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House of Representatives 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PRICE of Georgia). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 7, 2006. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable TOM PRICE 
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes and each Member other than the 
majority leader, the minority leader, 
or the minority whip, limited to not to 
exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes. 

f 

THE SOLOMON AMENDMENT 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, the Supreme Court unanimously 
upheld a Federal law ensuring that col-
leges and universities who receive Fed-
eral funds permit open access for mili-
tary recruiting on their campus. This 
ruling will allow the United States 
military to recruit the best and the 
brightest this Nation has to offer and 
will also greatly enhance our national 
security. I commend the Supreme 
Court for upholding this law. 

This issue is of particular interest to 
me. I attended college on an Air Force 

ROTC scholarship and know firsthand 
the importance of the Armed Forces. 
Therefore, in order for the United 
States to win the global war on ter-
rorism, the Armed Forces need access 
to the highest caliber of people, and 
that is why we must ensure equal ac-
cess for military recruiters. 

In 1996, Congress enacted a provision 
of law that came to be known as the 
Solomon amendment. This provision is 
named for our former colleague from 
New York and former Rules Committee 
chairman, the late Jerry Solomon. 
This provision provides for the Sec-
retary of Defense to deny Federal fund-
ing to colleges and universities if they 
do not provide military recruiters 
entry to campuses and access to stu-
dents that is at least equal in quality 
and scope to that provided to any other 
employer. 

The Solomon amendment was made 
necessary when a number of univer-
sities began restricting the access of 
military recruiters because of disagree-
ment with certain military policies, 
such as the military’s ‘‘don’t ask, don’t 
tell’’ policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I will include the entire 
list of these universities in the RECORD. 

Monday’s ruling stems from a chal-
lenge from a group of law schools on 
the constitutionality of the Solomon 
amendment. A number of universities 
are denying equal access to military 
recruiters in protest of the ‘‘don’t ask, 
don’t tell’’ policy. Last year, I had an 
amendment on the floor that was pat-
terned after the Solomon amendment, 
and it also passed. 

Mr. Speaker, some of the universities 
who are denying equal access to mili-
tary recruiters, are also receiving mil-
lions and millions of hardworking 
Americans’ tax dollars every year in 
terms of research dollars and other 
things. 

Harvard Law School, for example, al-
lowed military recruiters to interview 
students at the offices of its Veterans 

Association, but did not use its open 
personnel to set up the interviews as it 
did for other recruiters. In the wake of 
the Supreme Court hearing last fall, 
Harvard has reversed its decision and 
now plans to fully cooperate with the 
military recruiters. 

Another example is Yale Law School, 
who had been letting recruiters use a 
room to meet with students, but had 
not been helping to arrange the inter-
views, as they did with other recruit-
ers. These universities allow IBM, Gen-
eral Electric and other corporations 
full access, but not the military. 

Equal access for military recruiters 
is an urgent issue. With the U.S. en-
gaged in the global war on terrorism, it 
is more important than ever for the 
Armed Forces to recruit high-quality, 
well-qualified and well-trained per-
sonnel. This is why it is so important 
that the Supreme Court made such a 
strong statement in support of full and 
equal access to military recruiters on 
campus. 

Chief Justice John Roberts, who 
wrote for the courts, said that the Sol-
omon amendment ‘‘neither limits what 
law schools may say nor requires them 
to say anything. Law schools remain 
free under the statute to express what-
ever views they may have on the mili-
tary’s congressionally mandated em-
ployment policy. Nothing about re-
cruiting suggests that the law schools 
agree with any speech by recruiters, 
and nothing in the Solomon amend-
ment restricts what the law schools 
may say about the military’s policies.’’ 

The Court went on to say that the 
law regulates conduct, not speech, and 
the hosting of recruiters is not expres-
sive conduct that sends out a message 
as a former protest. 

Mr. Speaker, so in conclusion, once 
again, I commend the Supreme Court 
for unanimously upholding the Sol-
omon amendment. As the U.S. is en-
gaged in the global war on terrorism, it 
is more vital than ever to our national 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH574 March 7, 2006 
security that the United States Armed 
Forces have access to recruit the best 
people to serve in this country. 

The material previously referred to is 
as follows: 

[From SolomonResponse.Org] 
FAIR PARTICIPATING LAW SCHOOLS 

The members of FAIR willing to be named 
publicly are: 

1. The Faculty of Capital University Law 
School 

2. The Faculty of Chicago-Kent College of 
Law 

3. The Faculty of City University of NY 
(CUNY) Law School 

4. The Faculty of DePaul University Col-
lege of Law 

5. The Faculty of University of the District 
of Columbia David A. Clarke School of Law 

6. The Faculty of Fordham University 
School of Law 

7. The Faculty of Georgetown University 
Law Center 

8. George Washington University Law 
School 

9. Golden Gate University School of Law 
10. The Faculty of Hofstra University Law 

School 
11. The Faculty of the John Marshall 

School of Law 
12. New York Law School 
13. New York University School of Law 
14. Northeastern University School of Law 
15. The Faculty of the University of Min-

nesota Law School 
16. The Faculty of Pace University School 

of Law 
17. The Faculty of the University of Puerto 

Rico School of Law 
18. The Faculty of Roger Williams Univer-

sity Ralph R. Papitto School of Law 
19. The Faculty of the University of San 

Francisco School of Law 
20. The United Faculty of Stanford Law 

School 
21. The Faculty of Suffolk University Law 

School 
22. Vermont Law School 
23. The United Faculty of Washington Uni-

versity School of Law 
24. The Faculty of Whittier Law School 
faculties: 24 (18 public) 
institutions: 12 (6 public) 

f 

CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 4167, THE 
NATIONAL UNIFORMITY FOR 
FOOD ACT OF 2005 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. STUPAK) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to H.R. 4167, 
the National Uniformity for Food Act. 
If passed, this bill will be a huge set-
back to consumer safety, public health 
and America’s war on terror. This bill 
wipes out over 80 State food safety 
laws and puts our Nation’s food safety 
standards squarely in the hands of the 
FDA. 

State laws that will be overturned in-
clude warnings as to the risk of cancer, 
birth defects, reproductive health 
issues and allergic reactions associated 
with sulfiting agents in bulk food. That 
is why 37 State attorney generals, 
Democrats and Republicans, oppose 
this bill. A bipartisan Association of 
Food and Drug officials also have 
strong concerns about the legislation. 

Let me quote from them. It says, this 
bill, H.R. 4167, ‘‘undermines our Na-
tion’s whole biosurveillance system by 
preempting and invalidating many of 
the State and local food safety laws 
and regulations that provide necessary 
authority for State and local agencies 
to operate food safety and security pro-
grams. The pre-9/11 concept embodied 
in this bill is very much out of line 
with the current threats that confront 
our food safety and security system.’’ 

The Association of Food and Drug Of-
ficials also said that H.R. 4167 will se-
verely hamper the FDA’s ability to de-
tect and respond to acts of terrorism. 
Again, quoting from this report, it says 
our current food safety and security 
system will be significantly disrupted, 
and our inability to track suspected 
acts of intentional alteration will be 
exploited by those who seek to do our 
Nation harm. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct 
your attention to these two pictures. 
Which meat do you think is older, the 
red meat on top or the brown meat on 
the bottom? It is not really a trick 
question, but both of these packages of 
meat were packaged at the same time. 
Both have been sitting in a refrigerator 
side by side for 5 months. The meat on 
the top has been packaged with carbon 
monoxide which causes the meat to 
look fresh and red long into the future. 
The meat on the bottom has not been 
treated with carbon monoxide. It is 
brown and it is slimy. 

Like I said, the meat on the top is 5 
months old and looks as good as new, 
but it is not. If consumed, you could 
become severely ill from a food-borne 
pathogen like E. coli and possibly die 
from the red meat here on the top. 

The FDA, without any independent 
study, has no objection to allowing 
meat to be packaged in carbon mon-
oxide. The FDA merely reviewed the 
meat industry’s carbon monoxide pro-
posal. Review is not the same as inde-
pendent research. By allowing the in-
jection of carbon monoxide in meat 
and seafood packaging, the meat indus-
try stands to gain $1 billion per year 
because meat begins to turn brown. 
When it does, consumers reject it. 

Consumers rely on color to determine 
freshness. Numerous studies from 1972 
to 2003 cite color as the most impor-
tant factors consumers use to deter-
mine what meat to buy. The whole pur-
pose behind this carbon monoxide 
packaging is to extend the shelf life of 
meat and seafood and to deceive the 
consumer into thinking the product is 
fresh. Today, States may pass their 
own laws and put labels on meat that 
has been packaged with carbon mon-
oxide, but those laws will be over-
turned if this bill, H.R. 4167, becomes 
law. 

I will be offering an amendment 
which allows States to label carbon 
monoxide packaging of meat, so con-
sumers will know the meat may not 
look as fresh as it may appear. 

Is this really the standard we want 
for our country? Do we offer low car-

bon monoxide in meat packaging to 
make it look fresher, to stay on the 
shelf longer, and expose our country 
and consumers to the health and risk 
of eating contaminated meat and sea-
food? Public health and safety for food 
primarily have been the responsibility 
of States. We should not tie the hands 
of States who want to protect the 
health of their citizens. I urge my col-
leagues to support the Stupak carbon 
monoxide labeling amendment and 
vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 4167. 

f 

ADDRESSING THE ROOT CAUSE OF 
ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 31, 2006, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, this past 
weekend, under the leadership of our 
colleagues JIM KOLBE and JOHN 
CORNYN, a bipartisan, bicameral dele-
gation attended the 45th meeting of the 
U.S.-Mexico Inter-Parliamentary group 
that was held in Mexico. The House 
Members, on Saturday, then went to 
the Mexico-Arizona border. We had the 
opportunity there to meet with local 
law enforcement officials and hospital 
administrators to discuss the tremen-
dous strain that illegal immigration 
imposes on resources and law and order 
in our communities. 

As an advocate of greater security at 
our borders, I have long supported ad-
dressing the root cause of illegal immi-
gration, and that is a lack of economic 
opportunity that exists at home for the 
people in Mexico. We know that the 
majority of illegal immigrants come to 
this country for one very simple rea-
son. They are seeking economic oppor-
tunity. They want to better their lives. 
They want to feed their families. Eco-
nomic growth, job creation, and higher 
wages in Mexico are special compo-
nents to a long-term solution to the 
very serious problem of illegal immi-
gration. 

By pursuing an open trade agenda 
that expands economic engagement in 
this hemisphere, we are not only shor-
ing up our regionally based economy, 
and creating new opportunities for the 
United States workers, we are bene-
fiting workers, the business owners and 
investors as well. 

Mr. Speaker, we are hoping to drive 
the economic growth necessary to re-
duce the number of illegal immigrants 
who are trying to make that dangerous 
trek across the border, doing so simply 
because of the fact that they are want-
ing, as I said, to feed their families. It 
was therefore with great interest that I 
read a recent Business Week article de-
scribing the emergence of a growing 
middle class in our neighbor to the 
south. 

The success of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement can be seen in 
the greater economic stability outlined 
in this Business Week piece. It talked 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H575 March 7, 2006 
about steady growth, tame inflation, 
climbing wages and falling interest 
rates. This increasingly stable and 
healthy economic environment has 
helped Mexico become, and I quote 
from the Business Week article, a mid-
dle-class nation where millions have 
access to mortgages, solid jobs provide 
security, and a class of strivers saves 
to put its kids through college. 

Mr. Speaker, Mexico’s middle class 
has grown to over 10 million families or 
40 percent of all the households in Mex-
ico. Business Week also credits home 
ownership as another key factor in the 
emergence of a robust middle class. 
Strong economic fundamentals have 
slashed mortgage rates in half in just 2 
years. The growing ranks of Mexican 
homeowners buttresses middle-class 
growth by allowing families to build 
equity, plan for their financial futures 
and move further up the economic lad-
der. 

The middle class has also been able 
to afford additional consumer goods. 
Last year, auto sales in Mexico were up 
33 percent from 2000 as a record 1.3 mil-
lion cars and trucks were purchased. 
Home appliance sales have tripled in 
the past decade. Even extras like con-
cert tickets and sporting events tickets 
are increasingly accessible to the aver-
age working family. 

Mr. Speaker, most of us would not 
consider refrigerators or baseball 
games to be major luxuries. But for a 
country that has struggled greatly 
with poverty and deep economic crises, 
these are signs of tremendous economic 
progress. They are proof that our pol-
icy of economic engagement through 
agreements like the North American 
Free Trade Agreement are working to 
bring new opportunities for the people 
in Mexico and also for the people right 
here in the United States. 

They are an important step forward 
in ensuring that the swollen ranks of 
illegal immigrants are losing their in-
centive to come here illegally to find 
opportunity. Mexican officials are dem-
onstrating the fact that they recognize 
the reality of the problem of illegal im-
migration as well. On February 16th, 
the Mexican Congress adopted a resolu-
tion that acknowledged the graveness 
of the illegal immigration issue and 
outlined the principles of its agenda to 
combat the problem. This resolution 
cited economic opportunity as critical 
to a successful campaign to prevent il-
legal immigration to the United States 
and to encourage the return of mi-
grants to their homes in Mexico. 

I am encouraged by the Mexican Par-
liament’s bold language in accepting 
responsibility for action, and putting 
forth the outline of a plan. I am heart-
ened that economic growth is central 
to Mexico’s long-term strategy, be-
cause we know a growing Mexican mid-
dle class is a shrinking illegal immi-
grant class. 

With greater hope for the future, 
there is a greater incentive to stay and 
build a life at home. Mexico is pledging 
to remain committed to a pro-growth 

agenda. We must remain equally com-
mitted to an open trade agenda that 
helps our southern neighbor to con-
tinue down a path of economic growth 
and greater opportunity. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 45 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the SPEAKER 
pro tempore (Mr. PUTNAM) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord our God, around the upper part 
of this Chamber are profile medallions 
which recall the personal history of 
lawmaking. In the center, full-faced 
and bold before us, is the image of 
Moses, the great lawgiver of the He-
brew scriptures. 

May the people of this Nation and, in 
particular, those elected to the 109th 
Congress, who gather here to protect 
and guide this Nation, be faithful to 
Your commands. 

Your revelation, Lord, gives us noth-
ing less than the lessons we need to ad-
dress the issues of the day. Your com-
mandments are the foundations on 
which we build hope. They are the sup-
ports which strengthen faith in public 
action and the food which nourishes 
the human heart. 

By obeying Your laws, those in rep-
resentative government inspire those 
they represent, the governed. To inter-
nalize Your commands and live accord-
ing to Your Word is to lead to fulfill-
ment and bring promise to a disillu-
sioned world, when left on its own. 

