the omni-
bus appropriations measure. Unfortunately,
that amendment to the rule was rejected
along partisan lines.

Mr. Chairman, we know that you have
made an effort during this Congress to pro-
vide transparency for earmarks contained in
bills coming through your committee. How-
ever, because the omnibus appropriations
bill will be considered as a Senate amend-
ment to a House bill, it falls squarely within
one of the loopholes of the earmark rule and
the Rules of the House will not require any
disclosure of earmarks that will be con-
tained therein. As you were the presiding of-
ficer over the motion to concur in the Senate
amendment to H.R. 6, the energy bill, you
are well aware that no list of earmarks was
provided for that measure because it fell
within the same loophole.

We respectfully request that you adhere
not just to the letter of clause 9 of rule XXI,
but to its spirit as well and provide the Rules
Committee and the House with a list of ear-
marks contained in the omnibus appropria-
tions bill prior to consideration by the Rules
Committee. That kind of disclosure will be
in the best interest of the House, its Mem-
bers, and the Nation.

We appreciate your willingness to consider
our request.

Respectfully,
DAVID DREIER.
Doc HASTINGS.
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART.
PETER SESSIONS.

I would simply say that as of today
we have not received a response to that
letter.

Mr. Speaker, I ask when it is appro-
priate to do so, where is the trans-
parency and the accountability prom-
ised when the majority in effect, in
practice continues to systematically
circumvent its own rules and violate
its own promises?

Mr. Speaker, at this time I reserve.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I'm
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-
LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, let me thank the distin-
guished gentlelady from New York, the
chairwoman of the Rules Committee.

I rise in a somewhat curious posture,
and that is, to support the job that has
to be done on behalf of the American
people. So I would call this the respon-
sible serving of the American people’s
spending bill. That’s what Democrats
have attempted to do today.

I remind my colleagues that most of
the appropriations bills, I would say all
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of them, have been passed out of this
body, and certainly the predicament
that we find ourselves in is because of
the administration’s refusal to
prioritize on behalf of the needs of vet-
erans; the needs of major research in-
stitutions; a failing job market that
needs increased job training dollars;
the young people of America who want
a future and, therefore, college assist-
ance; and then recognizing the impor-
tance and the crucialness of access to
health care; a good energy policy; and
certainly the needs of repairing the
transportation system of America.

I'm grateful that we have repro-
grammed dollars to include money for
research, job training, college assist-
ance, access to health care, and as well,
that we’re reminded that we must en-
sure the safety of this Nation, while
fighting, of course, to preserve the
transportation centers of excellence,
the letter that I wrote to ensure that
funding for that would be included.

And though we talk sometimes with-
out understanding about the concept
‘“‘earmark,” it is for the community of
Houston, Texas, and the 18th Congres-
sional District more early childhood
education, more homeland security
dollars for a constable’s office. It is
more dollars for a mental health facil-
ity, and it is recognition of more tech-
nology for our local first responders.

So I rise today to express the di-
lemma, when we have three branches of
government, to refute any accusations
of the postures that Democrats are in.
Democrats are fighters. It is because of
a budget mark and a stance by this ad-
ministration to demand $120 billion for
a war that is not working that puts us
in a position not to be able to service
the needs of the American people.
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So we will continue this fight and we
will stand strong and tall for those who
are in need.

And I look forward to the Military
Success Act of 2007 that I have au-
thored being debated on this floor to
acknowledge that the military has fin-
ished their work, it’s time to bring
them home and to reward them in
honor and medals for what they have
done in Iraq and to ensure that the
people of America receive a spending
bill that serves the needs of the Amer-
ican people.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it’s my privilege
to yield 6 minutes to the distinguished
former member of the Rules Com-
mittee, my friend from Georgia, Dr.
GINGREY.

Mr. GINGREY. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to remind the
previous speaker that this body and
the other body passed a spending bill
for our veterans increasing by $4 bil-
lion over 3 months ago, and the Presi-
dent made very clear, emphatically
stating that he was ready to sign that
bill to get this money to our veterans,
and the Democratic leadership has
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made a decision, for whatever reason,
not to send that bill to the President.
So I think it’s important to point that
out.

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight in opposi-
tion to the rule and to the underlying
bill in its present form. In regard to
the rule, I can’t expound and do any
better than the comments that the sen-
ior Republican long-term member of
the Rules Committee has just outlined,
the gentleman from Florida. That
stack of 11 bills in this omnibus sitting
in front of the gentleman from Florida
is almost as large as the Internal Rev-
enue Code, which I understand is as
thick as nine Bibles. Mr. Speaker,
that’s probably as thick as at least six
Bibles, and every rule has been waived.
And all this business about earmark re-
form, it makes a total mockery of that.
So, Mr. Speaker, from the standpoint
of the rule, absolutely I am opposed to
it.

We need earmark reform. I have sub-
mitted legislation to cut earmarks by
50 percent immediately and then 1 per-
cent of discretionary spending in the
subsequent year and to say that no
Member of this body, no matter how
powerful, should have a larger bite at
the apple in regard to Member-directed
initiatives, or what the general public,
who’s so outraged at that process,
knows as pork and/or earmarks.

