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went on to go out and think about how 
he might expand it. 

Well, I appreciate the issues that he 
is referring to. Those are issues that, in 
fact, the Justice Department is looking 
at, a number of allegations that they 
are looking at. 

But that is not part of this bill. And 
I go back and I ask my colleague, 
please read the bill. The bill talks 
about an active part that a chief State 
election official might take in political 
management or in a political cam-
paign, which means serving as a mem-
ber of an authorized committee of a 
candidate for Federal office, or the use 
of official authority, official authority 
to influence for the purpose of inter-
fering with or affecting the result of an 
election for Federal office. 

That is a very different situation 
than what my colleague is referring to. 
And he seems to be concerned about 
the Secretaries of State. I respect them 
greatly. A lot of them support this bill. 
Some of them don’t. I am not sure I un-
derstand why they don’t, because what 
we are doing here is talking about not 
them so much as the voters. It is about 
the voters. And the most important 
thing is that voters trust that elections 
are fair. 

And my colleague would suggest that 
maybe there shouldn’t be any rules; 
but I think we do have some rules, and 
it is important that we have them. We 
have them for judges as well. 

So I think we need to understand 
what is in this bill. It is not solving all 
the problems that have been raised, but 
it is solving a very important one for 
voters. And they do need to feel, and 
we saw it happen in our history, in our 
pretty recent history, that it is an 
issue for people. It should be. 

Why shouldn’t people be concerned 
that their State official person who is 
overseeing, who is supervising elec-
tions doesn’t have a bias that is quite 
clear? 

Mr. Speaker, many years ago I was 
very active with the League of Women 
Voters. And one of the rules is, if you 
are a key official, a vice president 
overseeing the election process for that 
organization, for the community, or a 
president, that you don’t get involved 
in political activity. That is one of the 
rules. I thought it was a great rule, and 
I was very happy to adhere to it. 

This gets to be serious business be-
cause we have people out in the streets 
and we know that because they were 
concerned about this issue. So I think 
this is important. It is very narrowly 
drawn, of course, and it should be. And 
I would certainly hope that my col-
leagues would really take a serious 
look at this because we need to ensure 
that voters trust the election. That is 
what this is about. And I believe that 
they have every right, and we have 
every right to make certain that that 
judgment is there, and that there is 
nothing that gets in the way between 
the voters and the political process. 

Remember, these are Federal elec-
tions. And article I, section 4 of the 
Constitution gives Congress the au-
thority to makes laws governing the 
time, the place and the manner of hold-
ing Federal elections. This is in our 
purview. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 512, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

SMITHSONIAN CONSERVATION BI-
OLOGY INSTITUTE ENHANCE-
MENT ACT 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 5717) to authorize 
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution to plan, design, and 
construct a facility and to enter into 
agreements relating to education pro-
grams at the National Zoological Park 
facility in Front Royal, Virginia, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5717 
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 ‘‘Smithsonian 
Conservation Biology Institute Enhancement 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FACILITY FOR RESEARCH AND EDU-

CATIONAL PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Board of Regents of the 

Smithsonian Institution is authorized to plan, 
design, and construct a facility on National Zo-
ological Park property in Front Royal, Virginia 
for the purpose of conducting research and edu-
cational programs. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out subsection (a)— 

(1) $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2010 and 
2011; and 

(2) $3,000,000 in the aggregate for all suc-
ceeding fiscal years. 
SEC. 3. AGREEMENTS FOR HOUSING AND OTHER 

SERVICES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Board of Regents of the 

Smithsonian Institution is authorized to enter 
into agreements for the provision of housing and 
other services to the participants in the pro-
grams referenced in section 2. 

(b) COSTS.—The housing and other services 
described in subsection (a) shall be provided at 
no cost to the Smithsonian Institution. 

SEC. 4. ANIMAL HOLDING FACILITY. 
The Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-

stitution is authorized to plan, design, and con-
struct animal holding and related program fa-
cilities on National Zoological Park property in 
Front Royal, Virginia, to be funded from non-
federal sources. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks in the 
RECORD and to include extraneous mat-
ter on this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5717 would upgrade 
the Smithsonian Institution’s sci-
entific and educational activities at its 
unique animal conservation facility, 
the Smithsonian Conservation Biology 
Institute at Front Royal, Virginia. 