Therefore, in the midst of every-
thing, from You, Lord our God, we 
choose to draw wisdom and strength, 
now and forever. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. THORN-
BERRY) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. THORNBERRY led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 6, 2006. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 6, 2006, at 11:05 am: 

That the Senate Passed with an amend-
ment and requests a conference with the 
House on H.R. 2830. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT 

Mr. THORNBERRY, from the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, submitted 
an adverse privileged report (Rept. No. 
109–384) on the resolution (H. Res. 645) 
requesting the President and directing 
the Secretary of Defense to transmit to 
the House of Representatives all infor-
mation in the possession of the Presi-
dent or the Secretary of Defense relat-
ing to the collection of intelligence in-
formation pertaining to persons inside 
the United States without obtaining 
court-ordered warrants authorizing the 
collection of such information and re-
lating to the policy of the United 
States with respect to the gathering of 
counterterrorism intelligence within 
the United States, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT 

Mr. THORNBERRY, from the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence, 
submitted an adverse privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–385) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 641) requesting the President to 
provide to the House of Representa-
tives certain documents in his posses-
sion relating to electronic surveillance 
without search warrants on individuals 
in the United States, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

THE BARE FACTS ON THE 
ECONOMY 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:29 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H07MR6.REC H07MR6C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH576 March 7, 2006 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am getting 

a bit tired of hearing some of my col-
leagues in the Democrat Party mislead 
the American people into thinking our 
economy is in poor shape. Here are the 
facts, plain and simple. 

Our economy has been growing for 17 
straight quarters. The National Asso-
ciation for Business Economics pre-
dicts the economy will grow at a 4.5 
percent rate in the first quarter of 2006. 
After inflation, disposable incomes in-
creased 2.2 percent in the last 12 
months. The Federal Reserve reported 
that the median net worth of U.S. 
households increased 1.5 percent be-
tween 2001 and 2004. January’s unem-
ployment rate fell to 4.7 percent, which 
is the lowest monthly rate since 2001 
and lower than the average of the 1970s, 
1980s and 1990s. There have been 29 con-
secutive months of job gains. 

Mr. Speaker, no amount of spin from 
the left can change the fact that our 
economy is growing stronger every day 
under Republican leadership. 

f 

RENEWAL OF U.S. PATRIOT ACT 

(Mr. KELLER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, reauthor-
izing the PATRIOT Act today is lit-
erally a matter of life or death because 
it is helping us to win the war on ter-
rorism. 

Since we passed the PATRIOT Act in 
2001, we have convicted 212 terrorists, 
and we have frozen $136 million in ter-
rorists’ assets. 

Reauthorizing the PATRIOT Act is 
purely a matter of common sense. Is it 
not common sense that we give law en-
forcement the same tools to go after 
terrorists as they now have to go after 
Mafia dons and drug dealers? Is it not 
common sense that we can now share 
data between the intelligence commu-
nity and the law enforcement commu-
nity? Is it not common sense that we 
track deadly terrorists, even though 
they cross jurisdictional lines or 
switch cell phones? 

I am pleased that the Senate recently 
voted 89–10 to reauthorize the PA-
TRIOT Act. This legislation provides 30 
new civil liberty safeguards and 
strengthens our port security by pro-
viding law enforcement authorities 
with new authority to secure our ports. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on the PATRIOT Act. 

f 

TALIBAN AT YALE 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the leftward 
drift of American higher education has 
been well documented. On the modern- 
day campus, nothing is too extreme 
and all ideas and political philosophies 
are declared equal in the name of toler-
ance, often producing ridiculous re-
sults. 

The most recent example comes from 
Yale University. In the name of toler-
ance and diversity, administrators 
there have enrolled a member of one of 
the most radically intolerant and non-
diverse groups in recent history, the 
Taliban. 

A few years ago, Sayed Rahmatullah 
Hashemi was a spokesman for Afghani-
stan’s Taliban regime, the same regime 
that provided safe haven for the 9/11 
terrorists and brutally oppressed 
women and nonMuslims. Today, he is 
in the Ivy League, a student at Yale. 

Rahmatullah said it best himself: ‘‘I 
could have ended up at Guantanamo 
Bay. Instead, I ended up at Yale.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we have come to a point 
where elite universities like Yale will 
tolerate the Taliban on their campus 
but will not tolerate the ROTC, polit-
ical correctness in the extreme. 

f 

ECONOMY AND FISCAL RESTRAINT 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 
there are some days that it probably is 
a little depressing to be a mainstream 
media reporter. 

In their world, our economy is sink-
ing and the war on terrorism is abso-
lutely hopeless. 

Thankfully, in the real world, Ameri-
cans know that we have drastically im-
pacted al Qaeda’s ability to attack us, 
and our economy is booming. Yes, it is 
booming. 

We are expecting growth this quarter 
somewhere around 4 percent or more, 
and that means jobs. We have created 
almost 5 million new jobs and had 3 
years of strong, solid economic growth. 

When you compare our economy to 
Europe, to most nations, we are in an 
amazing era. Unemployment is below 5 
percent. That is outstanding, and it is 
a shame that the mainstream reporters 
just cannot get the story right. 

Our tax policies reduced the burden 
of taxation on Americans, and they 
have responded as they always do, by 
creating new jobs. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 
(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of Women’s History 
Month. 

As we remember the great women of 
past generations, we must also salute 
those women who are serving as role 
models and leaders today. 

One such woman is Tammy Cohen of 
Marietta, Georgia, my district. Tammy 
is cofounder and president of InfoMart, 
and under her guidance, InfoMart has 
grown from a small startup business to 
the largest female-owned background 
checking company in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, Tammy’s success as a 
female entrepreneur is inspiring, and 

while she is deeply respected for her 
business know-how, she is equally 
praised for her compassion and willing-
ness to help. 

When Hurricane Katrina struck the 
gulf coast last year, Tammy led a 
group of InfoMart employees who 
rented vans, gathered supplies and 
drove to New Orleans to rescue 15 chil-
dren and 20 caretakers from a boys’ 
home in Louisiana. Tammy then 
worked with community groups and 
local businesses in Marietta to house, 
feed and clothe these hurricane vic-
tims. 

Mr. Speaker, during Women’s History 
Month, it is important to honor those 
women who are making a difference in 
the lives of others. Tammy Cohen is 
undoubtedly one of these women. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
celebrating her accomplishments. 

f 

SUPREME COURT DELIVERS A VIC-
TORY FOR NATIONAL SECURITY 
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, as a member of the Armed 
Services Committee and a father of 
three sons serving in the military, I 
frequently have an opportunity to 
meet with the dynamic young men and 
women of the U.S. military. I am al-
ways encouraged to hear them describe 
their pride as Americans and their 
strong sense of duty to their country. 
After witnessing the horrific attacks of 
September 11, these young people un-
derstand that their generation will pro-
tect our freedoms in the future. 

Yesterday, the Supreme Court ruled 
unanimously to ensure that men and 
women at colleges and universities will 
continue to have an opportunity to 
learn about serving in the United 
States military. America’s Armed 
Forces have created the broadest 
spread of freedom in the history of the 
world, which protects American fami-
lies. By allowing military recruiters to 
visit college campuses, the Court has 
ensured that the United States will re-
main the best military in the world. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September 11. 

f 

REAUTHORIZING OF PATRIOT ACT 
(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, today the 
Congress will send to the President of 
the United States the reauthorization 
of the PATRIOT Act. Chairman JIM 
SENSENBRENNER and other members of 
the Judiciary Committee and the con-
ference committee are to be com-
mended for their effort in putting to-
gether a bill that balances the liberty 
and security interests of the American 
people. 

This is an issue that is not just theo-
retical for me, Mr. Speaker. I not only 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H577 March 7, 2006 
serve on the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, but I was here on September 11, 
and I served on the committee as we 
built the PATRIOT Act in the imme-
diate days following that national 
tragedy. That is why making 14 of the 
16 provisions of the PATRIOT Act per-
manent is a critical element of ensur-
ing the security of the American peo-
ple, and putting safeguards on the two 
remaining provisions is evidence of a 
careful balancing act that has been ac-
complished in a bipartisan way. 

We must equip law enforcement and 
intelligence officials with the tools 
necessary to protect our Nation from 
terrorist attacks. We must also safe-
guard the civil liberties of the Amer-
ican people to fulfill the vision of free-
dom. 

For that reason, I urge my col-
leagues, with gratitude to our leader-
ship, to move this PATRIOT Act to the 
President today. 

f 

b 1415 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PUTNAM) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC., March 6, 2006. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
March 6, 2006, at 4:42 p.m. and said to contain 
a message from the President whereby he 
submits draft legislation entitled, ‘‘Legisla-
tive Line Item Veto Act of 2006’’. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE LINE ITEM VETO 
ACT OF 2006—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 109–94) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on the Budget and the Committee on 
Rules and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

In my State of the Union Address, I 
asked the Congress to give the Presi-
dent a line item veto. Today, I am 
sending the Congress a legislative pro-
posal to give the President line item 
authority to reduce wasteful spending. 
This legislation will help to limit 
spending and ensure accountability and 
transparency in the expenditure of tax-
payer funds. 

Although the Congress achieved sig-
nificant spending restraint this past 

year, appropriations and other bills 
that are sent to my desk still contain 
spending that is not fully justified, is a 
low priority, or is earmarked to avoid 
the discipline of competitive or merit- 
based reviews. When this legislation is 
presented to me, I now have no ability 
to line out unnecessary spending. In 
1996, the Congress gave the President a 
line item veto—an important tool to 
limit wasteful spending—but the Su-
preme Court struck down that version 
of the law in 1998. 

My proposed legislation, the ‘‘Legis-
lative Line Item Veto Act of 2006,’’ 
would provide a fast-track procedure to 
require the Congress to vote up-or- 
down on rescissions proposed by the 
President. There has been broad bipar-
tisan support for similar proposals in 
the past. Under this proposal, the 
President could propose legislation to 
rescind wasteful spending, and the Con-
gress would be obligated to vote quick-
ly on that package of rescissions, with-
out amendment. The same procedure 
would apply to new mandatory spend-
ing and to special interest tax breaks 
given to small numbers of individuals. 

Forty-three Governors have a line 
item veto to reduce spending. The 
President needs similar authority to 
help control unjustified and wasteful 
spending in the Federal budget. I urge 
you to promptly consider and send me 
this legislation for enactment to re-
duce unnecessary spending and help 
achieve my goal of cutting the deficit 
in half by 2009. 

GEORGE W. BUSH, 
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 6, 2006. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE BARBARA CUBIN, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable BARBARA 
CUBIN, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 1, 2006. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a civil subpoena, issued by 
the U.S. District Court for the District of Co-
lumbia, for documents. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
BARBARA CUBIN, 
Member of Congress. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

GERARD A. FIORENZA POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3934) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 80 Killian Road in 
Massapequa, New York, as the ‘‘Gerard 
A. Fiorenza Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 3934 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. GERARD A. FIORENZA POST OFFICE 

BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 80 
Killian Road in Massapequa, New York, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Gerard A. 
Fiorenza Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Gerard A. Fiorenza 
Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3934, introduced by 

the distinguished gentleman from New 
York (Mr. KING), would designate the 
post office in Massapequa, New York, 
as the Gerard A. Fiorenza Post Office 
Building. As the postmaster general of 
Massapequa, Jerry Fiorenza was a vital 
member of the community, someone 
who was always available to help out 
where needed. 

His first position with the postal 
service was as a postal assistant in Ja-
maica, New York, in 1972. As a letter 
carrier, he received a letter of rec-
ommendation, and in 1990 he was as-
signed as the officer in charge to the 
Valley Stream office. He then served as 
postmaster in Hewlett, Massapequa 
Park, and finally Massapequa. 

While serving in Massapequa, he was 
known for his strict attention to detail 
and his friendly demeanor. In fact, the 
Massapequa Post publisher, Alfred 
James, is quoted as saying: ‘‘When I 
first came to Massapequa a few years 
ago as the publisher of the Massapequa 
Post, it was Jerry who was there to an-
swer all of my questions and help me 
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whenever a problem arose. Jerry was 
committed to his profession and to the 
community and prided himself in pro-
viding the best possible postal service.’’ 

Along with serving in this capacity, 
Jerry Fiorenza was also involved in 
many other organizations, such as the 
Combined Federal Campaign, the 
United Way, and Toys for Tots. Lo-
cally, aside from being a member of the 
National Association of Postal Super-
visors and a postmaster representative, 
he also served as a member of the 
Massapequa Chamber of Commerce, the 
Sons of Italy, the Columbia Associa-
tion, American Legion Post 1066, and 
the Republican Club. In addition, he 
was named Massapequa’s Man of the 
Year in 2001. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask all Members to 
join me in recognizing this beloved and 
respected member of the Massapequa 
community by passing H.R. 3934. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my 
colleague in consideration of H.R. 3934, 
legislation naming the postal facility 
in Massapequa, New York, after Gerard 
A. Fiorenza. This measure was spon-
sored by Representative Peter King on 
September 28, 2005, and unanimously 
reported by our committee on Novem-
ber 16, 2005. The bill has the support 
and cosponsorship of the entire New 
York delegation. 

Gerard Fiorenza, a native of New 
York, was born in Brooklyn, attended 
St. Anthony of Padua Elementary 
School, graduated from Brooklyn 
Academy, and attended Queens Com-
munity College. Later, he moved his 
family to Massapequa and began his ca-
reer with the U.S. Postal Service as a 
postal assistant. He was promoted to 
station manager and then officer in 
charge before attaining the rank of 
postmaster of the Massapequa Post Of-
fice. 

A respected member of his commu-
nity, Postmaster Fiorenza was active 
in postal management organizations 
such as the National Association of 
Postal Supervisors, NAPS; the Na-
tional Association of Postmasters of 
the United States; and local organiza-
tions such as the Chamber of Com-
merce, United Way, and Toys for Tots. 

Sadly, he passed away, following a 
battle with cancer, on December 7, 
2001. Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for seeking to honor the legacy 
of Postmaster Gerard Fiorenza and 
urge swift passage of this bill. 

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise in support of H.R. 3934, legislation that 
would designate the United States Postal 
Service facility located at 80 Killian Road in 
Massapequa, New York, as the ‘‘Gerard A. 
Fiorenza Post Office Building.’’ 

I cannot think of a more fitting tribute to 
Jerry Fiorenza than to name the post office in 
Massapequa where he worked in honor of 
him. I am proud to have introduced this legis-
lation and to have the support of the entire 

New York delegation. Jerry, a native of Brook-
lyn, worked for the Postal Service for nearly 
30 years starting as a postal assistant and ris-
ing to serve as postmaster in Hewlett, 
Massapequa Park, and Massapequa. He also 
served as president of the National Associa-
tion of Post Masters, NAPUS, and was deeply 
involved in his community serving as a mem-
ber of the Massapequa Chamber of Com-
merce, the Sons of Italy, the Columbia Asso-
ciation, and American Legion Post 1066. In 
2001 Jerry was selected as Massapequa’s 
Man of the Year. 