In regard to the bill itself, my col-
leagues, I'm sure, hopefully on both
sides of the aisle, will be opposed to
this omnibus because there’s not one
penny, Mr. Speaker, not one penny of
money for our troops in Iraq. That in
itself is a reason why absolutely I
would be opposed to this omnibus. But,
Mr. Speaker, there’s more. There is
much more when we look into the
weeds and finally see some of the
things in these bills.

Last year this body voted to strike
language from the energy and water
bill that would not allow the Corps of
Engineers to update manuals in regard
to how they control water releases
from certain dams in the Southeast
where we are suffering from a severe
drought, Mr. Speaker. And yet this
same language now is stuck in on the
Senate side, and it’s in this omnibus
bill that would prohibit the Corps of
Engineers from updating these 25-year-
old manuals, making the drought in
the Southeast worse than it has ever
been. And, Mr. Speaker, I want to point
out the fact that in this body last year
when we voted to remove that lan-
guage from those bills, Speaker PELOSI
voted to remove the language; Major-
ity Leader HOYER voted to remove the
language; Appropriations Chairman
OBEY voted to remove the language;
Minority Leader BOEHNER voted to re-
move the language; and every sub-
committee chairman on the Appropria-
tions Committee, the so-called car-
dinals on the Democratic side, voted to
remove that language. Now it’s in
there sort of air-dropped on the Senate
side.

There are other things in here, Mr.
Speaker, that I am so much opposed to.
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There’s increased funding for title X,
almost $17 million for Planned Parent-
hood and abortion providers, but
there’s no increased funding for critical
abstinence education, which goes a
long way to ensure that abortion serv-
ices wouldn’t be needed, Mr. Speaker.

There is $2.9 billion in here, Mr.
Speaker, to provide for security on our
southern border, to build that fence
that this body has called for; yet there
are all kinds of restrictions. In fact,
the committee says 15 conditions have
to be met before this money can be
spent on 300 or 400 miles of fencing on
our southern border that we so des-
perately need, and at the same time
there’s millions of dollars in this omni-
bus, Mr. Speaker, that provides legal
defense funds to defend illegal immi-
grants who are in this country. I just
don’t quite understand the logic of
that, Mr. Speaker.

I am sure my colleagues are as con-
fused as I am over this gimmick of ad-
vanced appropriations. But how does
this body say that we are going to
spend $2.4 billion additional money on
Labor-HHS and say that we are not
going to count it against this year’s
appropriation, that it’s going to be
counted in 2009, this so-called advanced
appropriation? Is it an emergency, Mr.
Speaker, to spend $100 million to pro-
vide security at the upcoming Repub-
lican and Democratic National Conven-
tions? Is that, my colleagues, what we
would call money that needs to be
spent in an emergency?

And last but not least, Mr. Speaker,
I put language in an appropriation bill
that would not allow funding for States
that mandate that our little girls in
the fourth and fifth grade, our 9-, 10-,
11-year-old children, could not attend
public school unless they receive a shot
against human papillomavirus, a sexu-
ally transmitted disease, not a commu-
nicable disease like measles, mumps,
and whooping cough. Unfortunately,
this funding is allowed in this omnibus,
but my language is removed.

So for many, many reasons, my col-
leagues, vote ‘‘no’’ against the rule and
vote ‘‘no” against this bill when it
comes to us in its present form.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations, for a
response.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, even though
it’s not Halloween, I'm concerned that
some Members may be seeing ghosts.
So I simply want to say that the gen-
tleman from Florida raised concerns
that because this is an amendment be-
tween the houses that we might not be
fully disclosing earmarks.

Let me simply point out to the House
that the gentleman’s claims are mis-
placed. Early this afternoon I sub-
mitted for printing in the RECORD a
lengthy and complete explanatory
statement, the same statement that
went on the Rules Committee Web site
last night. That statement contains
full and complete disclosure of all ear-
marks. We did that disclosure exactly
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as if this were a conference report.
Nothing has been left out that would
have been required if this had been a
conference report.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, at this time I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE).

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
rule and the omnibus appropriations
bill.

This is good news from Washington.
We can always find problems with
things if we look for them. For edu-
cation, for veterans, for health care for
children, many other programs, these
are things people have been waiting
for.

And I'm very pleased that the House
is scheduled to vote on a disaster as-
sistance package to provide relief to
our farmers suffering from record
droughts in the Southeast. My farmers
are hurting, and this omnibus appro-
priations bill will provide some $600
million for disaster assistance.

My congressional district in North
Carolina has been afflicted by what’s
called ‘‘Exceptional Drought.” This is
the most serious category in America.
Every county in the State is experi-
encing drought conditions. The whole
Southeast is experiencing record
drought. This aid will bring real relief
to rural communities.

I have been proud to lead this effort.
In September I wrote a bipartisan let-
ter to the President signed by 54 of my
colleagues from both political parties
to make the case for disaster relief.
I've been very pleased to work with
Speaker PELOSI, Majority Leader
HOYER, Majority Whip CLYBURN, Agri-
culture Committee Chairman PETER-
SON, and Appropriations Committee
Chairman OBEY to get this done, and I
want to thank them for their leader-
ship, and our farmers thank them.