Mr. Speaker, in the interest of time, 
I understand that there is a consensus 
on this legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to rise 
in support of H.R. 5717. Once again, we 
are back in a bipartisan state sup-
porting this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the Smithsonian Insti-
tution is an invaluable part of our na-
tional heritage and our ongoing com-
mitment to historical preservation and 
scientific advancement. I am pleased to 
support this legislation sponsored by 
our friend and colleague, Congressman 
SAM JOHNSON, and the congressional 
members of the Smithsonian Board of 
Regents. This legislation will help fur-
ther the institution’s founding mission, 
which is to support and increase the 
diffusion of knowledge. 

This authorizing legislation supports 
the Smithsonian’s important biological 
conservation work conducted at the 
National Zoological Park located in 
Front Royal, Virginia, and strengthens 
their collaborative partnership with 
George Mason University in these ef-
forts. The planned renovation and con-
struction, which leverages a very mod-
est Federal investment with significant 
non-Federal funds, will enhance the 
education and professional training 
programs currently underway. 

b 2040 

The Smithsonian is truly a unique 
part of our American culture. I am 
pleased to support this authorization 
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which helps the Smithsonian maintain 
its well-deserved international reputa-
tion for excellence in scientific dis-
covery and advancement and its con-
tinued commitment to the environ-
ment that we must steward. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 5717. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 5717, the ‘‘Smithsonian Conserva-
tion Biology Institute Enhancement Act’’. 

H.R. 5717, as amended, authorizes the 
Smithsonian Institution to expand the National 
Zoological Park facility in Front Royal, Virginia, 
in furtherance of conservation biology re-
search, education and training. 

Specifically, this legislation will authorize the 
Smithsonian to: renovate a building to be used 
primarily for classroom and laboratory space; 
enter into agreements that will enable third 
party strategic partners to construct and oper-
ate housing and food service facilities on 
Smithsonian property; and plan, design, and 
construct animal holding facilities—all at the 
Front Royal property. 

The building renovation project is to be 
funded equally by Federal appropriation, in the 
amount of $5 million, and by Smithsonian trust 
sources. The housing and food service facili-
ties are to be funded entirely by third-party fi-
nancing. The animal holding facility is to be 
funded entirely from Smithsonian trust sources 
(i.e., non-Federal sources). 

The plans and cost estimates for the build-
ing renovation project, for which Federal fund-
ing is sought, have been carefully reviewed by 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. The Committee finds the plans and 
estimates to be reasonable and in consonance 
with the Smithsonian mission to increase the 
diffusion of knowledge. Further, the 
Smithsonian’s plans to partner with a third 
party, in this particular case, George Mason 
University, to shoulder the capital and oper-
ating costs of the residential and food service 
facilities, is a sensible and business-savvy 
way to further the Smithsonian’s scientific and 
educational reach. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 5717. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
H.R. 5717 would upgrade the Smithsonian In-
stitution’s scientific and educational activities 
at its unique animal conservation facility, the 
Smithsonian Conservation Biology Institute at 
Front Royal, Virginia. The SCBI, a part of the 
National Zoo, is renowned worldwide for its 
work preserving and breeding endangered 
species, and is a magnet for prominent re-
searchers and students starting careers in re-
lated fields. The bill will provide additional 
modern facilities to conduct programs and 
house students at the site, and relocate ani-
mal holding facilities for endangered red pan-
das and clouded leopards. 

H.R. 5717 contains three elements. First, 
the bill would authorize $1 million in Federal 
funds in fiscal 2010 which has already been 
appropriated; $1 million in fiscal 2011; and $3 
million in later fiscal years, to plan, design, 
and construct a facility which would include 
laboratories and offices to conduct research 
and educational programs. This aggregate au-
thorization of $5 million constitutes the only 
Federal funds provided in the bill. The Smith-

sonian would supply an additional $5 million 
out of its own privately-raised trust funds to 
complete the project. 

The bill would also authorize the Smithso-
nian Board of Regents to enter into agree-
ments for the provision of housing and dining 
services to participants in the programs, at no 
cost to the Smithsonian. George Mason Uni-
versity, located in northern Virginia, plans to 
use $20 million in state revenue bonds to con-
struct a dormitory and cafeteria facility at the 
site. There would not be any cost to the Fed-
eral government or to the Smithsonian. In Oc-
tober, 2008, the Smithsonian and GMU signed 
a Memorandum of Understanding to establish 
the ‘‘Smithsonian-Mason Global Conservation 
Studies Program’’, and GMU will give course 
credit to participants. 