Jerry was also a devoted husband to his 
wife, Carol, and loving father to his two chil-
dren, Michael and Jessica. He is truly missed 
by so many on Long Island. 

I urge the House of Representatives to pass 
H.R. 3934 to honor Jerry Fiorenza, a public 
servant and community leader. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, 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 bill, H.R. 3934. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DEWEY F. BARTLETT POST 
OFFICE 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4054) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 6110 East 51st Place in Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Dewey F. Bartlett 
Post Office’’. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 4054 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DEWEY F. BARTLETT POST OFFICE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 6110 
East 51st Place in Tulsa, Oklahoma, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Dewey F. 
Bartlett Post Office’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Dewey F. Bartlett 
Post Office’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-

port of H.R. 4054, offered by the distin-
guished gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. SULLIVAN). This bill would des-
ignate the post office in Tulsa, Okla-
homa, as the Dewey F. Bartlett Post 
Office Building. 

Dewey Bartlett was born in Marietta, 
Ohio, on March 28, 1919. He was edu-
cated in the Marietta public school sys-
tem and later went on to attend 
Princeton University. While in college, 
he returned home during his summers 
to work in the Oklahoma oil fields. In 
1945, after serving in the military dur-
ing World War II, he moved to Tulsa to 
assume a managing role in his family’s 
business. 

Dewey Bartlett’s political career 
started in 1963, when he became an 
Oklahoma State senator. He then ran 
successfully for Governor of Oklahoma 
and served in this capacity for 5 years. 
Finally, in 1972, he was elected to the 
United States Senate, where he served 
until 1979. 

During his service in government, 
Bartlett was dedicated to a strong na-
tional defense. He also fought for a 
lean government, with limited layers 
of bureaucracy, which he felt was im-
portant to protect the constitutional 
guarantees of individual liberty, free-
dom, and justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
come together to honor a man who pro-
moted excellence in government by 
passing H.R. 4054. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Gov-
ernment Reform Committee, I am 
pleased to join my colleague in consid-
eration of H.R. 4054, legislation naming 
a postal facility in Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
after Dewey F. Bartlett. This measure 
was sponsored by Representative JOHN 
SULLIVAN of Oklahoma on October 7, 
2005, and unanimously reported by our 
committee on February 1, 2006. The bill 
has the support and cosponsorship of 
the entire Oklahoma delegation. 

Dewey Bartlett was born and raised 
in Marietta, Ohio. He later attended 
Lawrenceville Preparatory School in 
New Jersey and graduated from Prince-
ton University. During World War II, 
he served in the U.S. Marine Corps as a 
dive-bomber pilot in the South Pacific. 
After the war, Dewey Bartlett moved 
to Oklahoma, working as a farmer, 
rancher, and independent oil producer. 

Politics called and Mr. Bartlett was 
elected to the State senate in 1962. 
Four years later, he made a successful 
run for Governor. He was recognized 
for his efforts in economic develop-
ment, which benefited all Oklahomans, 
and for working in a bipartisan man-
ner. 

In 1972, Governor Bartlett was elect-
ed to the U.S. Senate, where he served 
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from 1973 to 1979. He did not seek re-
election because he was battling lung 
cancer. Sadly, he passed away in Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, on March 1, 1979. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league for seeking to honor the legacy 
of Senator Dewey F. Bartlett by nam-
ing a postal facility in his hometown, 
and I urge swift passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 
time as he may consume to my distin-
guished colleague from the State of 
Oklahoma (Mr. SULLIVAN). 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in proud support of my bill, H.R. 
4054, which will designate the 6110 East 
51st Place post office in Tulsa, Okla-
homa, as the Dewey F. Bartlett Post 
Office. 

Dewey F. Bartlett was a strong advo-
cate for conservative values. A war vet-
eran and public servant for Oklahoma 
and the Nation, he served as the second 
Republican Governor of Oklahoma and 
is a distinguished alumnus of the 
United States Senate. 

b 1430 

He was a true representative of Okla-
homa values, leadership and drive. I am 
pleased that we are able to honor him 
in this way. 

After graduating from Princeton Uni-
versity in 1942, Dewey Bartlett served 
in the Marine Corps as a combat dive- 
bomber during World War II. As a re-
sult of his courageous efforts in the 
South Pacific theater, he was awarded 
the Air Medal. 

After the war, he moved to Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, and became a farmer, 
rancher and oil man. He was a partner 
in Keener Oil Company, one of the old-
est independent oil companies. In 1963, 
Bartlett began his career in public 
service by joining the State senate, and 
in 1967 he became Oklahoma’s 19th 
Governor. One of his priorities while in 
office was increasing industry in Okla-
homa. As Governor, the results of his 
hard work helped to produce a record 
$148.4 million in new industries or im-
provements on existing facilities and 
create an additional 7,500 jobs for Okla-
homans. 

From 1972 to 1978, Bartlett served as 
a Member of the United States Senate. 
During his tenure, this proud Oklaho-
man maintained a strong and con-
sistent stance of limiting government 
bureaucracy, reducing burdensome 
taxes, and maintaining fiscal responsi-
bility. I am proud to share Dewey Bart-
lett’s vision of conservatism, and work 
daily towards the goal of promoting 
commonsense Oklahoma values in Con-
gress. 

I encourage my colleagues to join me 
in support of this legislation. By desig-
nating the Dewey F. Bartlett Post Of-
fice in Tulsa, we are commemorating 
an exceptional citizen who embodied 
the Oklahoma spirit. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to support passage of H.R. 

4054, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PUTNAM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 4054. 

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

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand 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 question will be 
postponed. 

f 

HIRAM L. FONG POST OFFICE 
BUILDING 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill (S. 2089) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1271 North King Street in Hon-
olulu, Oahu, Hawaii, as the ‘‘Hiram L. 
Fong Post Office Building’’. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. 2089 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. HIRAM L. FONG POST OFFICE BUILD-

ING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 1271 
North King Street in Honolulu, Oahu, Ha-
waii, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Hiram L. Fong Post Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Hiram L. Fong Post 
Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Sen-

ate bill S. 2089 offered by Senator 
AKAKA. This bill would designate the 
post office in Honolulu, Hawaii, as the 
‘‘Hiram L. Fong Post Office Building.’’ 

Hiram Fong was born on the island of 
Oahu in Honolulu on October 15, 1906. 
The seventh of 11 children, Fong helped 
to support his family at an early age 

by earning money selling newspapers, 
shining shoes and caddying on golf 
courses. After graduating from high 
school, he went on to attend the Uni-
versity of Hawaii and was inducted 
into Phi Beta Kappa as a graduate in 
1930. He then graduated from Harvard 
Law School and began a career of pub-
lic service that spanned over 40 years. 
He served in the Territorial House for 
14 years, including 6 as Speaker of the 
House. 

With the coming of statehood in 1959, 
he ran for a seat in the United States 
Senate and was elected to three con-
secutive terms until his retirement in 
1976. While serving in office, he was 
highly regarded for his work on immi-
gration and naturalization law, and for 
encouraging relations with the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China and other devel-
oping nations of Asia. From providing 
timely answers to constituent con-
cerns, to being widely respected by 
both sides of the aisle, Senator Fong 
was indeed a great leader. 

I ask all Members to honor his lead-
ership by passing S. 2089. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), the author of this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to amplify my formal state-
ment with a few personal observations. 
The chairman has kindly indicated 
some of the history of Senator Fong. It 
is interesting when I look down and see 
the word Hiram L. Fong, because he is 
so much of the history of Hawaii, we 
all think of him as Senator Fong. 

As has been noted, he was the sev-
enth of 11 children of an immigrant 
family. If there was ever a story of Ha-
waii, of our rainbow people and our 
aloha spirit, it is Hiram Fong. He 
worked a lot of jobs and worked his 
way through school and did very, very 
well. He founded not only a prominent 
law firm but founded as well what be-
came a financial empire. 

I have some real interest in it be-
cause the very first campaign that I 
ever ran was funded by Senator Fong’s 
Finance Factors. I went down to get a 
loan. I thought if I was going to run 
against him, I thought the least I could 
do, in the spirit of bipartisanship, was 
to ask him to help fund my campaign. 
As a graduate student at the Univer-
sity of Hawaii, I went down to borrow 
$50. They said we cannot lend you $50, 
we have to lend you $200 if we are going 
to make any money on this. So I said, 
I will take it. I was able to run my very 
first campaign on Hiram Fong’s dime, 
although I should say nickel, because 
that is what I passed out in the streets 
of Honolulu to represent the inflation 
that I thought we were going to have 
to deal with in those days. That was an 
innocent time. 

Senator Fong was always gracious. 
Senator Fong was always able to reach 
out. As has been noted, he was elected 
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as a Republican in a very Democratic 
State. He was supported in great meas-
ure and elected in great measure with 
the support of labor in Hawaii. Most 
particularly, the ILWU, the Inter-
national Longshoremen Workers 
Union, testifying in favor of the estab-
lishment of a commission in 2005, after 
he passed away, to honor and recognize 
him as a political, business and com-
munity leader testified, ‘‘The Senator 
was a successful businessman and a Re-
publican who never forgot his humble 
beginnings. He was a strong supporter 
of civil rights and often crossed the 
aisle to cooperate on issues important 
to Hawaii’s unions and workers.’’ 

Senator Hiram Fong came to the 
United States Senate with the arrival 
of Hawaii as the last State of the 
Union. Probably nothing could be more 
fitting than to recognize him today 
through this legislation and the pio-
neer effort that he made. Yes, the last 
State to enter the Union had as its 
first Senator the son of an immigrant 
family who came from China looking 
for opportunity, looking for justice, 
and found it in the person of their son, 
and a true son of Hawaii, Hiram Fong. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of S. 2089, a bill to designate 
a post office in Honolulu, Hawaii, after Senator 
Hiram L. Fong. This is a fitting tribute for a 
man who was a great statesman, business-
man and community leader. 

Senator Fong was born on October 15, 
1906, in Kalihi. He was the seventh of 11 chil-
dren in an immigrant family. A firm believer of 
standing on his own feet, he worked numer-
ous odd jobs while in public school in order to 
help support his family. He worked his way 
through the University of Hawaii where he 
graduated with honors in 1930. He went on to 
Harvard Law School and became the state 
and county Deputy Attorney General of Hono-
lulu for three years. 

At the age of 31, Senator Fong began his 
public service career by serving in Hawaii’s 
Territorial House of Representatives. His abil-
ity to work well with both Democrats and Re-
publicans was quickly identified and he was 
elected Speaker of the House during his first 
term in office. In 1959, he was elected to the 
first of three consecutive terms in the U.S. 
Senate. 

Senator Fong never forgot his humble be-
ginnings and was an ardent supporter of labor 
rights. Despite being a Republican, Senator 
Fong enjoyed widespread support from the 
labor unions, particularly the International 
Longshore and Warehouse Union (ILWU) 
which endorsed Senator Fong’s candidacy to 
Congress and campaigned for his reelection. 

Senator Fong played an integral role in Ha-
waii becoming the 50th state and worked on 
many landmark laws such as the authorization 
of the Interstate Highway System and the es-
tablishment of the East-West Center. 

Senator Fong’s work and leadership will im-
pact generations to come and it is with great 
honor that I rise to support S. 2089 in recogni-
tion of his leadership and service to this coun-
try. I ask my colleagues to support this meas-
ure and appreciate the House’s attention to 
the life and work of this great man. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
Committee on Government Reform, I 
am pleased to join with my colleagues 
in consideration of S. 2089, legislation 
naming the postal facility in Honolulu, 
Oahu, Hawaii, after Hiram L. Fong. 
This measure, sponsored by Senator 
DANIEL AKAKA and cosponsored by Sen-
ator DANIEL INOUYE, was unanimously 
passed by the Senate on March 3, 2006. 
An identical measure, H.R. 4509, spon-
sored by Mr. ABERCROMBIE, was unani-
mously reported by our committee on 
February 1, 2006. 

Hiram L. Fong, a native of Hawaii, 
was a noted and well-known member of 
Hawaii politics. Mr. Fong was a grad-
uate of the University of Hawaii and 
Harvard Law School before practicing 
law in Honolulu. He later served as 
deputy attorney for the city and coun-
ty of Honolulu, and during World War 
II, Mr. Fong served as a major and 
judge advocate of the 7th Fighter Com-
mand of the 7th Air Force from 1942 to 
1945. 

He began his political career in 1938 
as a member of the Territorial legisla-
ture, serving 4 years as Vice Speaker 
and 6 years as Speaker and Vice Presi-
dent of the Territorial Constitutional 
Convention in 1950. In 1959, Mr. Fong 
was elected as a Republican to the 
United States Senate. Upon the admis-
sion of Hawaii as a State, he was re-
elected in 1964 and again in 1970. 

Senator Fong did not seek reelection 
in 1976. Instead, he returned to private 
enterprise, serving as chairman of Fi-
nance Enterprises, Limited. Sadly, he 
passed away on August 18, 2004. 

Mr. Speaker, as Senator AKAKA, my 
good friend and colleague observed last 
week upon the Senate passage of S. 
2089, ‘‘Senator Hiram Fong was a man 
of great integrity and a compassionate 
advocate for civil rights and workers’ 
rights. It is fitting that a United 
States Post Office near his home in 
Kalihi be named in his honor. During 
his 20 years of service in the United 
States Senate, Senator Fong personi-
fied a spirit of bipartisan cooperation. 
He was instrumental in enacting land-
mark civil rights legislation in the 
1960s; reforming U.S. immigration laws 
to end discrimination against Asian 
immigrants; improving job training 
programs for workers; and fighting for 
equal pay for women. The people of Ha-
waii were truly fortunate to have been 
represented by Hiram Fong.’’ 

I commend my colleagues for seeking 
to honor the political legacy of Senator 
Hiram Leong Fong and urge swift pas-
sage of this legislation. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in full 
support of S. 2089, legislation which provides 
permanent recognition—the naming of the 
prominent Kapalama post office in Honolulu, 
Hawaii—of the late, great U.S. Senator Hiram 
L. Fong of Hawaii, whose long life—he died in 
August 2004 at the age of 97—was dedicated 
to reshaping, for the betterment of all, the so-
cial and political landscape of twentieth-cen-
tury Hawaii. 

S. 2089, introduced by Senator DANIEL 
AKAKA, and cosponsored by Senator DANIEL 
INOUYE, passed the Senate on March 3. I was 
pleased to cointroduce its companion, H.R. 
4509, with Congressman NEIL ABERCROMBIE 
on December 13, 2005. 

Born into poverty in Honolulu in October 
1907, Hiram L. Fong was the seventh of 11 
children of Chinese-immigrant parents. His fa-
ther, Fong Sau Howe, originally from China’s 
Kwangtung Province, arrived in Hawaii in 
1872, one of 45,000 Chinese immigrants who 
came to Hawaii to work on the plantations of 
the islands’ once dominant sugar industry. His 
mother, Fong Lum Shee, arrived in Hawaii 
when she was 10 years old to work as a maid. 