I grew up on a Johnston County
farm, and I have lived in a farm com-
munity all my life. And as a senior
member of the House Ag Committee, I
am pleased that we have finally gotten
this football into the end zone. Now we
will do the clincher. This disaster as-
sistance is a major achievement and an
important step forward for America’s
farmers.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting for this rule and then voting for
the underlying omnibus bill that will
make a difference not only for rural
America but for all Americans.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington, the chairman
of the Appropriations Subcommittee
on Interior, Environment, and Related
Agencies (Mr. DICKS).

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this rule and the omnibus
appropriations bill.
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For better or worse, it is the Appro-
priations Committee that is charged
with the job of making the difficult
choices that provide the best mix pos-
sible of funding levels for competing
programs. The interior and environ-
ment portion of this bill is the product
of the difficult choices that had to be
made as a result of the President’s in-
sistence that we cut $22 billion from
the levels approved by the House 6
months ago.

The final allocation for the Interior
Subcommittee was $26.6 billion, essen-
tially flat funding at the 2007 enacted
level, because we were unable to
achieve a compromise with the Presi-
dent that would have allowed for mod-
est growth in the Interior and related
agencies as well as the Environmental
Protection Agency. I would remind my
colleagues that since 2001, these same
accounts have been reduced dras-
tically. Interior has been cut by 16 per-
cent, EPA by 29 percent, and the non-
firefighting accounts in the Forest
Service by more than 35 percent.

In allocating these funds in this om-
nibus bill, our subcommittee, on a bi-
partisan basis, could have frozen fund-
ing for all programs at the Department
of Interior, EPA, the Indian Health
Service, and the Forest Service at the
2007 enacted levels. Alternatively, we
could have approved deep reductions
proposed by the President for the For-
est Service, Indian health clinics, fire
preparedness programs, clean air State
grants, PILT payments or Land and
Water Conservation Fund and Con-
servation Grants.

We did not choose either of these ap-
proaches. Instead, we chose to produce
a conference version that was con-
sistent with the priorities established
in the House-passed Interior appropria-
tions bill, reflecting the input from
Members on both sides of the aisle and
from 41 hearings held by our sub-
committee this spring. The final
version reflects the input of hundreds
of individuals and organizations during
these hearings.

The bill includes an increase of $123
million for the National Park Service
operational accounts to fund an addi-
tional 1,600 FTE positions. This staff
will help reinvigorate the Park Service
for its centennial in 2016. An additional
$24 million is included as interim fund-
ing for the new centennial matching
grants program for 2008. This will get
the program going while the author-
izing committees complete negotia-
tions to find a funding source for this
new mandatory program. An increase
of $39 million is provided for our na-
tional refuge system to begin refur-
bishing our refuges and replacing the
600 positions which have been lost since
2004.
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$145 million is provided for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, an in-
crease of $20 million, to partially re-
store this program to the levels 12
years ago. The gentlewoman from New
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York has been my partner as we fought
to restore this program to the levels of
12 years ago.

The bill includes an increase of $165
million for the Indian Health Service
to cover medical inflation and ensure
adequate medical care for Native
Americans, one of this country’s most
disadvantaged populations.

An increase of $169 million over the
2007 level is provided for various fire-
fighting programs, $81 million more
than requested by the President. And
$188 million is provided for climate
change programs, including $43 million
for the EPA and $32 million at the U.S.
Geological Survey. Included for the
USGS is $7.5 million to expand its cli-
mate research, of which $2.5 million is
for a new global warming and wildlife
center.

$20 million is provided for the EPA
geographic program to ramp up the
cleanup of Puget Sound, which is the
Nation’s second largest estuary and
which has been in serious decline.

In this bill, we have also addressed
the very serious environmental chal-
lenges that exist in the Chesapeake
Bay, the Great Lakes, and other major
bodies of water in the United States.
These increases represent a significant
redirection of funds to priorities which
we believe serve the country’s present
and future needs and have not been
adequately addressed by President
Bush. But the President’s requirement
that our bill be reduced by $1 billion
below the original House level has
forced us to make very painful reduc-
tions. As I said at the beginning, these
were tough choices.

Mr. Chairman, in concluding these
remarks, I want to thank Mr. TIAHRT.
And I would like to say to my col-
leagues on the Republican side, I have
never seen a year in which Democrats
and Republicans at the committee
level, at the subcommittee level have
worked better and have had better in-
formation on both sides of the aisle and
have worked to adequately address ear-
marks to reduce the number of these
earmarks very dramatically. So I
would say that there has not been a
lack of cooperation. There has been
outstanding cooperation on the entire
subcommittee.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes
to the distinguished gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. PENCE).

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in opposition to the rule and in par-
ticular opposition to this ominous om-
nibus bill that comes to the floor of the
Congress today.

I am tempted to say to the American
people, Here comes the bus, but I'm not
going to get on, because this legisla-
tion represents a fundamental failure
of the legislative process.

Eleven separate appropriations bills
balled into one, the sheer tonnage and
weight that has been visible on the
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screens of America tonight give evi-
dence that this government is broken,
and this budget process is broken; 3,500
pages, 34 pounds, and Members of the
minority have had, at this very hour,
roughly one day to review its contents.

This legislation, which we’ll consider
under this rule, will cost approxi-
mately $515 billion, including $44 bil-
lion designated as so-called ‘‘emer-
gency spending,” and over $10 billion in
other budget gimmicks being used to
artificially lower the cost.

