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(2) commends those States that have im-
plemented routine hearing screenings for
every newborn before the newborn leaves the
hospital; and

(3) encourages all people in the United
States to have their hearing checked regu-
larly.

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I am
pleased to submit the Better Hearing
and Speech Month Resolution with my
friend and colleague Senator JOSEPH
LIEBERMAN of Connecticut.

By passing this resolution, Congress
will recognize May 2005 as National
Better Hearing and Speech Month
which will help raise public awareness,
encourage prevention and treatment of
hearing impairments, and commend
those States that have implemented
routine hearing screening for every
newborn baby before the infant leaves
the hospital. One in every ten Ameri-
cans has hearing loss making it one of
the most prevalent chronic health con-
ditions in this country. In addition,
every day 33 babies are born in the
United States with permanent hearing
loss, making it one of the most fre-
quently occurring birth defects. The
impact of delayed detection and inter-
vention can last a lifetime.

When hearing loss is found early,
intervention and treatment can
produce dramatic improvements in
child speech and language development
by school age.

This Resolution will raise public
awareness of the 28 million Americans
who suffer from hearing loss and the
importance of early detection and
treatment.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to pass this Resolution as
research shows that children identified
with hearing loss early and those who
receive appropriate early qualified
intervention by the age of six months
have significantly improved speech
skills than children whose hearing loss
is identified later.

——————

SENATE RESOLUTION 122—RECOG-
NIZING THE HISTORIC EFFORTS
OF THE REPUBLIC OF
KAZAKHSTAN TO REDUCE THE
THREAT OF WEAPONS OF MASS
DESTRUCTION THROUGH CO-
OPERATION IN THE NUNN-
LUGAR/COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION PROGRAM, AND
CELEBRATING THE 10TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE REMOVAL OF
ALL NUCLEAR WEAPONS FROM
THE TERRITORY OF
KAZAKHSTAN

Mr. LUGAR submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:
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Whereas at the time of the collapse of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in De-
cember 1991, 1,410 nuclear warheads on heavy
intercontinental ballistic missiles, air-
launched cruise missiles, and heavy bombers
were located within the Republic of
Kazakhstan;

Whereas, on July 2, 1992, the parliament of
Kazakhstan approved and made Kazakhstan
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a party to the Treaty on the Reduction and
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, with
annexes, protocols and memorandum of un-
derstanding, signed at Moscow July 31, 1991,
and entered into force December 5, 1994 (com-
monly known as the “START Treaty’’);

Whereas, on February 14, 1995, Kazakhstan
formally acceded to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, done at
Washington, London, and Moscow July 1,
1968, and entered into force March 5, 1970
(commonly known as the ‘‘Nuclear Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty’’);

Whereas, on December 13, 1993, the Govern-
ment of Kazakhstan signed the Safe and Se-
cure Dismantlement Act (SSD) and its 5 im-
plementing agreements with the United
States, and became eligible to receive
$85,000,000 in assistance under the Nunn-
Lugar/Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram;

Whereas the decision of the people and the
Government of Kazakhstan to transfer all
nuclear weapons from the territory of
Kazakhstan to the control of the Russian
Federation allowed Kazakhstan to become a
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Nu-
clear Non-Proliferation Treaty;

Whereas the continuing efforts of the Gov-
ernment of Kazakhstan to pursue coopera-
tive efforts with the United States and other
countries to secure, eliminate, destroy, or
interdict weapons and materials of mass de-
struction and their means of delivery pro-
vides a model for such efforts; and

Whereas, in April 1995, the Government of
Kazakhstan formally transferred the last nu-
clear warhead from the territory of
Kazakhstan to the territory of the Russian
Federation: Now, therefore be it

Resolved, That the Senate commends, on
the occasion of the 10th anniversary of the
removal of the last nuclear warhead from the
territory of Kazakhstan, the people and the
Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan
for their historic decision to rid Kazakhstan
of nuclear weapons.

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, today I
submit a Senate resolution to celebrate
the decision made by Kazakhstan to
join the Nuclear Nonproliferation Trea-
ty (NPT) as a non-nuclear weapon
state. Ten years ago this month
Kazakhstan sent the last Soviet nu-
clear warhead on its territory to Rus-
sia.

With the Review Conference on the
NPT in New York starting next week,
it is an especially important time to
note the progress made toward the
NPT’s goals, with U.S. assistance, in
Kazakhstan.