By all accounts, Hiram Fong was enter-
prising, even as a child. He shined shoes, de-
livered poi, sold newspapers, led visitors to 
local tourist spots as well as caddied nine 
holes of golf for 25 cents. 

He attended Hawaii’s public schools and 
was a member of McKinley High School’s fa-
mous class of 1924, whose 216 members, 
many of them first-generation immigrants, be-
came some of Hawaii’s most distinguished 
lawyers, business executives, and public serv-
ants. Hiram Fong himself became the first 
resident of Hawaii to receive the Horatio Alger 
Award for overcoming poverty to achieve great 
success in law, business, and public service. 

As a student at the University of Hawaii, 
Fong found time to edit the student paper and 
the yearbook, become a member of the 
volleyball, rifle and debate teams, and serve 
as president of the YMCA and Chinese Stu-
dents Alliance, all the while working at the 
Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard as a supply 
clerk. He somehow managed to graduate from 
the University of Hawaii with honors in 1930 
after just 3 years. 

After working at what was then the Subur-
ban Water System of Oahu from 1930 to 
1932, Hiram Fong attended Harvard Law 
School. Upon graduation in 1935, he returned 
to Honolulu to work as a deputy city attorney. 

In 1938, when he was 31, he founded the 
law firm of Fong, Miho, Choy and Robinson, 
and entered and won a race for a seat in the 
Territorial House of Representatives. A mem-
ber of the Republican Party, he forged a coali-
tion of independent Republicans and Demo-
crats to win election as speaker of the Terri-
torial House, where he would serve a total of 
14 years, including three terms as speaker. 

Hiram Fong’s political career was inter-
rupted by World War II, when he was called 
to active duty with the Army Air Corps. He 
served as judge advocate with the 7th Fighter 
Command of the Seventh Air Force. He later 
retired as a colonel in the U.S. Air Force Re-
serve. 

As a member of the Hawaii Territorial 
House, Fong supported legislation designed to 
help organized labor and working families. In 
1945, he supported what became known as 
the ‘‘Little Wagner Act,’’ which allowed agri-
culture workers to unionize. It was Hiram 
Fong’s understanding of and identification with 
Hawaii’s laborers and plantation workers and 
fellow immigrant families that enabled him, a 
Republican in an increasingly Democratic 
Party-dominated Hawaii, to continue winning 
elections. 

His one electoral defeat, which ended the 
first phase of his political career, came in 
1954, when he lost his race for re-election to 
the Territorial House seat by a mere 31 votes. 
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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. 

I 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. I also appreciate the support of my col-
leagues on this measure. 

I 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. 

f 

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 

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. 

f 

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)(i) 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-

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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maintained under security measures estab-
lished by the Chief Justice of the United 
States, in consultation with the Attorney 
General and the Director of National Intel-
ligence. 

‘‘(5) All petitions under this subsection 
shall be filed under seal. In any proceedings 
under this subsection, the court shall, upon 
request of the Government, review ex parte 
and in camera any Government submission, 
or portions thereof, which may include clas-
sified information.’’. 
SEC. 4. DISCLOSURES. 

(a) FISA.—Subparagraph (C) of section 
501(d)(2) of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1861(d)(2)), as 
amended by the applicable Act, is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des-
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under sub-
paragraph (A) or (C) of paragraph (1) shall 
identify to the Director or such designee the 
person to whom such disclosure will be made 
or to whom such disclosure was made prior 
to the request.’’. 

(b) TITLE 18.—Paragraph (4) of section 
2709(c) of title 18, United States Code, as 
amended by the applicable Act, is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des-
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under this 
section shall identify to the Director or such 
designee the person to whom such disclosure 
will be made or to whom such disclosure was 
made prior to the request, except that noth-
ing in this section shall require a person to 
inform the Director or such designee of the 
identity of an attorney to whom disclosure 
was made or will be made to obtain legal ad-
vice or legal assistance with respect to the 
request under subsection (a).’’. 

(c) FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section 

626(d) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681u(d)), as amended by the applica-
ble Act, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des-
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under this 
section shall identify to the Director or such 
designee the person to whom such disclosure 
will be made or to whom such disclosure was 
made prior to the request, except that noth-
ing in this section shall require a person to 
inform the Director or such designee of the 
identity of an attorney to whom disclosure 
was made or will be made to obtain legal ad-
vice or legal assistance with respect to the 
request for the identity of financial institu-
tions or a consumer report respecting any 
consumer under this section.’’. 

(2) OTHER AGENCIES.—Paragraph (4) of sec-
tion 627(c) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1681v(c)), as amended by the appli-
cable Act, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) At the request of the authorized gov-
ernment agency, any person making or in-
tending to make a disclosure under this sec-
tion shall identify to the requesting official 
of the authorized government agency the 
person to whom such disclosure will be made 
or to whom such disclosure was made prior 
to the request, except that nothing in this 
section shall require a person to inform the 
requesting official of the identity of an at-
torney to whom disclosure was made or will 
be made to obtain legal advice or legal as-
sistance with respect to the request for in-
formation under subsection (a).’’. 

(d) RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (D) of sec-

tion 1114(a)(3) of the Right to Financial Pri-

vacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414(a)(3)), as amended by 
the applicable Act, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(D) At the request of the authorized Gov-
ernment authority or the Secret Service, 
any person making or intending to make a 
disclosure under this section shall identify 
to the requesting official of the authorized 
Government authority or the Secret Service 
the person to whom such disclosure will be 
made or to whom such disclosure was made 
prior to the request, except that nothing in 
this section shall require a person to inform 
the requesting official of the authorized Gov-
ernment authority or the Secret Service of 
the identity of an attorney to whom disclo-
sure was made or will be made to obtain 
legal advice or legal assistance with respect 
to the request for financial records under 
this subsection.’’. 

(2) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION.— 
Clause (iv) of section 1114(a)(5)(D) of the 
Right to Financial Privacy Act (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(5)(D)), as amended by the applicable 
Act, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(iv) At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des-
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under this 
section shall identify to the Director or such 
designee the person to whom such disclosure 
will be made or to whom such disclosure was 
made prior to the request, except that noth-
ing in this section shall require a person to 
inform the Director or such designee of the 
identity of an attorney to whom disclosure 
was made or will be made to obtain legal ad-
vice or legal assistance with respect to the 
request for financial records under subpara-
graph (A).’’. 

(e) NATIONAL SECURITY ACT OF 1947.—Para-
graph (4) of section 802(b) of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 436(b)), as 
amended by the applicable Act, is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) At the request of the authorized inves-
tigative agency, any person making or in-
tending to make a disclosure under this sec-
tion shall identify to the requesting official 
of the authorized investigative agency the 
person to whom such disclosure will be made 
or to whom such disclosure was made prior 
to the request, except that nothing in this 
section shall require a person to inform the 
requesting official of the identity of an at-
torney to whom disclosure was made or will 
be made to obtain legal advice or legal as-
sistance with respect to the request under 
subsection (a).’’. 
SEC. 5. PRIVACY PROTECTIONS FOR LIBRARY PA-

TRONS. 
Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 

as amended by the applicable Act, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) LIBRARIES.—A library (as that term is 
defined in section 213(1) of the Library Serv-
ices and Technology Act (20 U.S.C. 9122(1)), 
the services of which include access to the 
Internet, books, journals, magazines, news-
papers, or other similar forms of commu-
nication in print or digitally by patrons for 
their use, review, examination, or circula-
tion, is not a wire or electronic communica-
tion service provider for purposes of this sec-
tion, unless the library is providing the serv-
ices defined in section 2510(15) (‘electronic 
communication service’) of this title.’’. 

This Act shall become effective imme-
diately upon enactment. 

b 1445 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

PUTNAM). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER) and the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on S. 2271 currently under consid-
eration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Sen-
ate 2271, the USA PATRIOT Act Addi-
tional Reauthorizing Amendments Act 
of 2006. On December 14 of last year, 
the House passed the conference report 
on H.R. 3199, the USA PATRIOT Im-
provement and Reauthorization Act of 
2005, by a strong bipartisan vote of 251– 
174. Last Thursday, the other body fol-
lowed the bipartisan lead of this House 
and approved the conference report by 
an overwhelming vote of 89–10. 

When the House Judiciary Com-
mittee unanimously reported the PA-
TRIOT Act a month after the 9/11 at-
tacks, I pledged to vigorously examine 
its implementation to ensure that en-
hanced law enforcement authority is 
required to reduce America’s vulner-
ability that terrorism did not erode our 
constitutional or civil liberties. 

As the historical record makes amply 
clear, it was the House, led by former 
majority leader Dick Armey and me, 
that forcefully insisted that much of 
the PATRIOT Act’s expansion of law 
enforcement authority sunset without 
affirmative congressional reauthoriza-
tion. 

These sunsets helped complement ag-
gressive Congressional oversight of the 
implementation of the PATRIOT Act. 
The conference report now passed by 
both houses represents the product of 
comprehensive bipartisan consider-
ation consisting of legislative and 
oversight hearings, briefings, and in-
spector general reports and committee 
correspondence. This extensive record, 
a chronology of which I will submit for 
the RECORD, has demonstrated that the 
PATRIOT Act has been an effective 
tool against terrorists and other crimi-
nals. 

At the same time, intense congres-
sional and public scrutiny has not pro-
duced a single substantiated claim that 
the PATRIOT Act has been misused to 
violate American civil liberties. How-
ever, the conference report contained 
over 30 important civil liberties 
amendments and revisions revised to 
further mitigate the potential for mis-
use of the PATRIOT Act. 

This bill includes three additional 
clarifications of the conference report 
to address concerns raised by some 
Members of the other body. 

First, current law does not expressly 
provide a recipient of a section 215 
order or a national security letter the 
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right to challenge it. The conference 
report clearly delineated judicial re-
view for such challenges, including the 
ability of NSL recipients to challenge 
an accompanying nondisclosure order. 
S. 2271 would extend the section 215 re-
cipients similar access to judicial re-
view, to challenge and attach the non-
disclosure order. 

Second, because of national security 
concerns, the conference report con-
tained language that would allow the 
government to ask a recipient of one of 
these national security orders to iden-
tify the persons to whom disclosure 
will be or was made. The Director of 
National Intelligence expressed con-
cern that without this safeguard, a re-
cipient could disclose the government’s 
investigative efforts to a person with 
ties to hostile foreign governments or 
entities. 

The conference report permitted the 
government to determine whether a re-
quest is warranted, and if the defend-
ant has made such a request to deter-
mine whether the disclosure affected 
an ongoing investigation. An exception 
was included for information that 
might interfere with attorney-client 
relations, specifically barring the dis-
closure of the identity of an attorney 
to whom a recipient planned to dis-
close. This bill extends the exception 
to prevent the government from re-
questing the name of counsels with 
whom the recipient had already con-
sulted. 

Finally, S. 2271 clarifies current law 
that a library may only be subject to 
an NSL request if it falls under 18 
U.S.C. 2516(15), which defines an elec-
tronic communications service pro-
vider as any service which provides to 
users thereof the ability to send or re-
ceive wire or electronic communica-
tion. This change addresses the poten-
tial for misuse alleged by critics of the 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, over the last 5 years, 
the PATRIOT Act has been the focus of 
virtually unprecedented congressional 
and public scrutiny. Opponents of this 
legislation have relied upon exaggera-
tion and hyperbole to distort a dem-
onstrated record of accomplishment 
and success. 

The Justice Department and other 
agencies have properly used the PA-
TRIOT Act to detect, disrupt and dis-
mantle sales in New York, Virginia and 
Oregon before they struck. The PA-
TRIOT Act helped tear down the pre-9/ 
11 wall that prevented law enforcement 
intelligence agencies from sharing crit-
ical information necessary to avert ter-
rorist attacks on American soil. 

It has become a critical tool of Amer-
ica’s law enforcement arsenal and a 
vital deterrent against terrorist sub-
version. It upheld our constitutional 
values, and none of the provisions au-
thorized by the conference report have 
been held unconstitutional. 

Simply stated, the PATRIOT Act has 
made America safer while safeguarding 
our civil liberties. The conference re-
port contained provisions to address 

claims that the PATRIOT Act might be 
misused to violate civil liberties, and 
Senate 2271 contains additional provi-
sions to further allay these concerns. I 
urge my colleagues to support this bill 
and look forward to the eminent enact-
ment of the USA PATRIOT Improve-
ment and Reauthorization Act of 2005 
into law. 