Now, I want to commend President
Bush and the men and women of good
will in this Congress who have worked
to lower the cost of this legislation
from its House- and Senate-passed
versions. There have been improve-
ments on the margin. There has been
lipstick placed on this pig, but it’s still
a pig; and the American people are
soon to find that out.

Let’s take, for example, this legisla-
tion includes $31 billion for military
operations in Afghanistan for protec-
tive equipment for troops overseas, but
it does not include one dime to fund
our troops in harm’s way at this hour
serving in Operation Iraqi Freedom. I
say to my patriotic colleagues in the
other party, that is unconscionable
that we would bring before this Con-
gress a spending bill which, for some
purpose, serves some audience far to
the left of this Chamber, I suspect, who
are not including a single cent for our
soldiers in harm’s way.

And this omnibus contains over $11
billion in so-called ‘‘emergency’” and
‘“‘contingency’’ spending. Let me favor
my colleagues with some of the emer-
gency provisions in this bill: $20 mil-
lion for salaries at the Farm Service
Agency, apparently salaries of employ-
ees at the Farm Service Agency unan-
ticipated; $8 million for salaries at the
Department of Justice, legal activities
and salaries also at DOJ; salaries and
expenses for everything from the U.S.
Marshal Service to U.S. Attorneys. I
mean, Mr. Speaker, where is the sur-
prise in the emergency of finding out
we have employees at the Department
of Justice? And my own personal favor-
ite here, we have a legislative emer-
gency in the form of $100 million for
Presidential security at political con-
ventions. This is the so-called ‘‘emer-
gency spending’” which those who will
point to this legislation as having
come in at or near the President’s
numbers will not include these provi-
sions. And there are so many more that
will be explored in the months ahead.

This bill is also chock-full of the very
worst kind of pork barrel spending. Let
me say, Mr. Speaker, I requested ear-
mark projects for my district, and
there are some necessary infrastruc-
ture projects in this legislation for
eastern Indiana. I brought every single
one of them through the ordinary com-
mittee process in the light of day. But
there are, we must assume, thousands
of so-called ‘‘air-dropped’” earmarks in
this legislation which will not come to
light until after this Ilegislation is
signed into law.
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So it’s what we don’t know in this
legislation that frustrates me the
most; 24 hours, I say again, Mr. Speak-
er, 24 hours to review 3,500 pages and 34
pounds.

Twenty years ago, President Reagan
came to this podium and said these
words: ‘“The budget process has broken
down. It needs a drastic overhaul. With
each ensuing year, the spectacle before
the American people is the same as it
was this Christmas,”” he said, ‘“‘budget
deadlines delayed or missed com-
pletely, hundreds of billions of dollars
worth of spending packed into one bill,
and the Federal Government on the
brink of default.” So said Ronald
Reagan before this Congress two dec-
ades ago. The more things change, the
more they seem to stay the same.

I was a harsh critic of reckless and
wasteful spending when my party was
in control; and I rise, respectfully, to
register the same dissent. We can do
better, Mr. Speaker. The American
people expect from this Congress,
whatever its management, whichever
party, to do better than to pile into a
heap our unfinished business the week
before Christmas and send it all to the
President without the light of day.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
going to yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, the chairman
on the Committee on Appropriations,
Mr. OBEY.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, let me sim-
ply point out that the last year the Re-
publicans were in control we had $16
billion in earmarks. This bill tonight
cuts that by 42 percent. The gentleman
squawks about the emergency spend-
ing; 86 percent of the emergency funds
in this bill were requested by the ad-
ministration.

With respect to his charge that we
have 34 pounds in this budget in order
to pass the domestic appropriation
bills this year, that’s absolutely cor-
rect. It’s very heavy. You can double
the weight by only printing on one
side, as the gentleman has done, but
the fact is, do you know how high the
stack was a year ago? Here. Do you see
anything? It’s because you didn’t pass
any domestic appropriation bills what-
soever. I'll take this over nothing any
time.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds all Members to address
their remarks to the Chair.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure
to yield 5 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING).

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

It’s a fascinating evening that we
find ourselves in, to be asked to some-
how, in less than a day, in fact, as I un-
derstand it, Mr. Speaker, this bill was
filed after midnight. So on the very
same day we’re being asked to consider
a bill, which all of America can see
here, which is over 3,000 pages long.

Now, when the Democrat majority
came in, they said, well, this was going
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to be the most fair and democratic
Congress that we’ve ever had, that
somehow a new day was dawning, that
they would do business in a different
way. I have not been a fan of omnibus
spending legislation when my party
was in control. I voted against the om-
nibus. It’s no way to run the railroad,
Mr. Speaker. In fact, when my party
was in control, if an omnibus was
passed, I note, for example, if I look at
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January
4, 2005, that to bring an omnibus piece
of legislation to the floor by waiving
the 3-day rule was described as ‘‘mar-
tial law’” by then-Minority Leader
PELOSI, now Speaker PELOSI. It’s in the
RECORD, Mr. Speaker. Look it up.

So somehow when she’s the minority
leader, Mr. Speaker, it’s not okay to
bring this monstrosity; in fact, it’s
tantamount to martial law. And yet
we’ve heard that this is going to be
such an open and democratic and fair
Congress. So what is it, Mr. Speaker?
Is it martial law, is it not martial law,
to expect Members who haven’t even
seen the bill, much less read the bill, to
vote on it tonight?

