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their tireless efforts to curb drug use in 
our country and, in recognition of 
these efforts I have introduced this res-
olution to designate the week of Feb-
ruary 10–16, 2008 as National Drug Pre-
vention and Education Week. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join my colleague, Senator 
BIDEN, in cosponsoring a resolution to 
designate the week of February 10–16, 
2008, as National Drug Prevention and 
Education Month. Although recent sur-
vey data compiled by the Substance 
Abuse and Mental Health Services Ad-
ministration shows illegal drug use 
among youth has declined by 24 per-
cent since 2001, the number of teens 
abusing prescription and over-the- 
counter medicines has rapidly in-
creased. Kids are turning to these dan-
gerous drugs because they are easily 
accessible and widely used. Many of us 
do not realize that our left-over pre-
scriptions and cold medicines are just 
as addictive and dangerous as meth or 
heroin when not properly used. This is 
why we must continue our efforts to 
inform the public about the dangers of 
these and other drugs. We must con-
tinue to do all we can to prevent our 
kids from falling into a vicious cycle of 
drug abuse and dependence. 

Research has shown that if you can 
keep a child drug free until they turn 
20, chances are very slim that they will 
ever try or become addicted to drugs. 
This is why it is essential to maintain 
a coherent antidrug message that be-
gins early in adolescence and continues 
throughout the growing years. Such an 
effort must engage professionals, par-
ents, communities, and young people. 
While the Federal Government has a 
role to play in supporting these activi-
ties, local, community-based initia-
tives are better able to target specific 
concerns and respond to them flexibly. 

Local community antidrug coalitions 
are our first line of defense against the 
scourge of drug abuse. Each commu-
nity is different from the other, and 
each community antidrug coalition is 
tailored to meet the specific antidrug 
needs of its community. For example, I 
formed the Face It Together, FIT, Coa-
lition in an effort to combat drug use 
in Iowa. My goal with FIT is to bring 
to the same table parents, educators, 
businesses, religious leaders, law en-
forcement officials, health care pro-
viders, youth groups, and members of 
the media to promote new ways of 
thinking about how to reach and edu-
cate Iowans about the dangers of drug 
abuse. With everyone working to-
gether, we will make a difference in 
our communities. Moreover, together 
we can build healthy children, healthy 
families, healthy communities, and a 
healthy future for society at large. 

Community antidrug coalitions 
would not be able to succeed in fight-
ing drug abuse without the support of 
the Community Anti-Drug Coalitions 
of America, CADCA. CADCA works to 

strengthen the ability of new and exist-
ing community coalitions to build safe, 
healthy, and drug-free communities 
and helps provide vital funding to local 
coalitions through the Drug Free Com-
munities grant program. 

Since the inception of the Drug Free 
Communities grant program over 1,300 
community coalitions have received 
grants nationwide. There have been 43 
coalitions in my State of Iowa that 
have received grants to provide crucial 
assistance to combat the abuse of alco-
hol, tobacco, and illegal drugs. These 
coalitions have been successful in 
tracking the use of illegal drugs in 
their communities, starting after-
school and summer programs for kids, 
holding community events and town-
hall meetings, and uniting all sectors 
of the community to fight drug abuse. 

I believe that we have a moral obliga-
tion to ensure that our young people 
have a chance to grow up without 
being accosted by drug dealers at every 
turn, whether on TV, in the movies, or 
on the way to school. We need, as a 
country, to create a strong moral con-
text to help our kids know how to 
make the right choices. They need to 
know how to say ‘‘no.’’ They need to 
know that saying ‘‘no’’ is OK. They 
need to know that saying ‘‘no’’ to 
drugs is the right thing to do, not just 
the safe thing or the healthier thing 
but the right thing. I urge my col-
leagues to join us in passing this reso-
lution to show our ongoing support for 
community antidrug coalitions that 
work to eliminate drug abuse through-
out the Nation. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 435—RECOG-
NIZING THE GOALS OF CATHOLIC 
SCHOOLS WEEK AND HONORING 
THE VALUABLE CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF CATHOLIC SCHOOLS IN THE 
UNITED STATES 
Mr. VITTER (for himself and Ms. 