The following material is a chro-
nology of the oversight of the PA-
TRIOT Act from October of 2001 to No-
vember of 2005 and a listing of addi-
tional civil liberties protections con-
tained in the conference report of H.R. 
3119: 
OVERSIGHT OF THE USA PATRIOT ACT FROM 

OCTOBER, 2001, TO NOVEMBER, 2005 
1. November 9, 2005, Department of Justice 

classified briefing for Committee on the Ju-
diciary staff on press accounts of FBI use of 
NSLs; 

2. October 25, 2005, Department of Justice 
classified briefing for House and Senate 
Committees on the Judiciary and Commit-
tees on Intelligence staff on press accounts 
of FBI use of NSLs; 

3. October 6, 2005, Department of Justice 
classified briefing for Committee on the Ju-
diciary Members and staff on press accounts 
of mistakes in FBI applications to the For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Court under 
the USA PATRIOT Act; 

4. July 12, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to July 1, 2005, letter regarding use of the 
USA PATRIOT Act; 

5. July 12, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to May 19, 2005, letter regarding use of 
the USA PATRIOT Act; 

6. July 11, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to Rep. 
Bobby Scott responding to questions regard-
ing use of the USA PATRIOT Act; 

7. July 11, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary regarding 
use of the USA PATRIOT Act; 

8. July 5, 2005, letter from FBI Director 
Meuller to Senate Committee on the Judici-
ary responding to questions regarding use of 
the USA PATRIOT Act; 

9. July 1, 2005, letter from Assistant Attor-
ney General William Moschella to Rep. 
Bobby Scott responding to questions regard-
ing use of the USA PATRIOT Act; 

10. July 1, 2005, letter from House Com-
mittee on the Judiciary to the Attorney 
General regarding use of the USA PATRIOT 
Act; 

11. June 29, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to the 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to April 5, 2005, letter regarding use of 
the USA PATRIOT Act; 

12. June 10, 2005, House Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on reauthorization of the 
USA PATRIOT Act; 

13. June 8, 2005, House Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on reauthorization of the 
USA PATRIOT Act; 

14. May 26, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on Material Witness Provisions of 
the Criminal Code and the Implementation 
of the USA PATRIOT Act; Section 505 that 
Addresses National Security Letters; and 
Section 804 that Addresses Jurisdiction over 
Crimes Committed at U.S. Facilities Abroad; 

15. May 19, 2005, letter from House Com-
mittee on the Judiciary to the Attorney 
General regarding use of the USA PATRIOT 
Act; 

16. May 10, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on the prohibition of Material Sup-
port to Terrorists and Foreign Terrorist Or-
ganizations and on the DOJ Inspector Gen-
eral’s Reports on Civil Liberty Violations 
under the USA PATRIOT Act; 

17. May 10, 2005, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on continued oversight of 
the USA PATRIOT Act; 

18. May 5, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on Section 212 of the USA PATRIOT 
Act that Allows Emergency Disclosure of 
Electronic Communications to Protect Life 
and Limb; 

19. May 3, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on Sections 201, 202, 213, and 223 of 
the USA PATRIOT Act and Their Effect on 
Law Enforcement Surveillance; 

20. April 28, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing: Section 218 of the USA PATRIOT 
Act—If It Expires Will the ‘‘Wall’’ Return?; 

21. April 28, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing: Have Sections 206 and 215 Improved 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) 
Investigations?; 

22. April 26, 2005, letter from Assistant At-
torney General William Moschella to Sen-
ator Dianne Feinstein responding to April 4, 
2005, letter regarding use of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act; 

23. April 26, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism; and Homeland Security 
hearing: Have Sections 204, 207, 214, and 225 
of the USA PATRIOT Act, and Sections 6001 
and 6002 of the Intelligence Reform and Ter-
rorism Prevention Act of 2004, improved 
FISA Investigations; 

24. April 21, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on Crime, Terrorism, and the Age of 
Technology—(Section 209: Seizure of Voice- 
Mail Messages Pursuant to Warrants; Sec-
tion 217: Interception of Computer Tres-
passer Communications; and Section 220: Na-
tionwide Service of Search Warrants for 
Electronic Evidence); 

25. April 20, 2005, Senate Subcommittee on 
Terrorism, Technology, and Homeland Secu-
rity hearing: A Review of the Material Sup-
port to Terrorism Prohibition; 

26. April 19, 2005, House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Security 
hearing on Sections 203(b) and (d) of the USA 
PATRIOT Act and their Effect on Informa-
tion Sharing; 

27. April 6, 2005, House Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing with Attorney General 
Gonzales; 

28. April 5, 2005, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on Oversight of the USA 
PATRIOT Act; 

29. March 22, 2005, Department of Justice 
law enforcement sensitive briefing for Com-
mittee on the Judiciary Members and staff 
on the use of FISA under the USA PATRIOT 
Act; 

30. September 22, 2004, Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary hearing: A Review of 
Counter-Terrorism Legislation and Pro-
posals, Including the USA PATRIOT Act and 
the SAFE Act May 5, 2004, Senate Com-
mittee on the Judiciary hearing: Aiding Ter-
rorists—a Review of the Material Support 
Statute; 

31. May 20, 2004, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on FBI Oversight: Ter-
rorism; 

32. April 14, 2004, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on Preventing and Re-
sponding to Acts of Terrorism: A Review of 
Current Law; 

33. February 3, 2004, Department of Justice 
briefing for House Committee on the Judici-
ary staff on its views of S. 1709, the ‘‘Secu-
rity and Freedom Ensured (SAFE) Act of 
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2003,’’ and H.R. 3352, the House companion 
bill, as both bills proposed changes to the 
USA PATRIOT Act; 

34. November 20, 2003, request by Chairmen 
Sensenbrenner and Hostettler to GAO re-
questing a study of the implementation of 
the USA PATRIOT Act anti-money laun-
dering provisions. Report was released on 
June 6, 2005; 

35. October 29, 2003, Department of Justice 
classified briefing for Committee on the Ju-
diciary Members and staff on the use of FISA 
under the USA PATRIOT Act; 

36. September 10, 2003, Senate Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Technology, and 
Homeland Security hearing on Terrorism: 
Two Years After 9/11, Connecting the Dots; 

37. August 7, 2003, Department of Justice 
briefing for House Committee on the Judici-
ary Members and staff regarding the long- 
standing authority for law enforcement to 
conduct delayed searches and collect busi-
ness records and the effect of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act on those authorities; 

38. July 23, 2003, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on Law Enforcement and 
Terrorism; 

39. June 13, 2003, letter from Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislative Affairs at the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, Pamela J. Turn-
er, to the House Committee on the Judiciary 
responding to questions regarding the USA 
PATRIOT Act; 

40. June 10, 2003, Department of Justice 
classified briefing for Committee on the Ju-
diciary Members and staff on the use of FISA 
under the USA PATRIOT Act; 

41. June 5, 2003, House Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on the U.S. Department of 
Justice, including its use of the provisions 
authorized by the USA PATRIOT Act; 

42. May 20, 2003, House Subcommittee on 
the Constitution hearing: Anti-Terrorism In-
vestigations and the Fourth Amendment 
After September 11th: Where and When Can 
Government Go to Prevent Terrorist At-
tacks; 

43. May 13, 2003, letter from Acting Assist-
ant Attorney General, Jamie Brown to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to questions regarding the USA PA-
TRIOT Act; 

44. April 1, 2003, letter from the House 
Committee on the Judiciary to the Attorney 
General regarding use of the USA PATRIOT 
Act; 

45. October 9, 2002, Senate Subcommittee 
on Terrorism, Technology, and Homeland Se-
curity hearing: Tools Against Terror: How 
the Administration is Implementing New 
Laws in the Fight to Protect our Homeland; 

46. September 20, 2002, letter from Assist-
ant Attorney General, Daniel Bryant, to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to questions regarding the USA PA-
TRIOT Act; 

47. September 10, 2002, Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary hearing on the USA PA-
TRIOT Act in Practice: Shedding Light on 
the FISA Process; 

48. August 26, 2002, letter from Assistant 
Attorney General, Daniel Bryant, to the 
House Committee on the Judiciary respond-
ing to questions regarding the USA PA-
TRIOT Act; 

49. July 26, 2002, letter from Assistant At-
torney General, Daniel Bryant to the House 
Committee on the Judiciary responding to 
questions regarding the USA PATRIOT Act; 

50. July 25, 2002, Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary hearing on the Department of Jus-
tice, including its implementation of the au-
thorities granted by the USA PATRIOT Act; 

51. June 13, 2002, letter from the House 
Committee on the Judiciary to the Attorney 
General regarding use of the USA PATRIOT 
Act; 

52. April 17, 2002, Senate Subcommittee on 
Administrative Oversight and the Courts 

hearing: ‘‘Should the Office of Homeland Se-
curity Have More Power? A Case Study in 
Information Sharing;’’ 

53. December 6, 2001, Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary hearing on DOJ Oversight: 
Preserving our Freedoms While Defending 
Against Terrorism; 

54. December 4, 2001, Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary hearing on DOJ Oversight: 
Preserving our Freedoms While Defending 
Against Terrorism; 

55. November 28, 2001, Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary hearing on DOJ Oversight: 
Preserving our Freedoms While Defending 
Against Terrorism; and 

56. October 3, 2001, Senate Subcommittee 
on the Constitution, Civil Rights, and Prop-
erty Rights hearing: Protecting Constitu-
tional Freedoms in the Face of Terrorism. 
ADDITIONAL CIVIL LIBERTIES PROTECTIONS 

CONTAINED IN THE CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H.R. 3199, THE USA PATRIOT IMPROVE-
MENT AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2005 
The conference report contains the fol-

lowing additional safeguards: 
Requires a description of a specific target 

in both the application and the court order 
for ‘‘roving wiretaps,’’ and specific facts in 
the application that show that the target’s 
actions may thwart surveillance efforts—if 
the target’s true identity is unknown. 

Requires that the FBI must notify the 
court within 10 days after beginning surveil-
lance of any new phone for all ‘‘roving wire-
taps.’’ The notice must include the total 
number of electronic surveillances conducted 
under the court’s multipoint order. 

Includes new reporting requirements to 
Congress, including new details about the 
use of ‘‘roving’’ authority. 

Requires that for delayed notice search 
warrants that notice of the search be given 
within 30 days of its execution, unless the 
facts justify a later date, eliminating the 
open-ended period of delay permissible under 
current law. 

Allows for extensions of the delay period in 
giving notice of a search, but only upon an 
updated showing of the need for further 
delay. Also, it limits any extension to 90 
days or less, unless the facts of the case jus-
tify a longer delay. 

Adds new reporting requirements to Con-
gress on the use of delayed notice search 
warrants. 

Requires for section 215 orders, relating to 
investigator’s access to business records, a 
statement of facts showing reasonable 
grounds to believe that the records or other 
things sought are relevant to an authorized 
investigation to protect against inter-
national terrorism or espionage. This pro-
vides additional safeguards to the original 
USA PATRIOT Act, which required the gov-
ernment only to certify that the records at 
issue were sought for an authorized inves-
tigation—without any factual showing. 

Requires a three part test for section 215 
orders that ensures the records are sought 
for: a foreign power or an agent of a foreign 
power; the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of an au-
thorized investigation; or an individual in 
contact with, or known to, a suspected agent 
of a foreign power who is the subject of an 
authorized investigation. This test combined 
with the newly required statement of facts 
should mitigate concerns of government 
‘‘fishing expeditions,’’ while maintaining the 
flexibility for legitimate terrorism inves-
tigations. 

Explicitly guarantees the right for recipi-
ents of section 215 orders to consult legal 
counsel and seek judicial review. 

Requires high level approval by either the 
FBI Director, Deputy Director, or Executive 
Assistant Director for requests for certain 

records, including library records, medical 
records, educational records, and tax return 
records. 

Limits the scope of section 215 orders to 
materials that could be obtained via grand 
jury subpoena or a similar court order for 
the production of records. 

Limits retention, and prohibits dissemina-
tion, of information concerning U.S. persons. 

Requires that the DOJ Inspector General 
conduct two separate audits of the FBI’s use 
of section 215 orders that will examine: any 
noteworthy facts or circumstances relating 
to 215 orders, including any improper or ille-
gal use of the authority; the manner in 
which such information is collected, re-
tained, analyzed, and disseminated by the 
FBI; and an assessment of whether the mini-
mization procedures protect the constitu-
tional rights of United States persons. 

Requires enhanced reporting to Congress of 
section 215 orders, including a breakdown of 
its use to obtain library records, medical 
records, educational records, and other sen-
sitive types of records. 

Requires public reporting of the aggregate 
use of section 215 orders. 

Allows recipients of National Security Let-
ters (NSLs) to consult with legal counsel. 

Creates an explicit right to judicial review 
of NSL requests. 

Permits a reviewing court to modify or set 
aside an NSL if compliance would be unrea-
sonable, oppressive, or otherwise unlawful— 
this is the same standard used to modify or 
quash a subpoena in a criminal case. 

Provides for judicial review of the non-
disclosure requirements. 

Adds a ‘‘knowing and willfully’’ standard 
that must be proven before someone who dis-
closes an NSL can be subject to a 1-year mis-
demeanor offense. 

Requires the DOJ IG to conduct two com-
prehensive audits of the FBI’s use of NSLs. 

Requires the Attorney General and the Di-
rector of National Intelligence to submit to 
Congress a report on the feasibility of apply-
ing minimization procedures to NSLs to en-
sure the protection of constitutional rights 
of U.S. persons. 

Adds a new ‘‘sunshine’’ provision that re-
quires annual public reporting on NSLs. 

Provides for expanded congressional access 
to significant FISA reporting currently pro-
vided to the Intelligence Committees. 

Includes a provision requiring the FISA 
Court to submit its rules & procedures to 
Congress. 

Creates new reporting requirements for the 
use of emergency authorities under FISA. 

Requires new reporting on the use of emer-
gency disclosures of communications infor-
mation made under section 212 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act. 

Requires the Department of Justice to sub-
mit a report to Congress on the Depart-
ment’s data-mining activities. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, let 
me just begin by pointing out that in 
the dissent from the bill reported, 
there are six precise examples of when 
the PATRIOT Act has been abused so 
that no one will be able to say that 
they don’t know where they are. They 
are on page 2 and 3 of the dissents that 
have been filed with the committee. 

What we have, we have passed the 
conference report already. It was 
passed on December 14, 2005. Because of 
the other body, and the serious objec-
tions that they have raised, we are get-
ting now to three other points that are 
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being raised. Two of the points are the 
basis of my remarks this afternoon. 

The first I would like you to know 
about in S. 2271 is that amazingly 
enough, after all the debate, this meas-
ure that we are considering today 
makes section 215 intelligence orders 
for any tangible thing harder to chal-
lenge in court than the current con-
ference report which allows a recipient 
to challenge the gag order imme-
diately. This measure before us that we 
will be voting on would make the re-
cipient wait a year, but then to make 
it really worse, rather than the review-
ing court immediately allowing the 
gag order, allowing the gag as the gov-
ernment’s carte blanche assertion of 
national security is conclusive. 

We have added two things. We make 
the assertion of national security con-
clusive, plus we make the person that 
challenges it not able to immediately 
go to court. This is a setback. 

The second thing that we do is that 
we add no meaningful protection for li-
brary records. That is to say that the 
present conference reports allow imme-
diate challenge. What we do is that ac-
cording to the National Association of 
Library Records, we make the protec-
tion for library records exempt only if, 
the national security letters, they 
don’t offer Internet access. But the 
American Library Association puts the 
number of libraries without Internet 
access at nearly zero. 

What we have done is create a fig leaf 
that really does nothing to give the 
meaningful protection that the library 
association has requested and that we 
tried to get through in our legislation. 
So it is with great reluctance that even 
on two out of the three measures that 
are before us in this very small bill, we 
find that this is unsupportable. 

In addition, finally, what this meas-
ure doesn’t do is address any of the 
core problems with the PATRIOT Act, 
the main one being that we have asked 
for moderate changes that would have 
ensured that these extraordinary new 
powers are directed solely at terrorists 
or to those associated with terrorists, 
and this measure fails to do that. For 
those reasons, I am unable to support 
this measure and urge that it be de-
feated. 

There is no more difficult task we have as 
legislators than balancing our Nation’s need 
for security against our citizens’ civil liberties. 
Nearly five years after the tragedy of Sep-
tember 11, and in the midst of a war against 
terror without any clear endpoint, it is increas-
ingly clear that we are failing in that task. 

We failed when we rushed through the first 
PATRIOT Act while the wreck of the World 
Trade Center was still smoldering. We failed 
when we refused to address the repeated civil 
liberties abuses by our own government, in-
cluding the warrantless surveillance of U.S. 
citizens. And today, we are failing yet again, 
by taking up S. 2771. Not only is the bill sub-
stantively dangerous, it does nothing to re-
spond to the serious flaws in the conference 
report. 

