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repeatedly reaffirmed by the U.S. Supreme 
Court, as recently as last year. The bill pur-
ports to alter these requirements by giving de-
velopers, corporate hog farms, adult book-
stores, and other takings claimants the ability 
to bypass local land use procedures and State 
courts. Indeed, the National Association of 
Home Builders candidly referred to a prior 
version of the bill as a ‘‘hammer to the head’’ 
of local officials. Developers could use this 
hammer to side-step land use negotiations 
and avoid compliance with local laws that pro-
tect neighboring property owners and the com-
munity at large. 

In addition, section 5 of the bill purports to 
dramatically change substantive takings law 
as articulated by the Supreme Court and other 
Federal courts by redefining the constitutional 
rules that apply to permit conditions, subdivi-
sions, and claims under the Due Process 
Clause. The existing rules, developed over 
many decades, allow courts to strike a fair bal-
ance between takings claimants, neighboring 
property owners, and the public. The proposed 
rules would tilt the playing field further in favor 
of corporate developers and other takings 
claimants, even in the many localities across 
the country where developers already have an 
advantage. 

As a result, H.R. 4772 would allow big de-
velopers and other takings claimants to use 
the threat of premature Federal court litigation 
as a club to coerce small communities to ap-
prove projects that would harm the public. By 
short-circuiting local land use procedures, H.R. 
4772 also would curtail democratic participa-
tion in local land use decisions by the very 
people who could be harmed by those deci-
sions. 

The bill also raises serious constitutional 
issues. The provisions that purport to redefine 
constitutional violations ignore the fundamental 
principle established in Marbury v. Madison 
(1803) that it is ‘‘emphatically the province and 
duty’’ of the Federal courts to interpret the 
meaning of the Constitution. Moreover, under 
longstanding precedent, a landowner has no 
claim against a State or local government 
under the Fifth Amendment until the claimant 
first seeks and is denied compensation in 
State court. Federal courts would continue to 
dismiss these claims, as well as claims that 
lack an adequate record where claimants use 
the bill to side-step local land use procedures. 
The bill will create more delay and confusion 
by offering the false hope of an immediate 
Federal forum for those who have not suffered 
a Federal constitutional injury. In short, this bill 
is a great threat to federalism, our local land 
use protections, neighboring property owners, 
and the environment. Therefore, I urge my col-
leagues to vote against the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1054, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

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

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

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

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

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 5631) ‘‘An Act making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2007, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

f 

MILITARY COMMISSIONS ACT OF 
2006 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 1054, I 
call up the Senate bill (S. 3930) to au-
thorize trial by military commission 
for violations of the law of war, and for 
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

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

S. 3930 

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

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Military Commissions Act of 2006’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Construction of Presidential author-

ity to establish military com-
missions. 

Sec. 3. Military commissions. 
Sec. 4. Amendments to Uniform Code of 

Military Justice. 
Sec. 5. Treaty obligations not establishing 

grounds for certain claims. 
Sec. 6. Implementation of treaty obliga-

tions. 
Sec. 7. Habeas corpus matters. 
Sec. 8. Revisions to Detainee Treatment Act 

of 2005 relating to protection of 
certain United States Govern-
ment personnel. 

Sec. 9. Review of judgments of military 
commissions. 

Sec. 10. Detention covered by review of deci-
sions of Combatant Status Re-
view Tribunals of propriety of 
detention. 

SEC. 2. CONSTRUCTION OF PRESIDENTIAL AU-
THORITY TO ESTABLISH MILITARY 
COMMISSIONS. 

The authority to establish military com-
missions under chapter 47A of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by section 3(a), 

may not be construed to alter or limit the 
authority of the President under the Con-
stitution of the United States and laws of 
the United States to establish military com-
missions for areas declared to be under mar-
tial law or in occupied territories should cir-
cumstances so require. 
SEC. 3. MILITARY COMMISSIONS. 

(a) MILITARY COMMISSIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after chapter 47 the following new chapter: 
‘‘CHAPTER 47A—MILITARY COMMISSIONS 

‘‘Subchapter 
‘‘I. General Provisions ....................... 948a 
‘‘II. Composition of Military Com-

missions ....................................... 948h 
‘‘III. Pre-Trial Procedure ................... 948q 
‘‘IV. Trial Procedure .......................... 949a 
‘‘V. Sentences .................................... 949s 
‘‘VI. Post-Trial Procedure and Re-

view of Military Commissions ..... 950a 
‘‘VII. Punitive Matters ...................... 950p 
‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
‘‘Sec. 
‘‘948a. Definitions. 
‘‘948b. Military commissions generally. 
‘‘948c. Persons subject to military commis-

sions. 
‘‘948d. Jurisdiction of military commissions. 
‘‘948e. Annual report to congressional com-

mittees. 
‘‘§ 948a. Definitions 

‘‘In this chapter: 
‘‘(1) UNLAWFUL ENEMY COMBATANT.—(A) 

The term ‘unlawful enemy combatant’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) a person who has engaged in hostilities 
or who has purposefully and materially sup-
ported hostilities against the United States 
or its co-belligerents who is not a lawful 
enemy combatant (including a person who is 
part of the Taliban, al Qaeda, or associated 
forces); or 

‘‘(ii) a person who, before, on, or after the 
date of the enactment of the Military Com-
missions Act of 2006, has been determined to 
be an unlawful enemy combatant by a Com-
batant Status Review Tribunal or another 
competent tribunal established under the au-
thority of the President or the Secretary of 
Defense. 

‘‘(B) CO-BELLIGERENT.—In this paragraph, 
the term ‘co-belligerent’, with respect to the 
United States, means any State or armed 
force joining and directly engaged with the 
United States in hostilities or directly sup-
porting hostilities against a common enemy. 

‘‘(2) LAWFUL ENEMY COMBATANT.—The term 
‘lawful enemy combatant’ means a person 
who is— 

‘‘(A) a member of the regular forces of a 
State party engaged in hostilities against 
the United States; 

‘‘(B) a member of a militia, volunteer 
corps, or organized resistance movement be-
longing to a State party engaged in such 
hostilities, which are under responsible com-
mand, wear a fixed distinctive sign recogniz-
able at a distance, carry their arms openly, 
and abide by the law of war; or 

‘‘(C) a member of a regular armed force 
who professes allegiance to a government en-
gaged in such hostilities, but not recognized 
by the United States. 

‘‘(3) ALIEN.—The term ‘alien’ means a per-
son who is not a citizen of the United States. 

‘‘(4) CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—The term 
‘classified information’ means the following: 

‘‘(A) Any information or material that has 
been determined by the United States Gov-
ernment pursuant to statute, Executive 
order, or regulation to require protection 
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