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(6) RISK MANAGEMENT PURCHASE REQUIREMENT 

WAIVER FOR 2009 CROP YEAR.—Section 901(g) of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497(g)) is 
amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 

by striking ‘‘(other than subsection (c))’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(other than subsections (c) and (d))’’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, ex-
cluding grazing land’’ after ‘‘producers on the 
farm’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘grazed, 
planted,’’ and inserting ‘‘planted’’; 

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘(4)’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘In the case’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(4) WAIVERS FOR CERTAIN CROP YEARS.— 
‘‘(A) 2008 CROP YEAR.—In the case’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) 2009 CROP YEAR.—In the case of an in-

surable commodity or noninsurable commodity 
for the 2009 crop year that does not meet the re-
quirements of paragraph (1) and the relevant 
crop insurance program sales closing date or 
noninsured crop assistance program fee pay-
ment date was prior to August 14, 2008, the Sec-
retary shall waive paragraph (1) if the eligible 
producer of the insurable commodity or non-
insurable commodity pays a fee in an amount 
equal to the applicable noninsured crop assist-
ance program fee or catastrophic risk protection 
plan fee required under paragraph (1) to the 
Secretary not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of this subparagraph.’’. 

(7) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.—Section 901(h) of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497(h)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) TRANSITION RULE.—Sections 1001, 1001A, 
1001B, and 1001D of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308 et seq.) as in effect on Sep-
tember 30, 2007, shall continue to apply with re-
spect to 2008 crops.’’. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE (during the read-
ing). Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Madam 

Speaker, I submit for printing in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD the following exchange of let-
ters between the Committee on Agriculture 
and the Committee on Ways and Means with 
regards to H.R. 6849. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 

Washington, DC, September 27, 2008. 
Hon. COLLIN PETERSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN PETERSON: I am writing re-
garding H.R. 6849, which may be considered 
on the floor today, and which includes 
amendments to section 901 of the Trade Act 
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497(a)). As you know, the 
Committee on Ways and Means has jurisdic-
tion over legislation amending the Trade Act 
of 1974, and thus, these amendments fall 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

However, in order to expedite this bill for 
floor consideration, the Committee will 
forgo action. This is being done with the un-
derstanding that it does not in any way prej-
udice the Committee with respect to the ap-
pointment of conferees or its jurisdictional 
prerogatives on this bill or similar legisla-
tion in the future. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter, confirming this understanding with 

respect to H.R. 6849, and would ask that a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Record. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES B. RANGEL, 

Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, DC, September 27, 2008. 

Hon. CHARLES B. RANGEL, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 

Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN RANGEL: Thank you for 
your letter regarding the Committee on 
Ways and Means’ jurisdictional interest in 
H.R. 6849. 

I appreciate your willingness to expedite 
this legislation for Floor consideration, with 
the understanding that it does not prejudice 
your Committee’s jurisdictional prerogatives 
on this or similar legislation. 

I will submit a copy of your letter and this 
response as part of the Congressional Record 
during consideration of the legislation on 
the House floor. Thank you for your support 
of H.R. 6849 and your cooperation as we work 
towards enactment of this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
COLLIN C. PETERSON, 

Chairman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill just considered. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

PRICE OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
ACT 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 6098) 
to amend the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 to improve the financial assist-
ance provided to State, local, and trib-
al governments for information sharing 
activities, and for other purposes, with 
a Senate amendment thereto, and con-
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as follows: 
Senate amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Personnel Reim-
bursement for Intelligence Cooperation and En-
hancement of Homeland Security Act of 2008’’ or 
the ‘‘PRICE of Homeland Security Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CLARIFICATION ON USE OF FUNDS. 

Section 2008 of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 609) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking ‘‘Grants’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘used’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘The Ad-
ministrator shall permit the recipient of a grant 
under section 2003 or 2004 to use grant funds’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (10), by inserting ‘‘, regard-
less of whether such analysts are current or new 
full-time employees or contract employees’’ after 
‘‘analysts’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as 

paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS ON DISCRETION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the use of 

amounts awarded to a grant recipient under 
section 2003 or 2004 for personnel costs in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2) of this subsection, 
the Administrator may not— 

‘‘(i) impose a limit on the amount of the 
award that may be used to pay for personnel, or 
personnel-related, costs that is higher or lower 
than the percent limit imposed in paragraph 
(2)(A); or 

‘‘(ii) impose any additional limitation on the 
portion of the funds of a recipient that may be 
used for a specific type, purpose, or category of 
personnel, or personnel-related, costs. 

‘‘(B) ANALYSTS.—If amounts awarded to a 
grant recipient under section 2003 or 2004 are 
used for paying salary or benefits of a qualified 
intelligence analyst under subsection (a)(10), 
the Administrator shall make such amounts 
available without time limitations placed on the 
period of time that the analyst can serve under 
the grant.’’. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE (during the read-
ing). Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill just considered. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

RELATING TO SELECTIVE SERVICE 
REGISTRATION 

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform be discharged from further con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7216) to 
amend section 3328 of title 5, United 
States Code, relating to Selective Serv-
ice registration, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House. 

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

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 
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