I heard the distinguished chairman of
the Appropriations Committee come
and speak to us about earmarks. Well,
again, this was the leadership team
that claimed that they would do bet-
ter. And as I look at it, when you add
in the earmarks in the one appropria-
tions bill that was passed by regular
order, you’'re still looking at the third
highest amount of earmarks, I believe,
in the history of the Republic.

Now, the Speaker herself said, and I
don’t have the quote in front of me, but
something along the lines that she
would just as soon do without ear-
marks. But as I've read the legislation,
she doesn’t appear to be leading by ex-
ample in that regard.

Mr. Speaker, there are very few peo-
ple who know what is in this bill. But
what I do know is it spends the people’s
money with very little accountability.
I was at a town hall meeting in my dis-
trict, and I have the honor and privi-
lege of representing the Fifth Congres-
sional District of Texas. I was in Ath-
ens, Texas, and a constituent, a very
wise man, came up to me and said, You
know what? I don’t think that any
Member of Congress should be allowed
to vote on a piece of legislation unless
they’ve read the bill, which I guess
might lend this evening’s vote to one,
maybe two, Members, maybe no Mem-
bers. There’s something to be said for
that. A bad process can lead to bad out-
comes, and this is a bad outcome. It
spends too much of the people’s money.
It continues to grow the government
budget faster than the family budget,
the family budget that has to pay for
it.

Mr. Speaker, I'm a member of the
House Budget Committee. I see several
of my colleagues on the Democrat side
who are also serving on that Budget
Committee. And we just heard testi-
mony from the head of the Congres-
sional Budget Office, which I might add
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was an appointment under this major-
ity, this Democrat majority, who said
that if we don’t change the spending
patterns of the Federal Government
that within a generation we’re looking
at doubling taxes on our children and
grandchildren.

Now, you can go check the RECORD.
And it’s not just the head of the Con-
gressional Budget Office; it’s the head
of OMB, it’s the Comptroller General.
And yet we are asked to vote on an om-
nibus piece of legislation that, once
again, sets us on this path to double
taxes on the next generation. It’s just
unconscionable. Again, it robs the fam-
ily budget to pay for the Federal budg-
et.

And here’s something else that’s un-
conscionable about this: in this omni-
bus, we’re going to pay to fund some
bureaucrat in the bowels of the Com-
merce Department, but we won’t pay
for the men and women in our Nation’s
uniform fighting for liberty in Iraq.
Well, last I looked, they’re part of this
Federal Government as well. They’re
wearing our Nation’s uniform. They
get paychecks drawn on the U.S. Treas-
ury. But somehow we can find the abil-
ity, in this 3,000-page bill, to pay for
every bureaucrat in Washington; but
we won’t fund the men and women in
harm’s way in Iraq. Also unconscion-
able.

There are so many reasons, Mr.
Speaker, that this rule should be voted
down, as should the entire bill.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3% minutes to the gen-
tleman from California, the chairman
of the Committee on Education and
Labor, Mr. GEORGE MILLER.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, I
want to thank the gentlewoman for
yielding, and I want to recognize the
difficult choices that the Appropria-
tions Committee had in dealing with
the education portion of this legisla-
tion. At a time when this administra-
tion is almost $55 billion behind its
promises to the American people, to
the parents of this country, to the chil-
dren of this country, to the educators
of this country, of the resources that
would be available in title I, we find
that, in fact, we are only going to be
able to add about $1 billion, a little
over $1 billion this year, which is com-
pletely insufficient, at a time when
schools and school districts are strug-
gling to make the reforms required
under No Child Left Behind.

But I want to thank the Appropria-
tions Committee, because as difficult
as that choice is to only provide that
small amount of money, they were able
to make of that portion of the money
almost $500 million available to schools
in need of improvement. These are
schools that we were supposed to have
started helping out 3 and 4 years ago.
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This is the first time this money has
ever been put in this budget to help
these schools that have been recog-
nized as needing very substantial im-
provement to improve the opportuni-
ties of the children in those schools for
a decent education, but this bill is the
first time that we have done that. The
administration has ignored that over
the last 6 years.

I also see that the committee was
able to restore some of the money for
educational technology, a subject that
is becoming more and more important
in terms of improving our schools, im-
proving the opportunity of students to
learn, and improving opportunities for
students to understand the tech-
nologies that they are going to have to
grasp in the workplace and in higher
education. The President’s budget ze-
roed that money out. The Appropria-
tions Committee, under the leadership
of Mr. OBEY, was able to restore almost
all of it, the money that was available
in the last year.

Now I see that we have been able to
add $2569 million to IDEA, which is able
to take it above the President’s re-
quest, which was a cut in education for
students with disabilities. Once again,
the Republicans, when they were in the
minority, promised that they would
fully fund IDEA because districts are
struggling with the education of stu-
dents with disabilities, and they signed
letters, they passed resolutions, they
did all of it. The day they came in
power, they stopped funding IDEA. So
it has been flat-funded while school
districts struggle with both trying to
deal with school reform and the edu-
cation of students with disabilities.

