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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL—Continued 

[In thousands of dollars] 

Doc. 
No. 

Supplemental 
estimate 

Committee 
recommendation 

Committee rec-
ommendation com-
pared with supple-

mental estimate 
(∂ or ¥) 

110–108 Sec. 11208 Mine Resistant Ambush Protected Vehicle fund (emergency) ................................................................................................ 2,610,000 1,700,000 ¥910,000 

Total, General Provisions ............................................................................................................................................................... 2,610,000 1,700,000 ¥910,000 

Total, Chapter 2 ............................................................................................................................................................................. 65,960,936 65,921,157 ¥39,779 

Chapter 3 

General Provision 

Sec. 11308 rescission of emergency appropriations .................................................................................................................................. ...................................... ¥146,531 ¥146,531 

Total, Title XI ................................................................................................................................................................................. 166,015,369 165,427,034 ¥588,335 
Emergency appropriations, fiscal year 2008 ........................................................................................................................ (100,054,433 ) (99,652,408 ) (¥402,025 ) 
Advance appropriation, fiscal year 2009 (emergency) ........................................................................................................ (65,960,936 ) (65,921,157 ) (¥39,779 ) 
Rescission of emergency appropriations .............................................................................................................................. ...................................... (¥146,531 ) (¥146,531 ) 
(Additional transfer authority, emergency) ........................................................................................................................... ...................................... (2,500,000 ) (∂2,500,000 ) 

Grand total ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 183,824,374 212,186,649 ∂28,362,275 
Appropriations, fiscal year 2008 .......................................................................................................................................... ...................................... (555,000 ) (∂555,000 ) 
Emergency appropriations, fiscal year 2008 ........................................................................................................................ (108,063,276 ) (123,230,678 ) (+15,167,402 ) 
Advance appropriation, fiscal year 2009 (emergency) ........................................................................................................ (75,761,098 ) (89,400,502 ) (+13,639,404 ) 
Rescissions ........................................................................................................................................................................... ...................................... (¥555,000 ) (¥555,000 ) 
Rescission of emergency appropriations .............................................................................................................................. ...................................... (¥444,531 ) (¥444,531 ) 
(Additional transfer authority, emergency) ........................................................................................................................... ...................................... (2,500,000 ) (∂2,500,000 ) 
(Transfer out) ........................................................................................................................................................................ ...................................... ...................................... ......................................
(Transfer out) (emergency) ................................................................................................................................................... (¥115,400 ) (¥112,607 ) (∂2,793 ) 

h 
BROADCAST MEDIA OWNERSHIP 
Mr. KYL. Madam President, the cur-

rent newspaper-broadcast cross-owner-
ship rule prohibits the coownership of a 
newspaper and a broadcast station in 
the same market. This rule is the only 
local ownership rule that has not been 
modified by the Federal Communica-
tions Commission, FCC, since the own-
ership rules went into place over 30 
years ago. Despite massive innovation 
in the media marketplace, the advo-
cates of S.J. Res. 28, the Dorgan resolu-
tion, want to preserve an archaic rule 
that is no longer relevant or useful in 
today’s media world. 

On December 18, 2007, the FCC issued 
an order to provide a modest relaxation 
of the newspaper-broadcast cross-own-
ership prohibition in the top 20 mar-
kets. To ensure that one company 
doesn’t control the local media, the 
prohibition is only relaxed if there are 
eight independent television stations 
in the market. The rule change only 
applies to the acquisition of a tele-
vision station not ranking in the top 
four in any market, which essentially 
excludes network affiliated stations. 
The FCC’s order further mandates that 
all proposed newspaper-broadcast com-
binations be reviewed by the Commis-
sion on a case-by-case basis with the 
opportunity for public comment. Sim-
ply put, the new FCC rule provides a 
modest relief in a limited number of 
markets and ensures that any changes 
are carefully scrutinized. 

After 18 months of review and more 
than 150,000 filed comments, 10 empir-
ical studies, and 6 field hearings, the 
FCC fully vetted its decision to relax 
the newspaper-broadcast cross-owner-
ship rule. It determined that the 
‘‘harm’’ envisioned by cross-ownership 

is directly contradicted by simple 
facts. Currently, there are a number of 
newspaper-broadcast station ownership 
combinations that are exempt from the 
ban through grandfathers and waivers. 
These combinations have served the 
needs of the local communities well. 

The FCC also found that the ban on 
newspaper-broadcast combinations was 
established at a time when commu-
nications in any town consisted of a 
newspaper and, at best, a handful of 
local television and radio stations. The 
rule is antiquated in today’s media 
world where there are multiple sources 
of news and viewpoints, such as the 
Internet, satellite radio, blogs, cable, 
and other forms of communication. 

