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b 1944 

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

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to per-
sonal business in the 13th Congressional Dis-
trict of Michigan, I was unable to attend sev-
eral rollcall votes. Had I been present, on roll-
call number 555 I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on 
rollcall number 556 I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
and on rollcall number 557 I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I wish to let the RECORD reflect my 
intent when I voted on rollcall vote No. 
552. On that vote I meant to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
and I voted ‘‘no.’’ The reason why was 
because I was out in the hallway speak-
ing with an intern doing an exit inter-
view and we were in the midst of 2- 
minute votes at that point. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1338, PAY-
CHECK FAIRNESS ACT 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-

tions in the engrossment of H.R. 1338, 
including corrections in spelling, punc-
tuation, section and title, numbering, 
cross-referencing, conforming amend-
ments to the table of contents and 
short titles, and the insertion of appro-
priate headings. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

LIBYAN CLAIMS RESOLUTION ACT 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the Senate bill (S. 3370) 
to resolve pending claims against 
Libya by United States nationals, and 
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
The text of the Senate bill is as fol-

lows: 
S. 3370 

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 ‘‘Libyan 
Claims Resolution Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘appropriate congressional 

committees’’ means the Committee on For-
eign Relations and the Committee on the Ju-
diciary of the Senate and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the House of Representatives; 

(2) the term ‘‘claims agreement’’ means an 
international agreement between the United 
States and Libya, binding under inter-
national law, that provides for the settle-
ment of terrorism-related claims of nation-
als of the United States against Libya 
through fair compensation; 

(3) the term ‘‘national of the United 
States’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 101(a)(22) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); 

(4) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of State; and 

(5) the term ‘‘state sponsor of terrorism’’ 
means a country the government of which 
the Secretary has determined, for purposes 
of section 6(j) of the Export Administration 
Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2405(j)), section 
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2371), section 40 of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2780), or any other pro-
vision of law, is a government that has re-
peatedly provided support for acts of inter-
national terrorism. 
SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

Congress supports the President in his ef-
forts to provide fair compensation to all na-
tionals of the United States who have ter-
rorism-related claims against Libya through 
a comprehensive settlement of claims by 
such nationals against Libya pursuant to an 
international agreement between the United 
States and Libya as a part of the process of 
restoring normal relations between Libya 
and the United States. 

SEC. 4. ENTITY TO ASSIST IN IMPLEMENTATION 
OF CLAIMS AGREEMENT. 

(a) DESIGNATION OF ENTITY.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.—The Secretary, by publi-

cation in the Federal Register, may, after 
consultation with the appropriate congres-
sional committees, designate 1 or more enti-
ties to assist in providing compensation to 
nationals of the United States, pursuant to a 
claims agreement. 

(2) AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY.—The des-
ignation of an entity under paragraph (1) is 
within the sole discretion of the Secretary, 
and may not be delegated. The designation 
shall not be subject to judicial review. 

(b) IMMUNITY.— 
(1) PROPERTY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, if the Secretary des-
ignates any entity under subsection (a)(1), 
any property described in subparagraph (B) 
of this paragraph shall be immune from at-
tachment or any other judicial process. Such 
immunity shall be in addition to any other 
applicable immunity. 

(B) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property 
described in this subparagraph is any prop-
erty that— 

(i) relates to the claims agreement; and 
(ii) for the purpose of implementing the 

claims agreement, is— 
(I) held by an entity designated by the Sec-

retary under subsection (a)(1); 
(II) transferred to the entity; or 
(III) transferred from the entity. 
(2) OTHER ACTS.—An entity designated by 

the Secretary under subsection (a)(1), and 
any person acting through or on behalf of 
such entity, shall not be liable in any Fed-
eral or State court for any action taken to 
implement a claims agreement. 

(c) NONAPPLICABILITY OF THE GOVERNMENT 
CORPORATION CONTROL ACT.—An entity des-
ignated by the Secretary under subsection 
(a)(1) shall not be subject to chapter 91 of 
title 31, United States Code (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Government Corporation Con-
trol Act’’). 
SEC. 5. RECEIPT OF ADEQUATE FUNDS; IMMUNI-

TIES OF LIBYA. 
(a) IMMUNITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, upon submission of a 
certification described in paragraph (2)— 

(A) Libya, an agency or instrumentality of 
Libya, and the property of Libya or an agen-
cy or instrumentality of Libya, shall not be 
subject to the exceptions to immunity from 
jurisdiction, liens, attachment, and execu-
tion contained in section 1605A, 1605(a)(7), or 
1610 (insofar as section 1610 relates to a judg-
ment under such section 1605A or 1605(a)(7)) 
of title 28, United States Code; 

