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Hiram Fong then focused on real estate, insur-
ance, and investments, and established a
number of successful island firms: Finance
Factors, Finance Realty, Finance Home Build-
ers, and Finance Investment, to name a few.

In the Statehood year of 1959, Fong em-
barked on the second phase of his political ca-
reer by running for and winning one of the two
new United States Senate seats created for
the newly established State of Hawaii. He won
re-election in 1964 and 1970, and served with
honor and distinction, beloved by all in his na-
tive Hawaii and beyond, until his retirement on
January 2, 1977. At his retirement, Senator
Fong was the ranking Republican on the Sen-
ate Committee on the Post Office and Civil
Service.

But even then, Senator Fong, as he was
universally known thereafter with great affec-
tion, returned home to his various business
enterprises and to the devotion of his ex-
panded family. Well into his nineties, he was
a remarkable sight as he strode through
downtown Honolulu on his way to and from
work, excited by what the day brought and
eager to continue his long string of accom-
plishments. At his death, his body lay in state
in Hawaii’'s State Capitol as whole generations
of citizens paid tribute to a remarkable man
who led a remarkable life.

It is both fitting and appropriate that we pro-
vide this modest memorial, as he would have
wished, in order to remember the essence of
public service and a life well lived by Hawaii’'s
quintessential native son, Hiram L. Fong.

| would like to thank our House Leadership,
Congressman ToM DAvIS, chairman of the
House Government Reform Committee, and
Congressman HENRY WAXMAN, the commit-
tee’s ranking member, for their assistance in
moving this bill expeditiously to the House
floor. | also appreciate the support of my col-
leagues on this measure.

| am certain that Senator Fong’s family and
friends, and all of Hawaii, are appreciative of
all of your support. Mahalo.

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

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support passage of S. 2089,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill, S. 2089.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF DANA
REEVE

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to pay tribute to Dana Reeve who
passed away last night following a bat-
tle with lung cancer.

I am deeply saddened by the loss of
my dear friend, and would like to take
a moment to reflect on her life. She

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

faced extraordinary challenges and
handled them with the utmost grace,
dignity and strength.

When her husband, Chris, was first
injured, Dana helped establish the
Christopher Reeve Foundation. Recog-
nizing a lack of any place to go for
comprehensive information for newly
injured patients and their families, she
worked tirelessly to establish the
Christopher and Dana Reeve Paralysis
Resource Center. Since the launch of
this center in 2002, it has assisted thou-
sands of spinal cord injured patients
and their loved ones in dealing with
the many issues and anxieties that
come along with such an injury. Dana
used her personal experience to im-
prove the quality of life for all people
living with paralysis.

This was typical of Dana, to see be-
yond her own circumstances and find a
way to ease the suffering and confusion
of others. After her husband’s passing,
she moved forward with his message of
hope and healing. Today, it is up to all
of us to continue their legacy. As Chris
and Dana would say, let us go forward.

My thoughts and prayers go out to
Dana Reeve’s family, friends and all
those who mourn her. May God bless
her.

USA PATRIOT ACT ADDITIONAL
REAUTHORIZING AMENDMENTS
ACT OF 2006

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill (S. 2271) to clarify
that individuals who receive FISA or-
ders can challenge nondisclosure re-
quirements, that individuals who re-
ceive national security letters are not
required to disclose the name of their
attorney, that libraries are not wire or
electronic communication service pro-
viders unless they provide specific
services, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2271

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 “USA PA-
TRIOT Act Additional Reauthorizing
Amendments Act of 2006”°.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION.

As used in this Act, the term ‘‘applicable
Act” means the Act entitled ““An Act to ex-
tend and modify authorities needed to com-
bat terrorism, and for other purposes.’’ (109th
Congress, 2d Session).

SEC. 3. JUDICIAL REVIEW OF FISA ORDERS.

Subsection (f) of section 501 of the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50
U.S.C. 1861), as amended by the applicable
Act, is amended to read as follows:

“(f)(1) In this subsection—

‘“(A) the term ‘production order’ means an
order to produce any tangible thing under
this section; and

‘(B) the term ‘nondisclosure order’ means
an order imposed under subsection (d).

““(2)(A)(1) A person receiving a production
order may challenge the legality of that
order by filing a petition with the pool estab-
lished by section 103(e)(1). Not less than 1
year after the date of the issuance of the pro-
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duction order, the recipient of a production
order may challenge the nondisclosure order
imposed in connection with such production
order by filing a petition to modify or set
aside such nondisclosure order, consistent
with the requirements of subparagraph (C),
with the pool established by section 103(e)(1).

‘“(ii) The presiding judge shall immediately
assign a petition under clause (i) to 1 of the
judges serving in the pool established by sec-
tion 103(e)(1). Not later than 72 hours after
the assignment of such petition, the assigned
judge shall conduct an initial review of the
petition. If the assigned judge determines
that the petition is frivolous, the assigned
judge shall immediately deny the petition
and affirm the production order or nondisclo-
sure order. If the assigned judge determines
the petition is not frivolous, the assigned
judge shall promptly consider the petition in
accordance with the procedures established
under section 103(e)(2).

‘“(iii) The assigned judge shall promptly
provide a written statement for the record of
the reasons for any determination under this
subsection. Upon the request of the Govern-
ment, any order setting aside a nondisclo-
sure order shall be stayed pending review
pursuant to paragraph (3).

‘“(B) A judge considering a petition to mod-
ify or set aside a production order may grant
such petition only if the judge finds that
such order does not meet the requirements of
this section or is otherwise unlawful. If the
judge does not modify or set aside the pro-
duction order, the judge shall immediately
affirm such order, and order the recipient to
comply therewith.

“(C)(i) A judge considering a petition to
modify or set aside a nondisclosure order
may grant such petition only if the judge
finds that there is no reason to believe that
disclosure may endanger the national secu-
rity of the United States, interfere with a
criminal, counterterrorism, or counterintel-
ligence investigation, interfere with diplo-
matic relations, or endanger the life or phys-
ical safety of any person.

‘“(ii) If, upon filing of such a petition, the
Attorney General, Deputy Attorney General,
an Assistant Attorney General, or the Direc-
tor of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
certifies that disclosure may endanger the
national security of the United States or
interfere with diplomatic relations, such cer-
tification shall be treated as conclusive, un-
less the judge finds that the certification
was made in bad faith.

‘‘(iii) If the judge denies a petition to mod-
ify or set aside a nondisclosure order, the re-
cipient of such order shall be precluded for a
period of 1 year from filing another such pe-
tition with respect to such nondisclosure
order.

‘(D) Any production or nondisclosure
order not explicitly modified or set aside
consistent with this subsection shall remain
in full effect.

““(3) A petition for review of a decision
under paragraph (2) to affirm, modify, or set
aside an order by the Government or any
person receiving such order shall be made to
the court of review established under section
103(b), which shall have jurisdiction to con-
sider such petitions. The court of review
shall provide for the record a written state-
ment of the reasons for its decision and, on
petition by the Government or any person
receiving such order for writ of certiorari,
the record shall be transmitted under seal to
the Supreme Court of the United States,
which shall have jurisdiction to review such
decision.

‘“(4) Judicial proceedings under this sub-
section shall be concluded as expeditiously
as possible. The record of proceedings, in-
cluding petitions filed, orders granted, and
statements of reasons for decision, shall be
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