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CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF JOHN 
MICHAEL GRANVILLE, AN AMER-
ICAN DIPLOMAT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HIGGINS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and pay tribute to an 
outstanding citizen of Buffalo and 
Western New York, John Michael 
Granville, an American diplomat who 
devoted his life to promoting peace 
through his humanitarian work in the 
continent of Africa. 

John Granville worked for the United 
States Agency for International Devel-
opment in Sudan. He was fatally shot 
on New Year’s Day after attending a 
party at the British Embassy in Khar-
toum. His driver was also killed. His 
sudden passing is a great shock to all 
of us, and my thoughts and prayers are 
with his family and friends at this dif-
ficult time. 

In this senseless tragedy, we lost a 
man of peace and purpose, a man who 
dedicated himself to serving people 
that most of us will never know in a 
place we will never visit. 

John’s love for Africa, its culture, its 
people was nurtured during his years of 
service there. His most recent work in-
volved distributing radios to people in 
the southern part of Sudan to support 
his agency’s broadcasting initiative in 
the region which was recovering from 
21 years of civil war. The goal was to 
prepare southern Sudan for elections in 
2009 and a possible referendum on inde-
pendence in 2011. 

Before joining the United States 
Agency for International Development, 
John served as a Peace Corps volunteer 
in Cameroon where he helped build the 
first school in a rural village there. 

In my capacity as a member of the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Subcommittee on National Security 
and Foreign Affairs, I have traveled to 
Sudan. I have seen firsthand how im-
portant the work of peacemakers like 
John is to the people in these war-torn 
regions. 

John knew the dangers he faced, and 
he went anyway, with dignity and con-
viction. Such was his commitment to 
serve the people of Africa. 

John Granville was a thoughtful and 
honorable man who was deeply loved 
by his family, friends and the commu-
nity in my hometown of South Buffalo, 
New York. We are proud to salute John 
and honor him for his lasting service to 
our Nation and for the important hu-
manitarian work that he was doing in 
Africa. 

John was a graduate of Canisius High 
School and Fordham University and 
earned a master’s degree in inter-
national development from Clark Uni-
versity. A memorial scholarship has 
been established at Canisius High 

School in his memory as family, 
friends and classmates want to make 
sure that he is never forgotten. 

We know John will be missed beyond 
measure by his loving mother, Jane; 
his beloved sister, Katie; and brother- 
in-law, Sean; his loving nieces, Caro-
lina, Julia, Hanna and Molly; and neph-
ew, Matthew; his extended family and 
dear friends. 

I take the liberty of honoring John’s 
life and legacy by including the state-
ment issued by his family shortly after 
his death, and it read’s: ‘‘John’s life 
was a celebration of love, hope and 
peace. He will be missed by many peo-
ple throughout the world whose lives 
were touched and made better because 
of his care.’’ 

Everyone who knew and was influ-
enced by John will mourn his loss in 
their own way. I will do my part to 
honor John’s memory by calling upon 
the administration to strengthen its ef-
forts to protect American diplomats 
serving overseas and to help end the 
genocide in Darfur and to bring peace 
and reconciliation to the Sudan. 

Mr. Speaker, on this night, this sol-
emn and peaceful night in our Nation’s 
capital, a neighborhood grieves because 
a family from that neighborhood 
grieves. Our neighborhood and family 
grieve the loss of a young, courageous 
man of peace and reconciliation. And 
Mr. Speaker, as we have lost a great 
young man doing God’s work, tonight 
our Nation grieves with them. 

f 

REAUTHORIZATION OF THE HOPE 
VI PROGRAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
OLVER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, last month 
at a hearing of the Subcommittee on 
Energy and Water of the Appropria-
tions Committee we heard expert, cor-
roborated testimony that heating and 
cooling and the electrical fixtures and 
appliances in buildings in the indus-
trial, commercial and residential sec-
tors use nearly 50 percent of all the en-
ergy that is used in America today and 
thereby were responsible for nearly 50 
percent of the greenhouse gas emis-
sions that cause global warming. 

We were also told that we could re-
duce by one-half the energy used in 
new or renovated buildings using 
present knowledge and technology. 

One month ago, because of the power-
ful and insistent leadership of Speaker 
NANCY PELOSI, and the critical co-
operation of Chairmen DINGELL and 
MARKEY and a host of others from both 
parties, this Congress passed and the 
President signed landmark energy leg-
islation. 

That new law focused heavily on re-
ducing the fossil fuel used in transpor-
tation by raising corporate average 
fleet efficiency standards to 35 miles 

per gallon by the year 2020 and man-
dating production of 36 billion gallons 
of biofuel, mostly ethanol, by the year 
2020. 