(B) section 1605A(c) of title 28, United 
States Code, section 1083(c) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2008 (Public Law 110–181; 122 Stat. 342; 28 
U.S.C. 1605A note), section 589 of the Foreign 
Operations, Export Financing, and Related 
Programs Appropriations Act, 1997 (28 U.S.C. 
1605 note), and any other private right of ac-
tion relating to acts by a state sponsor of 
terrorism arising under Federal, State, or 
foreign law shall not apply with respect to 
claims against Libya, or any of its agencies, 
instrumentalities, officials, employees, or 
agents in any action in a Federal or State 
court; and 

(C) any attachment, decree, lien, execu-
tion, garnishment, or other judicial process 
brought against property of Libya, or prop-
erty of any agency, instrumentality, official, 
employee, or agent of Libya, in connection 
with an action that would be precluded by 
subparagraph (A) or (B) shall be void. 
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(2) CERTIFICATION.—A certification de-

scribed in this paragraph is a certification— 
(A) by the Secretary to the appropriate 

congressional committees; and 
(B) stating that the United States Govern-

ment has received funds pursuant to the 
claims agreement that are sufficient to en-
sure— 

(i) payment of the settlements referred to 
in section 654(b) of division J of the Consoli-
dated Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public Law 
110–161; 121 Stat. 2342); and 

(ii) fair compensation of claims of nation-
als of the United States for wrongful death 
or physical injury in cases pending on the 
date of enactment of this Act against Libya 
arising under section 1605A of title 28, United 
States Code (including any action brought 
under section 1605(a)(7) of title 28, United 
States Code, or section 589 of the Foreign Op-
erations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 1997 (28 U.S.C. 
1605 note), that has been given effect as if the 
action had originally been filed under 
1605A(c) of title 28, United States Code, pur-
suant to section 1083(c) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 
(Public Law 110–181; 122 Stat. 342; 28 U.S.C. 
1605A note)). 

(b) TEMPORAL SCOPE.—Subsection (a) shall 
apply only with respect to any conduct or 
event occurring before June 30, 2006, regard-
less of whether, or the extent to which, ap-
plication of that subsection affects any ac-
tion filed before, on, or after that date. 

(c) AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY.—The 
certification by the Secretary referred to in 
subsection (a)(2) may not be delegated, and 
shall not be subject to judicial review. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 6599, and that I may include 
tabular material on the same. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: H.R. 6309, H. Res. 1143, H.R. 6208, 
H.R. 6437, H. Res. 1357, H.R. 6083, S. 
3295, H. Res. 1324, S. 3294, H.R. 4255, 
H.R. 6225, H.R. 6221, H.R. 674, H. Res. 
1288, H. Res. 1151, H. Res. 1332, in each 
case de novo. 

f 

LEAD-SAFE HOUSING FOR KIDS 
ACT OF 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, H.R. 6309, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
ELLISON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6309, as 
amended. 

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

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to amend the Residential Lead- 
Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 
1992 to define environmental interven-
tion blood lead level, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF THE APPLE CRUNCH 
AND THE NATION’S DOMESTIC 
APPLE INDUSTRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and agreeing to 
the resolution, H. Res. 1143. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1143. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

LANCE CORPORAL MATTHEW P. 
PATHENOS POST OFFICE BUILDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, H.R. 6208. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6208. 

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. 

f 

CORPORAL ALFRED MAC WILSON 
POST OFFICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, H.R. 6437. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 

the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6437. 

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. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 20TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE CIVIL LIBERTIES 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and agreeing to 
the resolution, H. Res. 1357, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

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 resolution, H. 
Res. 1357, 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. 

The title of the resolution was 
amended so as to read: ‘‘Recognizing 
the significance of the 20th anniversary 
of the signing of the Civil Liberties Act 
of 1988 and the greatness of America in 
her ability to admit and remedy past 
mistakes and to recognize that there 
are other communities who may have 
suffered the mistakes of our govern-
ment but have not received an apology 
and reparations.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING FUNDING FOR THE 
NATIONAL ADVOCACY CENTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, H.R. 6083, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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 pass the bill, H.R. 6083, as 
amended. 

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

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to authorize funding to conduct 
a national training program for State 
and local prosecutors.’’ 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR PATENT AND 
TRADEMARK JUDICIAL APPOINT-
MENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
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