First, the bill is dangerous because it makes 
it practically impossible to challenge the gag 

orders that come with secretive 215 orders. It 
would not only make the recipient wait at least 
one full year before challenging a gag order, 
it deems government certifications concerning 
possible harm to national security to be ‘‘con-
clusive.’’ This is far worse than what is pro-
posed by the conference report which would 
allow the FISA court to ensure that the law 
and the Constitution are not violated. 

Second, the bill operates as a mere fig leaf, 
covering over serious problems in the under-
lying conference report. For example, the bill 
pretends to protect libraries from receiving Na-
tional Security Letters, but then revokes that 
protection if the library offers internet access. 
The bill does nothing to prevent the govern-
ment from using security letters to obtain con-
fidential information having nothing to do with 
terrorism; nothing to protect secret physical 
searches of homes and offices; and nothing to 
rein in abusive roving wiretap orders. 

If we are serious about combating terror in 
the 21st century, we must move beyond sym-
bolic gestures and color coded threat levels, 
and begin to make the hard choices needed to 
protect our Nation. If we really want to prevent 
terrorists from targeting our citizens and our 
cities, we need keep assault weapons out of 
the hands of suspected terrorists. And if we 
really want to protect our people and secure 
our ports and other transportation hubs, the 
administration needs to honor the letter and 
the spirit of our security laws and fully fund 
our homeland security needs. 

The legislation before us today endangers 
our civil liberties, while doing nothing meaning-
ful to protect our citizens. I urge a no vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE), chair 
of the Subcommittee on Crime. 

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
distinguished chairman from Wis-
consin. 

Mr. Speaker, pardon my immodesty. 
I believe that this bill has been thor-
oughly and consistently examined, but 
I don’t think there has been a com-
mittee other than the House Judiciary 
Committee, I don’t think there has 
been a subcommittee, other than the 
Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism 
and Homeland Security, that has 
worked any more diligently than have 
we. 

Now, the chairman used the words 
vulnerable and vulnerability in his 
opening statement. We are indeed, we 
were on 9/11, we are today. But as the 
chairman furthermore pointed out, 
much misleading and inaccurate infor-
mation has been associated and di-
rected to the PATRIOT Act. I used this 
example on the floor earlier, Mr. 
Speaker. A constituent of mine came 
to me all upset, concerned about the 
PATRIOT Act. 

We must get rid of the PATRIOT Act, 
he said to me. I said to him, give me an 
example how it has adversely affected 
you. He said, I can’t do it. I said, give 
me an example of how it has adversely 
affected anyone you know. I can’t do 
it, he replied. I further said, give me an 
example where any third party has 
been adversely affected. Again he came 
up short. 

This is the misleading information 
that has convinced many people across 
our land that it is no good. In this era 
of instant and universal communica-
tions, if a piece of legislation is as bad 
as my constituents thought it was, 
surely he would have some evidence as 
to some information to indicate to me 
why the bill is so onerous. 

b 1500 
Granted, the bill expanded the pa-

rameters of law enforcement, but not 
to the detriment of law-abiding citi-
zens. 

After 9/11, I made the statement that 
my most pressing fear is that the next 
attack will come by water at ports and/ 
or harbors, the very issue that plagues 
us today with the ports issue. We are 
indeed still vulnerable, but we are not 
as vulnerable as we were on 9/11, and 
part of that security must be directly 
related to the PATRIOT Act. We are 
not invincible, by any means; but we 
are more secure, we are more protected 
than we were then, because I think we 
now fully appreciate the enemy, the 
terrorism that hangs heavy over our 
heads; and I think the PATRIOT Act, 
Madam Speaker, will serve a good pur-
pose to that end. 

I again thank the chairman for hav-
ing yielded time to me, and I thank 
him for his leadership as we have pur-
sued this effort in the past several 
months. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I 
want to say to my good friend and my 
respected chair and the Member who 
just spoke that one of the things you 
have to keep in mind is the informa-
tion that they are saying hasn’t been 
brought forward to the public wouldn’t 
be brought forward to the public under 
what has been essentially a secret 
manner of investigation. 

I rise in strong opposition to this leg-
islation because it offers only super-
ficial reform that would have little, if 
any, impact on safeguarding our civil 
liberties. Furthermore, it has become 
crystal clear that this administration 
is currently and will continue to abuse, 
attack, and outright deny the civil lib-
erties of the people of this country in 
defiance of our Constitution. This ad-
ministration is illegally wiretapping 
American citizens, illegally collecting 
information on peace groups, and ille-
gally signing statements to ignore the 
torture ban recently enacted by this 
Congress. 

Some of my colleagues will stand up 
here today and argue the PATRIOT Act 
had nothing to do with these nefarious 
activities, but my colleagues are not 
looking at the big picture. The admin-
istration is violating the laws Congress 
has passed and trampling on the Con-
stitution of the United States. 

I will not give this administration 
any additional police powers. Congress 
has failed to do its job as a coequal 
branch of government. The administra-
tion’s attack on our democracy has to 
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be reined in. This Congress must not 
walk away from its role in providing a 
check and balance to the administra-
tion’s exercise of executive power. 

This Congress was not zealous in 
oversight prior to 2001; but since that 
time, this Congress has ignored its con-
stitutional duty, and 200 years of 
American democracy have suffered. 
The complacency of this Congress is 
clearly viewed by the administration 
as a license to ignore the laws it dis-
agrees with, and then it demands Con-
gress pass expanded police powers. 

In the name of the Constitution of 
the United States of America, I reject 
this complacency. I will not vote to 
give a single new police power to this 
administration. I voted against the PA-
TRIOT Act when it first passed, and I 
remain even more opposed to this leg-
islation today. 

The bill before us today enables the 
FBI to investigate any American for 
any reason without the checks and bal-
ances of the judicial system. History 
tells us that unchecked police powers 
with little or no oversight will be 
abused and the citizens will be harmed. 
The administration’s record in this 
area is concrete proof that history re-
peats itself. 

I am for police function that protects 
citizens of this great Nation, not a po-
lice function that is used to terrorize 
them. I urge my colleagues to vote 
against the PATRIOT Act reauthoriza-
tion, to stand up for our Constitution, 
to stand up for our Bill of Rights, to re-
member the long struggle that was in-
strumental in establishing those lib-
erties. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute. 

Madam Speaker, the statement we 
just heard is at variance with what has 
happened since the PATRIOT Act was 
enacted. 

First, none of the 16 provisions that 
expanded law enforcement powers has 
been held unconstitutional by any Fed-
eral Court in the country in over 4 
years of being tested. Second, the PA-
TRIOT Act requires the Justice De-
partment Inspector General to report 
to Congress twice a year on civil lib-
erties violations that have been inves-
tigated. We have gotten those reports. 
There haven’t been any. Third, there is 
a provision in the PATRIOT Act that 
said anybody who thinks their civil lib-
erties are violated can sue the Justice 
Department and get $10,000 of statutory 
damages in addition to proven eco-
nomic damages and attorneys fees. So 
far, not a dime has been paid out in 
judgments or settlements under this 
section. 

This is an example of how the PA-
TRIOT Act has been distorted by those 
who are opposed to it. Let us talk 
about the PATRIOT Act, because the 
PATRIOT Act has passed muster, and 
the facts and the court decisions show 
it. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN). 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I thank the 
chairman for yielding me time. 

Madam Speaker, after 9/11, one of the 
most responsible things that this Con-
gress did was to pass the PATRIOT 
Act. It tore down that wall that existed 
between the intelligence community 
and the law enforcement community, a 
wall that was specifically talked about 
in the 9/11 Commission report as one of 
the failures of our government to pre-
pare for the threats that we had prior 
to 9/11. What we are doing now is re-
affirming that responsible act by this 
Congress. This today is the final crit-
ical piece of the USA PATRIOT Act, 
reflecting the careful balancing of na-
tional security and the civil liberties of 
our citizens. 

In total, over 30 changes, additional 
civil liberty protections, have been 
made to the base legislation. It reflects 
the reality that security must not be 
juxtaposed against the notion of rights. 
It is absolutely true that the first civil 
right of all Americans is the right not 
to be murdered, not to be murdered by 
terrorists. 

The three additional changes con-
tained in the bill before us, S. 2271, go 
beyond the 30 additions that we had in 
the conference report itself. There are 
civil liberties protections concerning, 
first, the ability to challenge the legal-
ity of a section 215 order. Section 215 
deals with business records, including 
library records. Secondly, it adds civil 
liberties protections concerning the 
protection of the confidentiality of a 
name of an attorney to whom informa-
tion has been disclosed. Third, it places 
limitations concerning the use of na-
tional security letters with respect to 
libraries. 

These 30-plus changes to the under-
lying legislation were made despite the 
fact that in this last year we had 13 
separate hearings on the PATRIOT 
Act; and in those 13 hearings we found 
not a single, single, incidence of abuse 
of the law. We placed the Attorney 
General of the United States under 
oath. We placed the number two person 
at the Justice Department under oath. 
We heard from supporters of this act; 
we heard from the detractors of this 
act. We examined the Inspector Gen-
eral’s reports. We had the opportunity 
to look at classified data that backed 
up the request for the use of this act. 

I personally did that, as well as other 
members of the subcommittee and the 
full committee; and we could not find a 
single example of an established abuse 
of the statute as written or as applied. 

On the basis of the Bali terrorist at-
tacks, the bombing in Spain, the ter-
rible 7/7 incident in London, the threat 
to the safety and security of our citi-
zens continues. It didn’t end with the 
passage of the PATRIOT Act. The PA-
TRIOT Act, as it has been imple-
mented, has allowed us to protect our-
selves from future such attacks. 

We must not now lapse into a pre-9/11 
lethargy. Unlike normal criminal in-
vestigations, terrorism presents law 

enforcement with the task of pre-
venting a cataclysmic attack. That is 
why I rise in support of this bill before 
us. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, be-
fore yielding to the gentleman from 
Virginia, I yield myself 45 seconds, be-
cause this is getting a little bit out of 
hand. 

The assertion has been made that 
none of the 16 provisions have violated 
the law, but two Federal District 
Courts in New York and Connecticut 
have found that the national security 
letters themselves are illegal. Two 
courts, that the national security let-
ters were held to be illegal. And to say 
that there have been no abuses, read 
pages 2 and 3 of the dissent of the 
Democrats on the Judiciary Committee 
about all of the violations that have 
gone on. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds. 

Madam Speaker, the national secu-
rity letters were not one of the addi-
tional law enforcement powers that 
were passed as a part of the PATRIOT 
Act. They were passed in 1986, 15 years 
before 9/11 and the PATRIOT Act was 
passed. 

The gentleman is correct in saying 
that national security letters were held 
unconstitutional, and what we did in 
this reauthorization bill is to provide a 
procedure to challenge them and make 
them constitutional, even though they 
weren’t in the original PATRIOT Act. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me time. 

Madam Speaker, let me just first say 
I believe it is inappropriate to even dis-
cuss the PATRIOT Act until we have 
had hearings to find out what is going 
on with the NSA wiretaps. The PA-
TRIOT Act could be, in fact, irrelevant 
if you are wiretapping at will, as the 
President has suggested; and we want 
to know exactly what is going on with 
those wiretaps before we do anything 
else. But this bill is on the floor, so we 
have to discuss that. 

Unfortunately, I have to oppose this 
bill because it still continues to re-
quire no finding of individualized sus-
picion as a trigger to the secret record 
search powers in sections 215 and 505. 
That means that innocent Americans 
can have their sensitive records 
searched without any showing that 
they are an agent of a terrorist organi-
zation or scheming with terrorist orga-
nizations or doing anything illegal. In-
stead, this continues the problems in 
the original PATRIOT Act. This bill 
addresses several of the problems, but 
doesn’t actually solve them. 

One thing it helps is the fact that the 
recipient of a national security letter 
will be able to consult a lawyer with-
out having to notify the government of 
the attorney’s name. This is merely 
cosmetic, because that has actually 
been the recent practice. 
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In terms of these interstate letters, 

the bill addresses the right to chal-
lenge the gag order which applies to 
the secret orders under 215, as well as 
the national security letters; but it 
says that you can’t make the challenge 
for 1 year. It codifies a 1-year period 
during which you can’t do anything. 
That makes the present law worse. 
Presumably, you could go in right 
away to challenge the NSA and see the 
secret orders; but now you have to wait 
a year, and at the end of the year, you 
can’t do anything, because all the gov-
ernment has to do is certify that the 
gag order needs to stay in effect. The 
judge has no discretion as to over-
turning that certification. So although 
this issue is addressed, it is actually 
made worse. 

Finally, Madam Speaker, there is a 
question on the protection of privacy 
of library patrons in terms of the Inter-
net service providers as to whether or 
not the library is an Internet service 
provider. The language is a little bit 
confusing. 

Madam Speaker, I would enter into 
the RECORD a colloquy between the 
Senator from Illinois, Mr. DURBIN, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. 
SUNUNU, the chief patron of the bill. 
Assuming that he means what he said 
he meant on the floor of the Senate, we 
don’t have a problem with it. So I 
would like to ask unanimous consent 
to introduce into the RECORD the col-
loquy between the two Senators as to 
what section 5 actually means. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 

Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I have a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, is it in order to introduce into 
the RECORD in this body debate that 
has been taken in the other body? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By 
unanimous consent, it may be done. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Further re-
serving the right to object, let the 
record be clear that as manager of the 
bill, I do not necessarily agree with the 
debate that was taken between the two 
Senators in the other body. 

b 1515 
But if the gentleman from Virginia 

wishes to insert that in the RECORD for 
its hortatory nature, I will not object. 

Madam Speaker, I withdraw my res-
ervation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). Without objection, it will be 
entered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 

Speaker, I would like to introduce this. 
It represents the intent of the chief 
sponsor of the bill, which we agree 
with, although I understand the man-
ager of the bill in the House may not. 
COLLOQUY BETWEEN SENATORS JOHN SUNUNU 

AND DICK DURBIN ON SECTION 5 OF S. 2271, 
FEBRUARY 16, 2006 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, at this mo-

ment, I wish to address the bill pending be-
fore the Senate, and that is S. 2271. 

I commend Senator John Sununu of New 
Hampshire, who is here in the Chamber. 
Were it not for his hard work, we would not 
be here today. For weeks, while many of us 
were doing other things back home, Senator 
Sununu was working assiduously with the 
White House to find a way to address some 
very vexing and challenging issues when it 
came to modifying the PATRIOT Act. He has 
done an excellent job. I commend him and 
tell him that I have enjoyed working with 
him over the last 2 years, where we have 
crossed party lines and tried to find ways to 
keep the PATRIOT Act as a tool to make 
America safe but also at the same time to 
protect our basic liberties. 

Every step of the way, as we considered 
changes to the PATRIOT Act, we have been 
supported by our Nation’s librarians. These 
are wonderful men and women—profes-
sionals—who are dedicated to the libraries 
across America, which are such rich re-
sources. I thank the librarians of America, 
especially for their heroic efforts to amend 
the PATRIOT Act in a responsible way and, 
equally as important, to defend our Con-
stitution. 