The Smithsonian Institution has frequently 
entered into cooperative agreements with 
other institutions, including universities, though 
this is the first time that it would allow an out-
side entity to construct a building on property 
it controls. After 30 years, ownership of the 
GMU-constructed facilities will pass to the 
Smithsonian. This no-cost feature makes the 
project an especially attractive addition to the 
Smithsonian’s infrastructure. 

Finally, the bill would authorize the Smithso-
nian to plan, design and construct animal 
holding and related program facilities at Front 
Royal, but without any Federal funding. The 
cost, estimated to be between $1 to 2 million, 
would be paid for entirely by the Smithsonian’s 
privately-raised trust funds. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation was introduced 
by the three House Members who serve on 
the Smithsonian Board of Regents—Rep-
resentatives BECERRA, MATSUI and SAM JOHN-
SON—and by Rep. WOLF of Virginia, in whose 
district the facility is located. It was considered 
and reported by voice vote both by the pri-
mary committee of jurisdiction, the Committee 
on House Administration, and by the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure. I 
know of no controversy and I urge Members 
to support H.R. 5717. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I certainly support the Smithsonian 
in this effort, and I look forward to 
passage of this important legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5717, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BANKRUPTCY TECHNICAL 
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2010 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 6198) to amend title 11 of 
the United States Code to make tech-

nical corrections; and for related pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 6198 

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 ‘‘Bankruptcy 
Technical Corrections Act of 2010’’. 
SEC. 2. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS RELATING TO 

AMENDMENTS MADE BY PUBLIC 
LAW 109–8. 

(a) TITLE 11 OF THE UNITED STATES CODE.— 
Title 11 of the United States Code is amend-
ed— 

(1) in section 101— 
(A) in paragraph (13A)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A) by inserting ‘‘if 

used as the principal residence by the debt-
or’’ after ‘‘structure’’ the 1st place it ap-
pears, and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B) by inserting ‘‘if 
used as the principal residence by the debt-
or’’ before the period at the end, 

(B) in paragraph (35) by striking ‘‘(23) and 
(35)’’ and inserting ‘‘(21B) and (33)(A)’’, 

(C) in paragraph (40B) by striking ‘‘written 
document relating to a patient or a’’ and in-
serting ‘‘record relating to a patient, includ-
ing a written document or a’’, 

(D) in paragraph (42) by striking ‘‘303, and 
304’’ and inserting ‘‘303 and 1504’’, 

(E) in paragraph (51B) by inserting ‘‘there-
to’’ before the period at the end, 

(F) in paragraph (51D) by inserting ‘‘of the 
filing’’ after ‘‘date’’ the 1st place it appears, 
and 

(G) by redesignating paragraphs (56A) and 
(53D) as (53D) and (53E), respectively, 

(2) in section 103(a) by striking ‘‘362(n)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘362(o)’’, 

(3) in section 105(d)(2) by inserting ‘‘may’’ 
after ‘‘Procedure,’’, 

(4) in section 106(a)(1) by striking ‘‘728,’’, 
(5) in section 107(a) by striking ‘‘subsection 

(b) of this section’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (b) and (c)’’, 

(6) in section 109— 
(A) in subsection (b)(3)(B) by striking 

‘‘1978’’ and inserting ‘‘1978)’’, and 
(B) in subsection (h)(1)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘other than paragraph (4) 

of this subsection’’ after ‘‘this section’’, and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘preceding’’ and inserting 

‘‘ending on’’, 
(7) in section 110— 
(A) in subsection (b)(2)(A) by inserting ‘‘or 

on behalf of’’ after ‘‘from’’, and 
(B) in subsection (h)— 
(i) in the last sentence of paragraph (1)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘a’’ and inserting ‘‘the’’, 

and 
(II) by inserting ‘‘or on behalf of’’ after 

‘‘from’’, 
(ii) in paragraph (3)(A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘found to be in excess of the 

value of any services’’, and 
(II) in clause (i) by inserting ‘‘found to be 

in excess of the value of any services’’ after 
‘‘(i)’’, and 

(iii) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘‘para-
graph (2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (3)’’, 

(8) in section 111(d)(1)(E)— 
(A) by striking the period at the end and 

insert ‘‘; and’’, and 
(B) by indenting the left margin of such 

subparagraph 2 additional ems to the right, 
(9) in section 303 by redesignating sub-

section (l) as subsection (k), 
(10) in section 308(b)— 
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