LANDRIEU) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 435 
Whereas Catholic schools in the 

United States have received inter-
national acclaim for academic excel-
lence while providing students with 
lessons that extend far beyond the 
classroom; 

Whereas Catholic schools present a 
broad curriculum that emphasizes the 
lifelong development of moral, intellec-
tual, physical, and social values in the 
young people of the United States; 

Whereas Catholic schools in the 
United States today educate 2,363,220 
students and maintain a student-to- 
teacher ratio of 15 to 1; 

(2) commends Catholic schools, stu-
dents, parents, and teachers across the 
United States for their ongoing con-
tributions to education, and for the 
vital role they play in promoting and 
ensuring a brighter, stronger future for 
the United States. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 436—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF FEB-
RUARY 4 THROUGH FEBRUARY 8, 
2008, AS ‘‘NATIONAL SCHOOL 
COUNSELING WEEK’’ 
Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 

SMITH) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 436 

Whereas the American School Counselor 
Association has declared the week of Feb-
ruary 4 through February 8, 2008, as ‘‘Na-
tional School Counseling Week’’; 

Whereas the Senate has recognized the im-
portance of school counseling through the 
inclusion of elementary and secondary 
school counseling programs in the reauthor-
ization of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965; 

Whereas school counselors have long advo-
cated that the education system of the 
United States must leave no child behind 
and must provide opportunities for every 
student; 

Whereas personal and social growth results 
in increased academic achievement; 

Whereas school counselors help develop 
well-rounded students by guiding them 
through their academic, personal, social, and 
career development; 

Whereas school counselors have been in-
strumental in helping students, teachers, 
and parents deal with the trauma that was 
inflicted upon them by hurricanes Katrina, 
Rita, and Wilma, and other recent natural 
disasters; 

Whereas students face myriad challenges 
every day, including peer pressure, depres-
sion, the deployment of family members to 
serve in conflicts overseas, and school vio-
lence; 

Whereas school counselors are usually the 
only professionals in a school building who 
are trained in both education and mental 
health matters; 

Whereas the roles and responsibilities of 
school counselors are often misunderstood, 
and the school counselor position is often 
among the first to be eliminated in order to 
meet budgetary constraints; 

Whereas the national average ratio of stu-
dents to school counselors of 476-to-1 is al-
most twice the 250-to-1 ratio recommended 
by the American School Counselor Associa-
tion, the American Counseling Association, 
the American Medical Association, the 
American Psychological Association, and 
other organizations; and 

Whereas the celebration of National 
School Counseling Week would increase 
awareness of the important and necessary 
role school counselors play in the lives of 
students in the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of February 4 

through February 8, 2008, as ‘‘National 
School Counseling Week’’; and 

(2) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe the week with appropriate 
ceremonies and activities that promote 
awareness of the role school counselors per-
form in the school and the community at 
large in preparing students for fulfilling 
lives as contributing members of society. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3960. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr. 
KERRY, and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
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amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3911 proposed by Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER (for himself and Mr. BOND) to the bill 
S. 2248, to amend the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978, to modernize and 
streamline the provisions of that Act, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3961. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, to authorize certain programs 
and activities in the Forest Service, the De-
partment of the Interior, and the Depart-
ment of Energy, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3962. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3963. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3964. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3965. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3966. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3967. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3968. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2483, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3969. Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SMITH, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KERRY, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mrs. CLINTON, and Ms. STABENOW) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3911 proposed by Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER (for himself and Mr. BOND) to 
the bill S. 2248, to amend the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978, to mod-
ernize and streamline the provisions of that 
Act, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3970. Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SMITH, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KERRY, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mrs. CLINTON, and Ms. STABENOW) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3918 proposed by Mr. 
REID to the bill S. 2248, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3971. Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SMITH, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KERRY, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
OBAMA, Mrs. CLINTON, and Ms. STABENOW) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2556, to extend the 
provisions of the Protect America Act of 2007 
for an additional 30 days; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3960. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, 
Mr. KERRY, and Mr. MENENDEZ) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3911 pro-
posed by Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself 

and Mr. BOND) to the bill S. 2248, to 
amend the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978, to modernize and 
streamline the provisions of that Act, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 6, line 13, strike ‘‘and’’ and all that 
follows through page 10, line 5, and insert the 
following: 

‘‘(4) shall not intentionally acquire any 
communication as to which the sender and 
all intended recipients are known at the 
time of the acquisition to be located in the 
United States; and 

‘‘(5) shall be conducted in a manner con-
sistent with the fourth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

‘‘(c) CONDUCT OF ACQUISITION.—An acquisi-
tion authorized under subsection (a) may be 
conducted only in accordance with— 

‘‘(1) a certification made by the Attorney 
General and the Director of National Intel-
ligence pursuant to subsection (f); and 

‘‘(2) the targeting and minimization proce-
dures required pursuant to subsections (d) 
and (e). 