I understand that section 5 of Senator 
Sununu’s bill, S. 2271, will help protect the 
privacy of Americans’ library records. I ask 
the indulgence of the Chair that I might 
enter into a colloquy with Senator Sununu 
relative to section 5. 

I would like to ask Senator Sununu, 
through the Chair, if he could explain to me 
what section 5 will accomplish. 

Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. President, I am pleased 
to be on the floor today and pleased to be 
able to see the light at the end of the tunnel 
on PATRIOT reauthorization, thanks to the 
work of Senator Durbin and others. We have 
legislation before us that will make the ad-
justments to the PATRIOT Act reauthoriza-
tion conference report mentioned by the 
Senator from Illinois. He specifically men-
tioned section 5 of our legislation. As he 
began to describe, section 5 is intended to 
clarify current law regarding the applica-
bility of National Security Letters to librar-
ies. 

A National Security Letter is a type of ad-
ministrative subpoena, a powerful tool avail-
able to law enforcement officials, to get ac-
cess to documents. It is a document signed 
by an FBI agent that requires a business to 
provide certain kinds of personal records on 
their customers to the Government. These 
subpoenas are not approved by a judge before 
being issued. 

What we did in this legislation is add clari-
fying language that states that libraries op-
erating in their traditional functions: lend-
ing books, providing access to digital books 
or periodicals in digital format, and pro-
viding basic access to the Internet would not 
be subject to a national security letter. 
There is no National Security Letter statute 
existing in current law that permits the FBI 
explicitly to obtain library records. But, as 
was indicated by the Senator from Illinois, 
librarians have been concerned that existing 
National Security Letter authority is vague 
enough so that it could be used to allow the 
Government to treat libraries as they do 
communication service providers such as a 
telephone company or a traditional Internet 
service provider from whom consumers 
would go out and get their access to the 
Internet and send and receive e-mail. 

Section 5 clarifies, as I indicated, that a li-
brary providing basic Internet access would 
not be subject to a national security letter, 
simply by virtue of making that access 
available to the public. 

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Senator from 
New Hampshire. It is my understanding that 
most public libraries, as he explained, offer 
Internet access to the public. Because of 

this, they are concerned that the Govern-
ment might consider them to be communica-
tions service providers similar to the tradi-
tional providers, such as AT&T, Verizon, and 
AOL. 

So if I understand it correctly, your bill 
clarifies that libraries, simply because they 
provide basic Internet access, are not com-
munications service providers under the law 
and are not subject to national security let-
ters as a result. I ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire, through the Chair, is that a cor-
rect conclusion? 

Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. President, I absolutely 
believe that the conclusion of the Senator 
from Illinois is correct, A library providing 
basic Internet access would not be subject to 
a National Security Letter as a result of 
that particular service and other services 
that are very much in keeping with the tra-
ditional role of libraries. 

Some have noted or may note that basic 
Internet access gives library patrons the 
ability to send and receive e-mail by, for ex-
ample, accessing an Internet-based e-mail 
service. But in that case, it is the Web site 
operator who is providing the communica-
tion service—the Internet communication 
service provider itself—and not the library, 
which is simply making available a com-
puter with access to the Internet. 

So I certainly share the concerns of the 
Senator from Illinois and others who have 
worked very long and hard on this and other 
provisions. I think it does add clarity to the 
law as he described, in addition to providing 
other improvements to the PATRIOT Act as 
they relate to civil liberty protections. All 
along, this has been about providing law en-
forcement with the tools that they need in 
their terrorism investigations while, at the 
same time, balancing those powers with the 
need to protect civil liberties. I think, in the 
legislation before us, we have added clarity 
to the law in giving access to the courts to 
object to section 215 gag orders and, of 
course, striking a very punitive provision 
dealing with counsel and not forcing the re-
cipient of a National Security Letter to dis-
close the name of their attorney to the FBI. 

All of these are improvements to the un-
derlying legislation, and I recognize that we 
had a overwhelming, bipartisan vote today 
to move forward on this package. I antici-
pate that we will have similar bipartisan 
votes in the days ahead to conclude work on 
this legislation and get a much improved 
PATRIOT Act signed into law. 

Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as well, because that clari-
fication is important. So if a library offers 
basic Internet access, and within that access 
a patron can, for example, send and receive 
e-mail by accessing an Internet-based e-mail 
service such as Hotmail, for example, that 
does not mean the library is a communica-
tions service provider and, therefore, it does 
not mean that a library could be subject to 
these national security letters of investiga-
tion. 

By way of comparison, a gas station that 
has a pay phone isn’t a telephone company. 
So a library that has Internet access, where 
a person can find an Internet e-mail service, 
is not a communications service provider; 
therefore, it would not fall under the pur-
view of the NSL provision in 18 U.S.C. 2709. 
It is a critically important distinction. I 
thank the Senator from New Hampshire for 
making that clear and for all of his good 
work on this bill. 

Libraries are fundamental to America. 
They symbolize our access to education. 
They are available to everyone, regardless of 
social or economic status. 

When we first introduced the SAFE Act, I 
went to the Chicago Public Library to make 
the announcement. The library was estab-
lished in 1873, and for over 130 years it has 
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given the people of the City of Chicago the 
ability to read and learn and communicate. 
Here is what the mission statement says at 
that public library: 

We welcome and support all people and 
their enjoyment of reading and pursuit of 
lifelong learning. We believe in the freedom 
to read, to learn, and to discover. 

We have to ensure, in the Senate and in 
Congress, in the bills that we pass, including 
the PATRIOT Act, that this freedom to read, 
learn, and discover is preserved for our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to support the continued ef-
fort to reauthorize the United States 
PATRIOT Act. It is well overdue for 
this Congress to ensure those trying to 
protect the American people have all 
the tools necessary to combat ter-
rorism. 

With the passage of this bill, Con-
gress will have demonstrated its over-
whelming desire to protect our civil 
liberties while protecting our home-
land. We have taken every precaution 
to ensure an overzealous government 
cannot overstep its constitutional re-
sponsibility. 

Among other provisions, this legisla-
tion allows a person receiving a FISA 
production order to produce any tan-
gible item that they deem necessary to 
challenge that order before a district 
court. 

This bill also removes libraries from 
the definition of a wire or electronic 
service communication provider for 
purposes of granting the national secu-
rity letters, unless, unless the library 
actually provides electronic commu-
nication service. 

These are commonsense amendments 
that will continue to fine-tune the bal-
ance between our homeland security 
and our constitutional rights as Amer-
ican citizens. I thank Chairman SEN-
SENBRENNER for yielding me the time 
and for his outstanding work on this 
vital issue. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself 15 seconds. 

Madam Speaker, just to keep the 
record straight, in 1986, national secu-
rity letters were limited to terrorists. 
The PATRIOT Act lowered the stand-
ard to anything relevant to an inves-
tigation, and now over 30,000 are issued 
every year. The sham fix does not help 
us at all. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, we 
are engaged in a serious war with ter-
rorism. But we are going after the 
wrong targets. We are not protecting 
ourselves, but we are attacking our lib-
erties. We are not doing anything ade-
quate to secure the loose nuclear mate-
rials all over the former Soviet Union 
before they are smuggled to al Qaeda 
to make atomic bombs. 

We search only 5 percent of the 9 mil-
lion shipping containers that come into 

our country every year, any one of 
which could contain a weapon of mass 
destruction. 

But what are we doing? Well, the 
President has orchestrated a secret 
conspiracy to violate the criminal law 
by ordering clearly illegal domestic 
surveillance. 

And now we renew the PATRIOT Act 
with some of the worst provisions only 
cosmetically changed and continuing 
to threaten civil liberties. Section 215 
allows the government to obtain busi-
ness reports about people, including li-
brary, medical and various other types 
of business records, as long as they are 
‘‘sought for a terrorism investigation.’’ 

The government simply has to come 
up with a statement of facts showing 
there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that tangible things sought are rel-
evant to an authorized investigation. 
Relevant? Almost anything can be rel-
evant. 

To make matters worse, the recipi-
ents of a section 215 order are subject 
to an almost unreviewable automatic 
gag order. Now we are told, under this 
bill, that judicial review can take place 
after a year. At best. A year? And in 
order to prevail in challenging a gag 
order, a certification by the govern-
ment that disclosure would harm na-
tional security or impair diplomatic 
relations would be conclusive, unless 
shown it would be in bad faith. 

Conclusive? No evidentiary showing, 
no evidentiary test. That is absurd. 
That means there is no test at all. Sec-
tion 505 authorizes FBI field office di-
rectors to collect in secret almost lim-
itless sensitive personal information 
from entities simply by issuing na-
tional security letters. 

The FBI can simply say they want 
your private and sensitive information 
and they can get it. This is very much 
like the writ of assistance the British 
used to grant in 1761 that helped start 
the American Revolution. Under the 
conference report, recipients would 
theoretically have the ability to chal-
lenge these gag orders, but again that 
will be virtually impossible. 

As with section 215, the government’s 
assertion that the gag order is nec-
essary to protect the national security 
would be a conclusive presumption 
that the government is telling the 
truth that the gag order could stand. 

You can only challenge the govern-
ment’s bad faith. This automatic per-
manent gag rule very likely violates 
the first amendment, as two courts 
have already found. We ought to have 
real protections. We ought to have 
some procedural safeguards in the PA-
TRIOT Act such as our entire Amer-
ican tradition demands. 

The conference report does not re-
place the section 215 showing of rel-
evance standard with the three-part 
test that was the basis of the Senate 
compromise which provided some 
meaningful due process protections. It 
should. 

The conference report does not re-
store the section 505 previous standard 

of specific and articulable facts con-
necting the records sought to a sus-
pected terrorist. It should. 

The conference report does not allow 
recipients of section 215 orders and na-
tional security letters a meaningful 
court challenge to the gag order. It 
should. 

And, finally, the conference report 
does not sunset section 505, national 
security letters, in 4 years. It should. 

I very much urge defeat of this PA-
TRIOT Act reauthorization so that we 
can mend the bill so it doesn’t destroy 
our constitutional liberties. Mend it, 
not end it. But this doesn’t help. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I 
would just say to this side, this bill has 
gone through so many iterations, and 
so many times we have looked at this. 
It includes 30 additional civil liberties 
safeguards. And, you know, I admit 
that your fighting against this bill has 
probably improved it a little bit. 

But at this point, we have done so 
much to help it. I think it is a very 
good bill. I commend the author, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, for his patience all 
during this process. 

These new civil liberty safeguards in-
clude allowing recipients of search re-
quests or national security letters to 
seek legal counsel for appealing the de-
cision to the FISA court and mandated 
reporting to the public and Congress on 
the use of national security letters, 
data-mining and delayed-notice search 
warrants. 

This is a vigilant protector of civil 
rights and national security, and it is 
the right balance. It is critical that we 
pass this bill today. I would say in 
passing that part of the PATRIOT Act 
was a cargo amendment that I in-
cluded. I thank the chairman for allow-
ing me to do that. 

In Florida alone, local and State 
agencies joined together and developed 
a unified strategy for prevention and 
enforcement against cargo theft, re-
sulting in about a 25 percent decrease 
in cargo thefts. Unfortunately, my col-
leagues, the FBI estimates, and these 
are only estimates because we do not 
have any way to track this informa-
tion, overall national loss from cargo 
theft remains at almost $6 billion an-
nually. 

The interagency cooperation must be 
expanded from the State level to in-
clude nation-wide enforcement. Cargo 
theft imperils our Nation’s security, 
and data indicates profits from cargo 
theft often go to organized crime or to 
terrorist activities. 

So for that reason, for 2 years I have 
been working on this amendment, 
which is included as part of the PA-
TRIOT Act, to, first of all, combat this 
crime by increasing mandatory min-
imum sentencing and directing consoli-
dation of cargo theft trend data—sim-
ple collection of this cargo theft trend 
data into the federal Uniform Crime 
Reporting system, so in fact that sys-
tem we have a better understanding of 
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it, and we can coordinate between dif-
ferent law enforcement agencies. 

These are vital steps to fight this 
growing nation-wide threat, and I am 
pleased to have it included in the PA-
TRIOT Act. 

I ask my colleagues to realize the 
amount of work that has gone into this 
bill. It is absolutely necessary we pass 
it. I urge my colleagues to vote for it. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Mr. Chairman 
for your efforts to pass this critical legislation. 

Our founding fathers knew our young Nation 
faced dangerous security challenges from its 
amorphous and expansive border and aggres-
sive European powers. With that in mind, 
Thomas Jefferson wrote, ‘‘The price of free-
dom is eternal vigilance.’’ 

The situation confronting us today mirrors 
that of our founders. Our border is even larger 
and more difficult to control. With additional 
points of entry at every airport, prohibiting 
entry of those intent on doing harm is even 
more complex. Advanced technologies allow 
individuals across the oceans to coordinate at-
tacks within our cities. This is an eventuality 
impossible for our founding fathers to foresee, 
and yet necessary for us to combat. We must 
keep pace with the changing environment. 
The PATRIOT Act equips us to do that by 
breaking down communication barriers be-
tween law enforcement and intelligence agen-
cies, a weakness identified by the 9/11 Com-
mission. 

In Florida, law enforcement increased inter-
agency cooperation with impressive results. In 
2001, local and state agencies joined together 
and developed a unified strategy for preven-
tion and enforcement against cargo theft, re-
sulting in a 25% decrease in cargo thefts. Un-
fortunately, the FBI estimates overall national 
loss from cargo theft remains more than $6 
billion annually. Interagency cooperation must 
be expanded from the state level to include 
nationwide enforcement. Cargo theft imperils 
our national security, and data indicates profits 
from cargo theft often funds organized crime 
or terrorist activities. For two years, I have 
worked to pass legislation combating this 
crime by increasing mandatory minimum sen-
tences and directing consolidation of cargo 
theft trend data into the federal Uniform Crime 
Reporting system to better coordinate enforce-
ment activities. These are vital steps to fight 
this growing nationwide threat, and I am 
pleased they were included in this PATRIOT 
Act reauthorization. 

As we debate these amendments to the PA-
TRIOT Act, I hear echoes of another founding 
father’s words. Benjamin Franklin’s assertion 
that, ‘‘They who give up essential liberty to ob-
tain a little temporary safety, deserve neither 
liberty nor safety,’’ resounds as an admonition 
to those of us standing in this chamber to en-
sure proper oversight and protect civil liberties. 

This legislation includes 30 additional civil 
liberties safeguards. These include: allowing 
recipients of search requests or National Se-
curity Letters to seek legal counsel for appeal-
ing the decision to the FISA Court, and man-
dated reporting to the public and Congress on 
the use of National Security Letters, data min-
ing, and delayed notice search warrants. 