So this committee, I think, made
some good choices, difficult choices, in-
sufficient choices. But if you look at
what the President had recommended
for educational technology, if you look
at what the President had rec-
ommended to help schools with English
learners in those schools, this is a dra-
matically better budget, but an insuffi-
cient budget for the education, but it is
completely insufficient for the edu-
cation of America’s children. Don’t go
home and tell your constituents how
well you understand the tools that
they need to compete in a globalized
world, in a globalized economy, be-
cause you have absolutely failed to
provide them, and this administration
has failed to provide them.

Fortunately, the Appropriations
Committee has been able to recalibrate
some of the numbers and to move some
of the money around for these high-pri-
ority areas. I am only so sorry that we
weren’t able to do better by America’s
children and their families.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, a prior colleague
who spoke said that this 34-pound bill
was that size and weight because of our
photocopying. I just want to make
clear for the RECORD that it was hand-
ed to us by the majority like that.

I yield 3% minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
FLAKE).
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Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, those of us who have
teenage Kkids at home know very well
the saying ‘‘nothing good happens after
midnight.” That is why you have a cur-
few. Nothing good happens after mid-
night.

I would say the same holds true when
you are putting together an omnibus.
Here is what you get when you pass an
omnibus and you present it after mid-
night; 34 pounds, some 3,400 pages of
documents here that we have no idea
what is in there. Any Member who says
that he has read it isn’t telling you the
truth. Nobody has read through this
thing. We will be discovering for
months items that are in this bill that
we simply don’t know. Preliminary
analysis, and you will hear me say this
several times, because that is all you
can do is a preliminary analysis, a cur-
sory reading will tell you that there
are 9,241 earmarks in this omnibus bill.

Now, we earlier in the year passed a
couple of bills without any earmarks in
saying we would probably be nearly
earmark free when it comes to the om-
nibus, or when it comes to the end of
the year, MILCON and I think Home-
land Security, because typically, par-
ticularly Homeland Security, that bill
is not traditionally earmarked. Well,
guess what? It is now. There are well
over 100 earmarks in the Homeland Se-
curity one, and I think over 150 in the
MILCON, earmarks that I have never
seen, I don’t think anyone in this body
has seen until midnight last night. So
those are air-dropped earmarks, more
than 300 of them, I think, in this bill
that we have had no opportunity to
see, let alone challenge on the House
floor, we are just seeing for the first
time now.

Let me just give you an idea of what
happens when you do things after mid-
night. Here are a few of the earmarks
that were slipped in. These, by the
way, we are always told that you have
to leave it open to air-dropped ear-
marks because there are vital things
that need to be done. Maybe there is a
natural disaster somewhere, something
that you have to account for. Well,
here is what was added last night. One
was a $1.8 million earmark for the East
Capitol Center for Change, Capitol
Area Asset Building Corporation, and
the National Center for Fatherhood to
administer Marriage Development Ac-
counts in the District of Columbia.
That is something that couldn’t wait
for a regular bill to go through? Did we
have to do that in the middle of the
night? How about $400,000 for the
Burchfield-Penny Art Center in Buf-
falo? The Burchfield-Penny Art Center
was so important that we had to air-
drop it into this bill and not have any
challenge, any way to challenge it on
the House floor.

Let me remind my colleagues that we
agreed in the transparency rules ear-
lier this year that if there were air-
dropped earmarks into a bill, we would
have an opportunity to offer a point of
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order to strike them out, to at least
eliminate them. We can’t do that here
because this is not a conference report.
This is an amendment between the
Houses.

We have had that before. Rules are
only as good as your willingness to en-
force them, and we have seen a pattern
of unwillingness to enforce the rules or
to seek ways around them. Now, some
will stand up and brag and say, Hey, we
have 40 percent fewer earmarks here
than we had 2 years ago. They will say
we have 40 percent fewer, the dollar
value is down. Well, if you look at last
year, we have, I think the figure is,
about 400 percent more earmarks than
last year. It is hardly, hardly a mark of
fiscal discipline to have 9,200 earmarks
in this bill when you have already had
2,000 pass in the defense bill. For one,
that is not a 40 percent reduction, and
two, it is about a 400 percent addition
to last year.

Let’s reject this rule and reject this
bill.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York, the chairwoman of the Appro-
priations Subcommittee on State, For-
eign Operations and Related Programs,
Mrs. LOWEY.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the rule and of the
Consolidated Appropriations Act, spe-
cifically division J on State and For-
eign Operations. Division J reflects a
bipartisan, bicameral effort by Rank-
ing Member WOLF, myself, Senator
LEAHY and Senator GREGG to address
our strategic priorities, national secu-
rity interests and invest in develop-
ment, poverty reduction and global
health. I also wanted to thank Speaker
PELOSI and Chairman OBEY for their
knowledge and their commitment to
the priorities in this bill.

Just a few highlights. For those of us
who did read the bill, what do we have,
20 hours, 3,500 pages. I am sure if you
all divided it up, you would have a good
understanding of what is in that bill.