More than a decade ago, when the So-
viet Union collapsed, Kazakhstan be-
came the fourth largest nuclear power
in the world. But instead of enlarging
the nuclear club, Kazakhstan joined
Ukraine and Belarus in turning away
from weapons of mass destruction.
Courageous leaders chose instead to
embrace the NPT in removing all nu-
clear arms from Kazakhstan.

The world cheered when Kazakhstan
formally acceded to the NPT. I am
proud of the role the United States
played in Kazakhstan’s decision and of
our role in facilitating the removal of
thousands of nuclear warheads and the
elimination of hundreds of SS-18 inter-
continental ballistic missiles, silos,
and command centers. The addition of
three more nuclear-armed states would
have been a devastating setback for the
NPT.
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It is particularly important that the
Senate draw attention to Kazakhstan’s
wise and brave choice, as it stands in
stark contrast to events in India, Paki-
stan, North Korea, and Iran. In 1998,
the world was shocked by the testing of
nuclear weapons in India and Pakistan.
In January 2003, the durability of the
NPT was shaken by North Korea’s pur-
ported withdrawal. We have watched
for the past two years as the IAEA de-
liberated over Iran’s numerous safe-
guards violations amid Tehran’s
threats of withdrawal from the NPT
should the body seek to enforce the
treaty’s provisions.

With these events in mind, we should
remember Kazakhstan. Instead of vio-
lating international norms and retain-
ing nuclear weapons, Kazakh leaders
made the right choice. When searching
for success stories, the international
community can turn to Kazakhstan.

The Nunn-Lugar Program also as-
sisted Kazakhstan in eliminating the
former Soviet nuclear weapons testing
complex at the Degelen Mountain Test
Tunnel Complex and at Balapan. In
close cooperation with Kazakh part-
ners, the Nunn-Lugar program system-
atically dismantled the complex and
sealed nearly 200 nuclear test tunnels
and shafts. These facilities will never
again contribute to the weapons sys-
tems that threatened the world during
the Cold War.

The United States, Kazakhstan, and
the international community still have
much work to do and these efforts will
require compromise and sacrifice. The
last ten years have shown that nothing
is impossible. Both sides have set aside
past differences to accomplish this co-
operation. Let us continue to approach
these challenges with creativity, a
willingness to cooperate, and a com-
mitment to the NPT.

———

NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I wish to
announce that the Committee on Rules
and Administration will meet on
Wednesday, April 27, 2005, at 9:30 a.m.,
to mark up S. 271, a bill which reforms
the regulatory and reporting structure
of organizations registered under Sec-
tion 527 of the Internal Revenue Code.

For further information regarding
this hearing, please contact Susan
Wells at the Rules and Administration
Committee on 224-6352.

————

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Intellectual Property be
authorized to meet to conduct a hear-
ing on ‘‘Perspectives on Patents’” on
Monday, April 25, 2005, at 1:30 p.m. in
Room 226 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building.
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Witness list

Panel I: Hon. Jon W. Dudas, Under
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual
Property, Director of the U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office, Department of
Commerce, Alexandria, VA.

Panel II: Dr. Richard C. Levin, Presi-
dent of Yale University, New Haven,
CT, and Co-Chair of the Committee on
Intellectual Property Rights in the
Knowledge-Based Economy, Board on
Science, Technology, and Economic
Policy, National Research Council; Dr.
Mark B. Myers, Visiting Executive
Professor, Management Department at
the Wharton Business School, The Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia,
PA, and Co-Chair of the Committee on
Intellectual Property Rights in the
Knowledge-Based Economy, Board on
Science, Technology, and Economic
Policy, National Research Council.