Finally, upholding the ban would 
also largely ignore the dire financial 
condition of the newspaper industry. 
Due to the multiple news and informa-
tion outlets available to consumers, 
local newspapers are finding it harder 
to make a profit. What is at stake here 
is the long-term health of newspapers 
and their ability to provide the kind of 
journalism that has served our demo-
cratic society well for more than 200 
years. Permitting cross-ownership with 
broadcast stations allows greater fi-
nancial efficiency in the market, al-
lowing some newspapers to survive. 

For all of these reasons, I will not 
support the Dorgan resolution. The 
FCC’s narrow rule will not lead to mass 
consolidation, and I would encourage 
my colleagues to consider the ramifica-
tions of reversing the FCC’s order. 

f 

NATIONAL POLICE WEEK 
Mrs. DOLE. Madam President, I rise 

to honor those officers from my home 
State of North Carolina who have lost 
their lives in the line of duty. 

In 1962, President John F. Kennedy 
signed a proclamation designating May 
15 as Peace Officers Memorial Day and 
the week in which that date falls as 
National Police Week. During this 
week, tens of thousands of law enforce-
ment officers come to Washington for 
events that honor their fallen com-
rades. 

Police officers are our country’s first 
line of defense. They dedicate their 
lives to making our Nation safer. While 
our servicemembers are fighting en-
emies abroad, our law enforcement of-
ficers are protecting our cities and 
towns here at home. 

Sometimes this duty calls for the ul-
timate sacrifice, and, over the past 
year, North Carolina lost nine heroic 
officers: Charles Johnson Adcock 
Callemyn of Durham; Jason Christian 
Campbell of Greenville; Sean Robert 
Clark of Charlotte; James Heath Har-
din of Hope Mills; Howard Joseph 
Plouff II of Winston-Salem; Jeffry 
Ryan Shelton of Charlotte; Alan Chris-
topher Silver of Rocky Mount; Shawn 
Joshua Dean Williams of Old Fort; and 
Bobby Lee Cox of Burke County. 

North Carolina, and indeed the whole 
country, is forever indebted to these 
and all of the Nation’s police officers 
who have lost their lives in the line of 
duty. May God bless the families of 
these brave men and women and com-
fort them with the fact that their loved 
one’s service has made America a bet-
ter, safer place. 

f 

ARMED FORCES DAY 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Madam President, 
over the course of this Nation’s his-
tory, generations of Americans have 
made tremendous sacrifices to protect 
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the freedoms we hold dear. Every May, 
we honor these courageous Americans 
on Armed Forces Day. 

Just a few years after the close of 
World War II, President Harry S. Tru-
man led the effort for this holiday. It 
was at the end of August, 1949, that 
Secretary of Defense Louis Johnson an-
nounced the creation of Armed Forces 
Day to replace separate days of cele-
bration for the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Air Force. 

This is a day for all of us as Ameri-
cans to come together to recognize our 
brave military men and women for 
their service, sacrifice, and dedication 
to our Nation. On this Armed Forces 
Day, we are reminded of the important 
contributions our service men and 
women are currently making overseas 
to help others come to know the free-
dom we enjoy. 

Let us not only remember all of the 
service men and women who have 
served our country so bravely, let us 
appreciate those serving at home and 
their families who sacrifice so much. 
On this day we thank members of our 
military for their selfless dedication to 
working everyday to protect our lib-
erty and freedom. 

As the home to more than 20 military 
installations and nearly 2 million vet-
erans, this past Saturday was a proud 
day for many Floridians. I salute all 
those who have given up so much for 
our Nation, and express my tremen-
dous gratitude for their service. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

SERGEANT ISAAC PALOMAREZ 
Mr. SALAZAR. Madam President, I 

rise today to honor the life of Army 
Sergeant Isaac Palomarez of Loveland, 
CO. Sergeant Palomarez was killed last 
Friday in Kapisa Province, Afghani-
stan. He and his unit were working to 
root out Taliban cells and insurgent 
networks when his patrol ran across a 
roadside bomb and was then attacked 
with grenades and small arms. Isaac 
Palomarez was 26 years old. 

Those who knew Sergeant Palomarez 
describe him as a gifted student, a spir-
ited competitor and successful athlete, 
and a soldier committed to honoring 
his country and fulfilling his duty. 

He was an honor student at Loveland 
High School who excelled in math, was 
an avid reader of military history, and 
filled his free time with sports. He 
helped Loveland High School’s football 
team win a State championship in 2000, 
using his talent, work ethic, and heart 
to outcompete opponents who out-
weighed him by 50 or a hundred pounds. 

After graduating from high school in 
2001, Isaac took classes at Colorado 
State University, but was uncertain 
about which path to choose. In 2004, 
sensing a responsibility to serve his 
country and his community, he en-
listed in the Army, following in the 
footsteps of his father. He was assigned 

to A Company, 1st Battalion, 506th In-
fantry Regiment, 101st Airborne Divi-
sion, out of Fort Campbell, KY. 