Some highlights: $6.5 billion, $796
million above the President’s request,
for HIV/AIDS and other global health
programs; $1.5 billion to address hu-
manitarian emergencies, including
Iraqi refugees; $5650 million for the U.N.
peacekeeping mission in Darfur, fund-
ing for Liberian security sector assist-
ance and increased assistance for Afri-
ca; an expansion of basic education,
safe water, environmental programs;
$1.544 billion, 344 million above the
Senate-passed level, for the Millen-
nium Challenge Account. This funding
will allow them to undertake all
planned compacts and threshold pro-
grams this year. It maintains Israel’s
qualitative military edge. It maintains
our development and security assist-
ance to the people of Pakistan, assist-
ance central to helping them fight al
Qaeda, the Taliban and associated ter-
rorist groups.

And I want to especially thank our
staff for their tireless work in crafting
the bipartisan bill, the division J of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

this Consolidated Appropriations Act.
This bill will help make America be
more secure and improve the lives of
millions around the world, and I en-
courage my colleagues to vote for this
bill.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I would ask my friend how
many speakers she has remaining.

Ms. SUTTON. We have two speakers
remaining.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I would reserve at this time.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentleman from Texas,
the chairman of the Appropriations
Subcommittee of Military Construc-
tion, Veterans Administration and Re-
lated Agencies, Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, this
bill sends a clear message to America’s
service men and women, their families
and their veterans that a grateful Na-
tion deeply respects their service and
sacrifice, provides the largest increase
in VA health care funding in the 77-
year history of the VA. The bill also
provides funds to hire 1,800 new VA
claims processors to reduce the serious
backlog of benefits claims and reduce
the time to process them.

On the military construction side, we
increased $4.37 billion for BRAC, mili-
tary construction and family housing,
a 29 percent increase over last year.

I want to salute Speaker PELOSI and
Chairman OBEY for making veterans
and support of our military families
the highest of priorities in the new
Congress. Millions of America’s vet-
erans and military families will receive
better health care and have a better
quality of life because of their dedica-
tion to them.

I want to thank the majority sub-
committee staff, an outstanding staff,
the best anybody would have a right to
work with, Carol Murphy, Tim Peter-
son, Walter Hearne, Donna Shahbaz
and Mary Arnold, the outstanding mi-
nority subcommittee staff, Liz Dawson,
Dena Baron, and my staffer, John Con-
ger. I hope to offer a special note to the
son of a distinguished Army soldier,
Rob Nabors, Chief Clerk of the Appro-
priations Committee. Because of Mr.
Nabors’ good judgment, profes-
sionalism, calm demeanor and dedica-
tion, America’s veterans and our mili-
tary will benefit not just this year but
for decades to come. Tonight, Mr.
Nabors’ father has a right to be espe-
cially proud of his son. And let me,
along with that, thank Mr. WICKER for
his partnership from day one in this ef-
fort.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida continues to with-
hold his time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS).

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

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend for
yielding.
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Mr. Speaker, with governing comes
responsibility. The responsible vote on
this rule and this bill is ‘‘yes.”” The mi-
nority has talked about responsibility
for the military. They are right. That
is why this body and the other body
passed a Defense Appropriations bill,
$459 billion to support the military.
The other side talks about responsi-
bility for reducing the deficit. They
didn’t reduce the deficit when they
were in the majority. We are reducing
it by passing a budget that puts us
back on the path to a balanced budget.

We also have a responsibility to lis-
ten to the concerns that are being
raised by the men and women that we
represent. They are worried about
gangs and drugs. So this bill puts 34
percent more money into drug courts,
nearly doubles the amount of money
being spent on police support programs
around the country. They are worried
about porous borders and people com-
ing into the country illegally. So this
bill puts 15 percent more into customs
and border enforcement. They are wor-
ried about high heating costs, being
unable to pay their utility bills. So
this bill puts 21 percent more into the
program that helps people pay their
utility bills.

Finally, there is all this talk about
supporting and saluting our veterans.
This bill stops talking and starts act-
ing with a request that matches that
which the veterans service organiza-
tions of this country asked us for, the
largest increase in veterans health care
in the history of the country. The re-
sponsible vote is ‘‘yes.” The irrespon-
sible political course is to complain.
Let’s do the country’s business, pass
this rule, and pass this bill.

O 2030

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I will be asking
for a ‘“‘no” vote on the previous ques-
tion so that we can amend this rule
and allow the House to consider a
change to the rules of the House to re-
store accountability and enforceability
to the earmark rule while closing the
loopholes we have found over the last
few months.

Under the current rule, so long as the
chairman of a committee of jurisdic-
tion includes either a list of earmarks
contained in the bill or report, or a
statement that there are no earmarks,
no point of order lies against the bill.
This is the same as the rule in the last
Congress. However, under the rule as it
functioned under the Republican ma-
jority in the 109th Congress, even if the
point of order was not available on the
bill, it was always available on the rule
as a ‘‘question of consideration.” But
because the Democratic Rules Com-
mittee specifically exempts earmarks
from the waiver of all points of order,
they deprive Members of the ability to
raise the question of earmarks on the
rule or on the bill.

The earmark rule is also not applica-
ble when the majority uses a procedure
to accept ‘“‘amendments between the
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Houses,” such as with this legislation,
the omnibus appropriations bill. Be-
cause the omnibus is not a conference
report, the bill falls squarely within
one of the loopholes to the earmark
rule and the rules of the House will not
require any disclosure of earmarks con-
tained in the legislation. Any action as
announced previously by the chairman
of the Appropriations Committee is at
his discretion.