Panel III: William Parker, Diffrac-
tion, Ltd., Waitsfield, VT; Dean
Kamen, President, DEKA Research &
Development Corp., Manchester, NH;
David Simon, Chief Patent Counsel,
Intel Corporation, Santa Clara, CA;
Robert A. Armitage, Senior Vice Presi-
dent and General Counsel, Eli Lilly and
Company, Indianapolis, IN; Joel
Poppen, Deputy General Counsel, Mi-
cron Technologies, Inc., Boise, ID; and
Michael K. Kirk, Executive Director,
American Intellectual Property Law
Association, Washington, DC.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the following
fellows be granted the privilege of the
floor for the duration of the consider-
ation of the transportation bill: Heideh
Sahmoradi, Greg  Murrill, Mitch
Surrett, Rudy Kapichak, John Stoody,
Kent Van Landuyt, James Gentry, and
Elissa Konove.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

PRINTING OF H.R. 1268

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent H.R. 1268 be printed
as passed by the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005

On Thursday, April 21, 2005, the Sen-
ate passed H.R. 1268, as follows:

Resolved, That the bill from the House of
Representatives (H.R. 1268) entitled ‘“‘An Act
making emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2005, to establish and rapidly implement reg-
ulations for State driver’s license and identi-
fication document security standards, to pre-
vent terrorists from abusing the asylum laws
of the United States, to unify terrorism-re-
lated grounds for inadmissibility and re-
moval, to ensure expeditious construction of
the San Diego border fence, and for other
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purposes’, do pass with the following amend-
ments:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2005, and for other purposes, namely:

TITLE [—DEFENSE-RELATED
APPROPRIATIONS

CHAPTER 1
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—MILITARY
MILITARY PERSONNEL
MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘“Military Per-
sonnel, Army”’, $13,609,308,000: Provided, That
the amount provided under this heading is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 402 of the conference report to accom-
pany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY

For an additional amount for “Military Per-
sonnel, Navy’’, $535,108,000: Provided, That the
amount provided under this heading is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 402 of the conference report to accom-
pany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘“Military Per-
sonnel, Marine Corps”, $1,358,053,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for “Military Per-
sonnel, Air Force”, $1,684,943,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve Per-
sonnel, Army’’, 339,627,000: Provided, That the
amount provided under this heading is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 402 of the conference report to accom-
pany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve Per-
sonnel, Navy’’, $9,411,000: Provided, That the
amount provided under this heading is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 402 of the conference report to accom-
pany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve Per-
sonnel, Marine Corps’’, $4,015,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve Per-
sonnel, Air Force’, $130,000: Provided, That the
amount provided under this heading is des-
ignated as an emergency requirement pursuant
to section 402 of the conference report to accom-
pany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘National
Guard Personnel, Army’’, $291,100,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘“National
Guard Personnel, Air Force’’, $91,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
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ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OPERATION AND M AINTENANCE, ARMY
For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, $16,767,304,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Navy’’, $3,430,801,000: Provided,
That the amount provided under this heading is
designated as an emergency requirement pursu-
ant to section 402 of the conference report to ac-
company S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Congress).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Marine Corps’’, 3970,464,000: Pro-
vided, That the amount provided under this
heading is designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 402 of the conference
report to accompany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Con-
gress).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Air Force”, $5,528,574,000: Pro-
vided, That the amount provided under this
heading is designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 402 of the conference
report to accompany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Con-
gress).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE

For an additional amount for ‘“‘Operation and
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, $3,308,392,000, of
which—

(1) not to exceed 325,000,000 may be used for
the Combatant Commander Initiative Fund, to
be used in support of Operation Iraqi Freedom
and Operation Enduring Freedom; and

(2) up to $1,370,000,000, to remain available
until expended, may be used for payments to re-
imburse Pakistan, Jordan, and other key co-
operating nations, for logistical, military, and
other support provided, or to be provided, to
United States military operations, mnotwith-
standing any other provision of law: Provided,
That such payments may be made in such
amounts as the Secretary of Defense, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of State, and in
consultation with the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, may determine, in his
discretion, based on documentation determined
by the Secretary of Defense to adequately ac-
count for the support provided, and such deter-
mination is final and conclusive upon the ac-
counting officers of the United States, and 15
days following notification to the appropriate
congressional committees: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense shall provide
quarterly reports to the congressional defense
committees on the use of funds provided in this
paragraph: Provided further, That the amount
provided under this heading is designated as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section 402
of the conference report to accompany S. Con.
Res. 95 (108th Congress).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY RESERVE

For an additional amount for ‘“‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army Reserve’’, $21,354,000: Pro-
vided, That the amount provided under this
heading is designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 402 of the conference
report to accompany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Con-
gress).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Navy Reserve’, $75,164,000: Pro-
vided, That the amount provided under this
heading is designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 402 of the conference
report to accompany S. Con. Res. 95 (108th Con-
gress).
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