Sergeant Palomarez’s first deploy-
ment was to Iraq, in 2005. After a year, 
he returned safely, in answer to the 
prayers of his family and friends. 

Earlier this year he deployed again, 
this time to Afghanistan. Kapisa Prov-
ince, in northwest Afghanistan, re-
mains an outpost for Taliban and in-
surgent forces, and is a strategic link 
between the border regions and Af-
ghanistan’s capital, Kabul. Sergeant 
Palomarez was working with his unit 
and coalition forces to deny extremists 
a foothold in this critical area. It was 
a dangerous mission in an unforgiving 
place. 

Sergeant Palomarez served in the fin-
est tradition of America’s soldiers. He 
was professional, compassionate, and 
committed to his country, community, 
and family. Shortly before he was 
killed, he borrowed a cell phone from 
another soldier, called his mother, and 
wished her a happy Mother’s Day in ad-
vance. It was the last time he spoke 
with his family—news of Isaac’s death 
reached his family before Mother’s Day 
arrived. 

The sense of duty and purpose that 
inspired Sergeant Palomarez’s service 
is fundamental to our Nation’s liberty 
and our democracy. The strength of 
our union stems from the willingness 
of American citizens to work and fight 
for the rights and freedoms of others, 
no matter the danger or the cost. 

This was the message that William 
Allen White, the famous newspaper edi-
tor, delivered to Northwestern Univer-
sity graduates in 1936 as the specter of 
fascism loomed over Europe and Asia. 
‘‘Liberty, if it shall cement man into 
political unity,’’ said White, ‘‘must be 
something more than a man’s concep-
tion of his rights, much more than his 
desire to fight for his own rights. True 
liberty is founded upon a lively sense of 
the rights of others and a fighting con-
viction that the rights of others must 
be maintained. Only when a people 
have this love of liberty, this militant 
belief in the sacredness of another 
man’s self-respect, do races and nations 
possess the catalyzer in their political 
and social organism which produces 
the chemical miracle of crystallized 
national unity and strength. We Amer-
icans have had it for three hundred 
years on this continent. It was in the 
blood of our fathers. It was the basis of 
our faith in humanity when we wrote 
our constitution.’’ 

In Isaac Palomarez’s honorable serv-
ice we find the same love of liberty 
that has bound our union, generation 
after generation. In his courage and 
commitment to helping others, we are 
inspired to a greater faith in humanity. 
And in his sacrifice, we are humbled 
and indebted. 

To Sergeant Palomarez’s parents, 
Elma and Candido, to his three older 

brothers, and to all his friends and 
family, I know no words that can as-
suage the pain you feel. I hope that in 
time your grief will give way to the 
pride you must feel for your son, to the 
joy that he stirred among those who 
knew him, and to the knowledge that 
his country will always honor his leg-
acy. He will never be forgotten. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING CHARLES RUCH 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, I 
wish to recognize the contributions of 
Dr. Charles Ruch to my home State of 
South Dakota. 

I have known Dr. Ruch since he be-
came president of the South Dakota 
School of Mines and Technology in 
2003. During his tenure, technology, in-
novation, and collaboration were con-
tinually the focus, and the School of 
Mines and the students there are the 
beneficiaries of Dr. Ruch’s commit-
ment to this vision. Dr. Ruch was in-
strumental in bringing the School of 
Mines and the community together to 
increase opportunities for research, 
scholarship, and economic development 
in Rapid City and across the State of 
South Dakota. 

Dr. Ruch’s emphasis on collaboration 
led to the Black Hills Development 
Center being located on the campus 
and the campus coming together to 
achieve the goals that were established 
in the Strategic Agenda of the School 
of Mines. I was consistently impressed 
by his love of the school, as well as his 
desire to improve programs and re-
search opportunities for students and 
professors. Dr. Ruch is leaving the 
School of Mines just as funding com-
mitments have been made to support 
the new Chemical and Biological Engi-
neering building. The new building was 
one of the School of Mines’ goals when 
Dr. Ruch arrived in 2003, and it is only 
fitting that the project is being real-
ized as Dr. Ruch retires. As South Da-
kota established the Sanford Labora-
tory and we work with the National 
Science Foundation to establish a Deep 
Underground Science Laboratory, Dr. 
Ruch leaves the South Dakota School 
of Mines well-equipped to partner in 
these research projects. 

Dr. Ruch has been an exceptional 
partner in improving collegiate oppor-
tunities in my home State and con-
stantly sought new innovative pro-
grams, research grants, and post-grad-
uate opportunities for students at the 
School of Mines. I would like to thank 
Dr. Ruch for his excellent service to 
students, the school, and the State of 
South Dakota. We all congratulate him 
on a very successful 5 years. His vision 
and enthusiasm for the South Dakota 
School of Mines and Technology will be 
sorely missed.∑ 
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