But equally important were some 
provisions relating to buildings, what I 
have said already, which use nearly 50 
percent of all the energy used in Amer-
ica today. First, the increased energy 
efficiency standards for appliances 
used in commercial and residential 
buildings; second, the goal that all 
commercial buildings built after the 
year 2025 would use zero net energy; 
third, that all federally constructed 
buildings would reduce their general 
energy usage by 30 percent by the year 
2015; and fourth, that all new Federal 
buildings reduce their fossil fuel-pro-
duced energy by 55 percent in 2010 and 
eliminate by 2030 all fossil fuel-pro-
duced energy. 

Our first opportunity to meet the 
spirit of this landmark energy bill 
comes in the bill before us tomorrow, 
the reauthorization of the Hope VI pro-
gram. 

This reauthorization proposes a reju-
venated program at $800 million a year 
which with just Hope VI dollars alone 
could produce as many as 4,000 units 
per year of housing, affordable housing 
for people with low income. Put in per-
spective, those potential affordable 
housing units represent less than 0.1 
percent less than 1/1000th of the hous-
ing built in this country each year, and 
virtually all of the cost is borne by the 
Federal Government. 

The bill includes an extremely im-
portant provision that projects must 
use green community criteria to be eli-
gible for the Federal funding. Numer-
ous cities and even States already re-
quire or use compliance with such 
green community criteria. 

Washington, DC, for instance, re-
quires the criteria for all residential 
construction, not just public construc-
tion. 

Washington State requires criteria 
stronger than the green community 
base criteria for all State-funded hous-
ing. 

Maine requires similar criteria for all 
housing built with public dollars in 
that State. 

Cities from coast to coast, such as 
Cleveland, Ohio, and Boston, Massa-
chusetts, and Portland, Oregon, have 
already built Hope VI projects com-
plying with the green community cri-
teria. An assessment of the added costs 
for construction using such criteria 
and for some 20 already completed 
projects shows an average of 2.4 per-
cent increase in construction costs. 

But we build housing to last for 50 to 
100 years. Such projects exceed savings 
in energy costs that are greater than 
the construction costs that is slightly 
higher within about 5 years, and those 
savings accrue to the low-income fami-
lies using that housing over the 50- to 
100-year lifetime of the housing. 
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The benefits go to the low-income 

families directly if the families pay 
their utility bills directly or those ben-
efits go to the public housing authori-
ties if the authority itself pays the 
utility bill for the housing unit. And 
those benefits are then passed on to the 
tenants, and they require less of an ap-
propriation in operating costs by our 
government to the public housing au-
thorities in the various cities around 
the country that use this housing. 

We should not lose this opportunity 
to meet the spirit of the energy bill, 
the new energy law, that landmark leg-
islation which we have all touted and 
so strongly supported. We should use 
the best green criteria available to pro-
mote healthier homes for low-income 
families and save all of that energy 
over the long haul. 

f 

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 
BILLY MACLEOD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor Private First Class Billy 
MacLeod. 

Private First Class Billy MacLeod of 
Cheboygan, Michigan, was a brave 19- 
year-old who answered the call to duty 
and served our Nation during the Ko-
rean War. 

Billy was among the thousands of 
U.S. and other United Nations 
servicemembers pitted against the 
North Koreans and Chinese in the Bat-
tle of Chosin Reservoir. These men 
were outnumbered by the Chinese and 
faced bitter cold winter temperatures. 

It was in this battle on November 28, 
1950, that Billy lost his life fighting for 
his country. 

The Army first declared Billy miss-
ing in action, but soon after informed 
his family that Billy was, in fact, 
killed in action. Unfortunately, Billy’s 
body was not recovered, and Billy’s 
family was never able to welcome him 
home. 

After 58 years, and through the use of 
modern technology, the Army posi-
tively identified Billy’s remains. 
Billy’s body, along with five of his 
comrades, was discovered in 2002 by ac-
cident when a road was being built 
near the trench where he was buried. 

Army officials recovered about 90 
percent of Billy’s remains and were 
successful in matching his DNA with 
that of his half-brother, Burnie Potter. 
Burnie Potter had given the Army a 
DNA sample years ago on the chance 
that Billy’s remains might one day be 
recovered. 

On October 31 of just last year, 
Burnie Potter and the rest of Billy’s 
extended family finally received their 
answers. Billy had been found and was 
coming home. 

Since October, the family and the 
community has been busy planning for 

his return. Originally, Billy was to be 
reunited with his family at the 
Pellston Regional Airport, just a short 
20 miles from his hometown of Che-
boygan, Michigan, on January 15. 