‘‘(d) TARGETING PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT TO ADOPT.—The Attor-

ney General, in consultation with the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, shall adopt tar-
geting procedures that are reasonably de-
signed to ensure that any acquisition au-
thorized under subsection (a) is limited to 
targeting persons reasonably believed to be 
located outside the United States and does 
not result in the intentional acquisition of 
any communication as to which the sender 
and all intended recipients are known at the 
time of the acquisition to be located in the 
United States. 

‘‘(2) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—The procedures re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) shall be subject to 
judicial review pursuant to subsection (h). 

‘‘(e) MINIMIZATION PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT TO ADOPT.—The Attor-

ney General, in consultation with the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, shall adopt, con-
sistent with the requirements of section 
101(h) or section 301(4), minimization proce-
dures for acquisitions authorized under sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(2) PERSONS IN THE UNITED STATES.—The 
minimization procedures required by this 
subsection shall require the destruction, 
upon recognition, of any communication as 
to which the sender and all intended recipi-
ents are known to be located in the United 
States, a person has a reasonable expecta-
tion of privacy, and a warrant would be re-
quired for law enforcement purposes, unless 
the Attorney General determines that the 
communication indicates a threat of death 
or serious bodily harm to any person. 

‘‘(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—The minimization 
procedures required by this subsection shall 
be subject to judicial review pursuant to sub-
section (h). 

‘‘(f) CERTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to subpara-

graph (B), prior to the initiation of an acqui-
sition authorized under subsection (a), the 
Attorney General and the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence shall provide, under oath, 
a written certification, as described in this 
subsection. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—If the Attorney General 
and the Director of National Intelligence de-
termine that immediate action by the Gov-
ernment is required and time does not per-
mit the preparation of a certification under 
this subsection prior to the initiation of an 
acquisition, the Attorney General and the 

Director of National Intelligence shall pre-
pare such certification, including such deter-
mination, as soon as possible but in no event 
more than 168 hours after such determina-
tion is made. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A certification made 
under this subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) attest that— 
‘‘(i) there are reasonable procedures in 

place for determining that the acquisition 
authorized under subsection (a) is targeted 
at persons reasonably believed to be located 
outside the United States and that such pro-
cedures have been approved by, or will be 
submitted in not more than 5 days for ap-
proval by, the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court pursuant to subsection (h); 

‘‘(ii) there are reasonable procedures in 
place for determining that the acquisition 
authorized under subsection (a) does not re-
sult in the intentional acquisition of any 
communication as to which the sender and 
all intended recipients are known at the 
time of the acquisition to be located in the 
United States, and that such procedures 
have been approved by, or will be submitted 
in not more than 5 days for approval by, the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court pur-
suant to subsection (h); 

‘‘(iii) the procedures referred to in clauses 
(i) and (ii) are consistent with the require-
ments of the fourth amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States and do not 
permit the intentional targeting of any per-
son who is known at the time of acquisition 
to be located in the United States or the in-
tentional acquisition of any communication 
as to which the sender and all intended re-
cipients are known at the time of acquisition 
to be located in the United States; 

‘‘(iv) a significant purpose of the acquisi-
tion is to obtain foreign intelligence infor-
mation; 

‘‘(v) the minimization procedures to be 
used with respect to such acquisition— 

‘‘(I) meet the definition of minimization 
procedures under section 101(h) or section 
301(4); and 

‘‘(II) have been approved by, or will be sub-
mitted in not more than 5 days for approval 
by, the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court pursuant to subsection (h); 

‘‘(vi) the acquisition involves obtaining the 
foreign intelligence information from or 
with the assistance of an electronic commu-
nication service provider; and 

‘‘(vii) the acquisition does not constitute 
electronic surveillance, as limited by section 
701; and 

SA 3961. Mr. COBURN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2483, to authorize cer-
tain programs and activities in the 
Forest Service, the Department of the 
Interior, and the Department of En-
ergy, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE IX—MISCELLANEOUS 

SEC. 901 ANNUAL REPORT RELATING TO LAND 
OWNED BY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

not later than May 15, 2009, and annually 
thereafter, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘Director’’) shall ensure that a 
report that contains the information de-
scribed in subsection (b) is posted on a pub-
licly available website. 

(2) EXTENSION RELATING TO CERTAIN SEG-
MENT OF REPORT.—With respect to the date 
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