I would like to direct all Members to
a letter that House Parliamentarian,
John Sullivan, recently sent to Rules
Chairwoman SLAUGHTER, which con-
firms what we have been saying since
January, that the Democratic earmark
rule contains loopholes. In his letter to
Chairwoman SLAUGHTER, the Parlia-
mentarian states that the Democratic
earmark rule ‘‘does not comprehen-
sively apply to all legislative propo-
sitions at all stages of the legislative
process.”

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 2, 2007.
Hon. LOUISE MCINTOSH SLAUGHTER,
Committee on Rules, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN SLAUGHTER: Thank you
for your letter of October 2, 2007, asking for
an elucidation of our advice on how best to
word a special rule. As you also know, we
have advised the committee that language
waiving all points of order ‘‘except those
arising under clause 9 of rule XXI should
not be adopted as boilerplate for all special
rules, notwithstanding that the committee
may be resolved not to recommend that the
House waive the earmark-disclosure require-
ments of clause 9.

In rule XXI, clause 9(a) establishes a point
of order against undisclosed earmarks in cer-
tain measures and clause 9(b) establishes a
point of order against a special rule that
waives the application of clause 9(a). As illu-
minated in the rulings of September 25 and
27, 2007, clause 9(a) of rule XXI does not com-
prehensively apply to all legislative propo-
sitions at all stages of the legislative proc-
ess.

Clause 9(a) addresses the disclosure of ear-
marks in a bill or joint resolution, in a con-
ference report on a bill or joint resolution, or
in a so-called ‘‘manager’s amendment’ to a
bill or joint resolution. Other forms of
amendment—whether they be floor amend-
ments during initial House consideration or
later amendments between the Houses—are
not covered. (One might surmise that those
who developed the rule felt that proposals to
amend are naturally subject to immediate
peer review, though they harbored reserva-
tions about the so-called ‘‘manager’s amend-
ment,” i.e., one offered at the outset of con-
sideration for amendment by a member of a
committee of initial referral under the terms
of a special rule.)

The question of order on September 25 in-
volved a special rule providing for a motion
to dispose of an amendment between the
Houses. As such, clause 9(a) was inapposite.
It had no application to the motion in the
first instance. Accordingly, Speaker pro
tempore Holden held that the special rule
had no tendency to waive any application of
clause 9(a). The question of order on Sep-
tember 27 involved a special rule providing
(in pertinent part) that an amendment be
considered as adopted. Speaker pro tempore
Blumenauer employed the same rationale to
hold that, because clause 9(a) had no applica-
tion to the amendment in the first instance,
the special rule had no tendency to waive
any application of clause 9(a).
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The same would be true in the more com-
mon case of a committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text for the purpose of further amend-
ment. Clause 9(a) of rule XXI is inapposite to
such an amendment.

In none of these scenarios would a ruling
by a presiding officer hold that earmarks are
or are not included in a particular measure
or proposition. Under clause 9(b) of rule XXI,
the threshold question for the Chair—the
cognizability of a point of order—turns on
whether the earmark-disclosure require-
ments of clause 9(a) of rule XXI apply to the
object of the special rule in the first place.
Embedded in the question whether a special
rule waives the application of clause 9(a) is
the question whether clause 9(a) has any ap-
plication.

In these cases to which clause 9 of rule XXI
has no application in the first instance, stat-
ing a waiver of all points of order except
those arising under that rule—when none
can so arise—would be, at best, gratuitous.
Its negative implication would be that such
a point of order might lie. That would be as
confusing as a waiver of all points of order
against provisions of an authorization bill
except those that can only arise in the case
of a general appropriation bill (e.g., clause 2
of rule XXI). Both in this area and as a gen-
eral principle, we try hard not to use lan-
guage that yields a misleading implication.

I appreciate your consideration and trust
that this response is to be shared among all
members of the committee. Our office will
share it with all inquiring parties.

Sincerely,
JOHN V. SULLIVAN,
Parliamentarian.

Mr. Speaker, my amendment will re-
store the accountability and enforce-
ability of the earmark rule. I urge my
colleagues to close this loophole in the
earmark rule by opposing the previous
question.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment and extraneous materials imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on the previous ques-
tion and on the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. LINCOLN DI1AZ-BALART of Florida
is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 878

OFFERED BY MR. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF
FLORIDA

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

SEC. 3. That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution the House shall, with-
out intervention of any point of order, con-
sider the resolution (H. Res. 479) to amend
the Rules of the House of Representatives to
provide for enforcement of clause 9 of rule
XXI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives. The resolution shall be considered as
read. The previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the resolution and any
amendment thereto to final adoption with-
out intervening motion or demand for divi-
sion of the question except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
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the Committee on Rules; (2) the amendment
printed in section 4, if offered by Representa-
tive Boehner of Ohio or his designee, which
shall be in order without intervention of any
point of order or demand for division of the
question, shall be considered as read and
shall be separately debatable for forty min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent; and (3) one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

SEC. 4. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 2 is as follows:

Strike all after ‘“That” and insert the fol-
lowing:

(1) Clause 9(a) of rule XXI is amended by
striking ‘“‘or” at the end of subparagraph (3),
striking the period at the end of subpara-
graph (4) and inserting ‘‘; or”’, and adding the
following 