However, just a few days short before 
Billy’s expected arrival, his family was 
informed that they’d have to pick up 
his remains in Traverse City, Michi-
gan. Traverse City is 100 miles away 
from his home. This is easily a 2-hour 
drive, if not more, during the winter 
months. 

Upon learning this news from a 
friend, I offered my assistance and im-
mediately contacted the Army. After 
numerous phone calls, I learned that 
repatriated soldiers like Billy are 
treated differently than soldiers who 
are killed in active military theaters 
like Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Under current regulations, the De-
partment of Defense does not use mili-
tary aircraft to transport repatriated 
soldiers to their final resting place and 
instead use only commercial aviation. 
I was told that the Pellston Airport 
was too small to accommodate a com-
mercial plane that could transport 
Billy’s remains. I don’t buy it. The 
Pellston Regional Airport is a rather 
large airport. It is not a small airport. 

Furthermore, I was told by the De-
partment of Defense that it does not 
provide an honor guard at the airport 
when a repatriated soldier returns 
home. Both policies differ for current 
theater deaths. For soldiers who are 
killed in active theater, the military 
uses both military and civilian aircraft 
to reach a family’s desired resting 
place and provide a military honor 
guard at the airport upon the body’s 
arrival. 

Why does the Department of Defense 
not treat our soldiers the same way? 
Why does it matter, or does it really 
matter, if a soldier was killed yester-
day or 50 years ago defending our coun-
try? A man died fighting for our coun-
try and we should honor him to the 
fullest possible extent. This means 
bringing his remains to the airport 
closest to his final resting place and 
providing full military honors upon the 
plane’s arrival as well as at the fu-
neral. 

It was only through pressure from 
my office that the military provided a 
nine-member contingent of the Michi-
gan State Funeral Honors Team at the 
Traverse City Airport. To honor Billy’s 
memory, and to ensure that this does 
not happen again to another family 
member, I will work to change the cur-
rent Department of Defense policy on 
repatriated soldiers. In my short time 
in Congress, this has been the third re-
patriated soldier. Whether it was from 
Vietnam or World War II or now the 
Korean War, each and every soldier 
should be treated the same and should 
be given full military honors when 
they return home after sacrificing 
their life for their country. Every sol-

dier should be treated the same, with 
the same honors and respect upon their 
homecoming. 

The Korean War, Mr. Speaker, is 
often referenced as the United States’ 
forgotten war, but Billy MacLeod will 
not be forgotten. I know all of Che-
boygan County and northern Michigan 
residents are proud of Billy and are 
pleased that this brave soldier will be 
coming home to his northern Michigan 
home. 

On behalf of a grateful nation, we say 
thank you and may God bless you, 
Billy MacLeod. You were never forgot-
ten. 
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REVISIONS TO ALLOCATIONS FOR 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED 
SERVICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, under section 
302 of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Reso-
lution on the Budget for fiscal year 2008, I 
hereby submit for printing in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD a revision to the budget allo-
cations and aggregates for certain House 
committees for fiscal year 2008 and the period 
of 2008 through 2012. This revision represents 
an adjustment to certain House committee 
budget allocation and aggregates for the pur-
poses of sections 302 and 311 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended, 
and in response to the consideration of H.R. 
4986 (National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2008). Corresponding tables are 
attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, this 
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates applies while the measure is under 
consideration. The adjustments will take effect 
upon enactment of the measure. For purposes 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended, a revised allocation made under 
section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21 is to be con-
sidered as an allocation included in the resolu-
tion. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Year 
2007 

Fiscal Year 
2008 1 

Fiscal Years 
2008–2012 2 

Current Aggregates: 3 
Budget Authority ......... 2,250,680 2,354,727 n.a. 
Outlays ........................ 2,263,759 2,358,862 n.a. 
Revenues ..................... 1,900,340 2,016,857 11,141,747 

Change in the National 
Defense Authorization Act 
(H.R. 4986): 

Budget Authority ......... 0 ¥6 n.a. 
Outlays ........................ 0 ¥31 n.a. 
Revenues ..................... 0 2 ¥13 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ......... 2,250,680 2,354,721 n.a. 
Outlays ........................ 2,263,759 2,358,831 n.a. 
Revenues ..................... 1,900,340 2,016,859 11,141,734 

1 Current aggregates do not include spending covered by section 
207(d)(1)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities). The section has 
not been triggered to date in Appropriations action. 

2 Change in revenue aggregate required for the Tax Increase Prevention 
Act, P.L. 110–166, has been readjusted pursuant to section 321 of S. Con. 
Res. 21. 

3 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget 
resolution. 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 
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