As vigilant protectors of national security, 
and critical guardians of civil liberties, with full 

realization of the immediate threat we face, I 
call upon my colleagues to vote in favor of this 
bill. Due diligence has been observed . . . in-
vestigated . . . executed . . . and critiqued. 
Now it is time to pass this Act. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS). 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam Speaker, this 
is an extremely important debate. I 
want to begin by expressing my dis-
appointment that this bill is being con-
sidered as a suspension along with the 
naming of post offices. Well, you know 
what, this is not a post-office-naming 
bill. This is a bill that deals with con-
stitutional rights. It is an issue about 
which seven States in this country 
have raised concerns, as have hundreds 
of municipalities from one end of 
America to the other. 

This is a bill that should allow for 
amendments and serious debate and 
not be considered simply as a suspen-
sion. 

Madam Speaker, many Americans 
are wondering how it could be that in 
terms of national security, our Presi-
dent believes that it is okay for a for-
eign government with terrorist ties to 
run major ports in America; that that 
is okay. But when some of us say that 
maybe kids or just ordinary American 
citizens should be allowed to read the 
books that they want in libraries with-
out being investigated by government 
agents, without any evidence that they 
are engaged in terrorist activities or 
have any ties to terrorism, that we 
cannot protect. 

Madam Speaker, there is growing 
concern in this country with regard to 
the state of our civil liberties and our 
constitutional rights. Whether it is the 
President of the United States engag-
ing, through the NSA, in illegal wire-
taps without court orders, or the wide-
spread use of national security letters, 
millions of Americans, whether they 
are progressives, whether they are con-
servatives or in between, are very con-
cerned about Big Brother investigating 
the private lives, the private reading 
habits of ordinary Americans. 

Madam Speaker, in June of 2005, I of-
fered an amendment that passed with a 
very strong bipartisan vote, which said 
that libraries and book stores should 
be exempt from section 215, that it is 
wrong for the government to be able to 
access the reading records or the book 
purchases of innocent Americans un-
less they can establish that those indi-
viduals have ties with terrorism. 

All of us want our government to be 
vigorous in protecting the American 
people against terrorism. But we want 
to do that in a way that does not un-
dermine the constitutional rights of 
the American people. Unfortunately, 
the Republican leadership took that 
amendment, which passed with strong 
bipartisan support, and they tossed it 
out. They rejected the will of a vast 

majority of the Members of the House 
of Representatives and did not incor-
porate that language into the final bill. 

Madam Speaker, this is an issue of 
huge consequence. Fighting terrorism 
is an enormously important issue, but 
we can and must do it without under-
mining the constitutional rights of the 
American people. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 45 seconds to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Speaker, as I indicated before, we need 
to have hearings on the NSA wiretaps. 
The question there is not whether or 
not the wiretaps can take place, but 
whether or not they take place in the 
concept of checks and balances. 

Also, we need to know what kinds of 
wiretaps are going on, and it would be 
nice to have hearings on that before we 
consider the PATRIOT Act. But when 
one of the previous speakers talked 
about the due process involved, we 
have to remind people that the due 
process is not for the person whose 
records are being gathered, but due 
process on the library that does not 
have enough money to operate the li-
brary, whether or not they have a right 
to go out and hire a lawyer to protect 
somebody else’s rights. 

The person affected does not have 
any rights in this situation. It is just 
the library and their own good will. If 
they want to go out and protect some-
body’s rights, they have that oppor-
tunity. These are extraordinary rights, 
police rights and police powers; and we 
need to make sure that people actually 
understand what is going on here. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the remainder of the time. 

Madam Speaker, it has been said that 
there have been no abuses of the PA-
TRIOT Act. Let me just run down what 
has already been reported, and prob-
ably there have been more, since we 
filed our report. 

It was used against Brandon 
Mayfield, a Muslim American, to tap 
his phone, seize his property, copy his 
computer files, spy on his children, 
take his DNA, all without his knowl-
edge. 

It has been used to deny, on account 
of his political beliefs, the admission to 
the United States of a Swiss citizen 
and prominent Muslim scholar to teach 
at Notre Dame University. It has been 
used to unconstitutionally coerce an 
Internet service provider to divulge in-
formation about e-mail activity and 
Web surfing on its system, and then 
gag that provider from even disclosing 
the abuse to the public. 

b 1530 

Because of gag restrictions, we will 
never know how many times it has 
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been used to obtain reading records 
from libraries and book stores, but we 
do know that libraries have been solic-
ited by the Department of Justice, vol-
untarily or under threat of the PA-
TRIOT Act, for reading information on 
more than 200 occasions since Sep-
tember 11. 

Finally, it has been used to charge 
and detain and prosecute Muslim stu-
dents in Idaho for posting Internet Web 
site links to objectionable material. 

Let us not support this PATRIOT Act 
today. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Madam Speaker, I can’t believe what 
I have heard from my friends on the 
other side of the aisle. If they succeed 
in defeating this bill, it is a case of be 
sorry for getting what you ask for. 
This bill actually puts more civil lib-
erties protections into the PATRIOT 
Act than the conference report which 
has already been passed by both Houses 
and is ready to be enrolled and sent to 
the President for his signature. 

So if you have your way and you vote 
down the bill that was authored by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Sen-
ator SUNUNU, you are not going to have 
the additional civil liberties protec-
tions that are contained in Senate 2271. 
That is not going to stop the con-
ference report which you opposed in 
December, as is your right, from going 
to the President and being signed with-
out these additional civil liberties pro-
tections. 

If you are for more civil liberties pro-
tections in the PATRIOT Act, vote for 
this bill. If you are against them, vote 
against this bill. But the fate of this 
bill has no bearing on the fact that the 
conference report on the PATRIOT Act 
reauthorization has been cleared by 
both Houses and is ready to go to the 
White House. So think before you vote 
‘‘no.’’ I am voting ‘‘aye’’ because this is 
a good bill, and we ought to vote on 
this bill based upon what is in it rather 
than what is in other legislation. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in opposition to S. 2271, 
a bill that circumvents the regular legislative 
process and fails to truly improve the PA-
TRIOT Act. 

Last year, I rejected the PATRIOT Act reau-
thorization and the conference report because 
I thought Congress could strike a more rea-
sonable balance in empowering law enforce-
ment and protecting civil liberties. I was con-
cerned then, as I am now, that the reauthor-
ization language would remove the protection 
of sunsets to most of the PATRIOT Act, which 
was critical to earn support for such sweeping 
legislation in 2001. These sunset provisions 
ensure that Congress will continuously be able 
to take a closer look at how law enforcement 
powers are implemented and the effectiveness 
of balancing security and freedom. I continue 
to believe that Congressional oversight over 
one of the most fundamental challenges of our 
time would not hinder our society but enhance 
it. 

First, let us be clear about what we are vot-
ing on today—an amendment to a conference 

report. Conference reports are not amendable. 
Conference reports are the product of con-
ference committees that have hammered out 
the differences between House and Senate 
versions of legislation. A conference report is 
one of the last stages of the legislative proc-
ess and it must be wholly rejected or accepted 
by the two chambers. 

Since the Majority and the Administration 
cannot pass the PATRIOT Act reauthorization 
conference report on its merits through the 
regular legislative process, the House must 
now consider a bill that amends the report. In-
stead of being honest with the American peo-
ple that the conference report is flawed, the 
Majority is attempting to maneuver legislation 
through the House that they purport will ‘‘fix’’ 
the underlying problems of the PATRIOT Act 
reauthorization and fast-track the bill to Presi-
dent Bush’s desk. 

Even if this ‘‘fix’’ was added to the con-
ference report, many discrepancies in the pro-
tection of privacy, civil liberties and Congres-
sional oversight still remain. For example, with 
no meaningful changes to the conference re-
port, access is still allowed to sensitive per-
sonal records, including medical, business and 
library records (Section 215) and national se-
curity letters that request personal information 
are still issued with no judicial review (Section 
505). 

Today, I reject the idea that the Majority and 
the Administration can use this bill as political 
cover to gain enough support for passage of 
the PATRIOT Act reauthorization. The fact re-
mains that the PATRIOT Act reauthorization 
still needs more work, more safeguards, and 
more oversight. As the 109th Congress con-
tinues to discuss protecting the homeland and 
civil liberties, I challenge my colleagues to 
have an open review and debate on improving 
the PATRIOT Act, and to work together—in a 
bipartisan manner—to strengthen national se-
curity in a way that is consistent with the fun-
damental rights and freedoms this country was 
founded on. 

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, I strongly 
support the PATRIOT Act, which plays an in-
strumental role in the detection and prevention 
of terrorist attacks. 

Terrorists will strike again. It is not a ques-
tion of if, but of when, where and of what 
magnitude. We are in a race to stop the terror-
ists before they use weapons of mass destruc-
tion against us. 

The PATRIOT Act empowers our intel-
ligence and law enforcement communities to 
play vital roles in helping the United States 
win this race. 

To fight the war on terrorism, our intel-
ligence agencies must have the right tools. 
However, with these added tools, there must 
be added oversight. The protection of our civil 
liberties is of utmost concern to me. 

For this reason, Congresswoman MALONEY 
and I have offered H.R. 1310, the Protection 
of Civil Liberties Act, which would reconstitute 
the Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board 
as an independent agency within the Execu-
tive Branch. 

The establishment and adequate funding of 
the Privacy and Civil Liberties Board was a 
crucial recommendation by the 9/11 Commis-
sion. In its Final Report on 9/11 Commission 
recommendations, the commission notes ‘‘very 
little urgency’’ and ‘‘insufficient’’ funding as it 
relates to the establishment of the Board. 

The bottom line is, we can no longer think 
in terms of the Cold War paradigm of contain-

ment, reaction and mutually-assured destruc-
tion. The modern threat requires us to detect 
and prevent attacks. 

The PATRIOT Act improves our anti-ter-
rorism capabilities by focusing on intelligence 
gathering, immigration, criminal justice and the 
financial infrastructure. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in opposition to S. 2271, the ‘‘USA PA-
TRIOT Act Additional Reauthorizing Amend-
ments Act of 2006. 

I am strongly committed to fighting and win-
ning the war on terror. The most solemn obli-
gation of government is to protect the citi-
zenry, and we need to make sure that law en-
forcement has the powers it needs to do so. 

At the same time, governments throughout 
history, including our own, have abused their 
authority in the name of promoting such secu-
rity. Americans should feel comfortable that 
while government is protecting them from oth-
ers, their private lives are protected from un-
warranted government intrusion. The right to 
privacy is one of our most precious rights, a 
hallmark of the American experiment. 

I opposed the initial USA PATRIOT Act in 
2001 because it threatened our civil liberties. 
As I have said before, while the compromise 
makes some improvements to the original 
USA PATRIOT Act, it does not go far enough 
to preserve civil liberties. 

It will remain too easy for the government to 
fish through the private information of innocent 
Americans. This includes medical, gun, library, 
and financial records. Institutions that receive 
requests for information are still prevented 
from talking about them, and their ability to 
successfully challenge these ‘‘gag orders’’ is 
limited or nonexistent. Government’s power to 
conduct secret searches of one’s personal ef-
fects without prior notice, so called ‘‘sneak and 
peak’’ authority, remains too expansive. 

S. 2271 only makes three changes to the 
prior act. First, it allows recipients of Section 
215 orders to challenge accompanying ‘‘gag 
orders.’’ However, it delays any action for at 
least one year and makes a successful chal-
lenge virtually impossible. Second, it clarifies 
that recipients of Section 215 orders and Na-
tional Security Letters (NSLs) do not have to 
disclose to the government the identities of at-
torneys consulted to assist in responding to 
these requests. Finally, it seeks to exclude li-
braries from the reach of NSLs. Unfortunately, 
there is considerable disagreement about 
whether the language in S. 2271 actually will 
accomplish its goal of clarifying that libraries 
are not subject to NSLs. 

These changes, taken as a whole, are at 
best small improvements which, most signifi-
cantly, do not address the larger concerns I 
discussed earlier. As such, I cannot endorse 
S. 2271 and this reauthorization of the USA 
PATRIOT Act. 

I am pleased that Senator SPECTER and oth-
ers have said they will revisit the USA PA-
TRIOT Act to deal with the many problems 
that remain. I look forward to a new bill that 
more properly balances our need to protect 
civil liberties and provide tools necessary in 
fighting terrorism. 

Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, the Patriot 
Act Conference Report which Congress will 
amend today deals with the outcry leveled at 
provisions in the original Patriot Act that allow 
the government to have access to library 
records. 

I strongly agree that the original PATRIOT 
Act was too broad: it permitted the FBI and 
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other agencies to issue National Security Let-
ters (NSL)—secret administrative sub-
poenas—without court approval to obtain a 
wide range of data from libraries that had little 
or nothing to do with fighting terrorists. 

But embedded in the law was something I 
felt and still feel was essential to prevent and 
disrupt terrorist plots: it covered Internet sites 
at libraries that also function as Internet Serv-
ice Providers (ISPs), places terrorists use to 
communicate with each other—something they 
have done effectively in the effort to evade 
being monitored. 

Though it was extremely unpopular, I voted 
against early efforts to repeal Section 215 of 
the PATRIOT Act—the so called Library Provi-
sion—because those efforts included ISPs. 
Last year, Congressman BERNIE SANDERS’ 
amendment Section 215 expressly did not in-
clude ISPs, and I spoke for it on the floor. 

Today’s bill modifies the PATRIOT Act by 
barring the government from using NSLs to 
obtain records from libraries functioning in 
their traditional roles. Only libraries that also 
function as ISPs are now covered. This com-
promise is right and the law ensures that we 
can continue to monitor terrorist activity on the 
Internet. 

In my view, however, we need to do more. 
Congress should fold additional checks and 
balances into the NSL process to protect busi-
ness and other records in the same way this 
bill protects libraries. Checks and balances— 
such as those contained in legislation spon-
sored by the Intelligence Committee Demo-
crats and senior Judiciary Committee Demo-
crats—would subject NSLs to judicial oversight 
and enhanced congressional scrutiny. 

The specter of a terrorist attack on U.S. soil 
is very real. It is a prospect that keeps me up 
at night. Clearly, we need modem tools to 
track 21st century threats, but not at the ex-
pense of our precious liberties, which are the 
essential foundation of American democracy. 
Today’s bill to amend the PATRIOT Act is a 
step in the right direction. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, 
today, the House considers S. 2271, The USA 
PATRIOT Act Additional Reauthorizing 
Amendments Act. 

I opposed the original 2001 PATRIOT Act 
because it failed to strike an appropriate bal-
ance between giving law enforcement agen-
cies the tools necessary to protect Americans 
from terrorism and maintaining the freedoms 
that protect America from tyranny. Like the 
2001 bill, the PATRIOT Act reauthorization 
conference report is unacceptable, and the 
amendments proposed by S. 2771 again fall 
short of the mark. 

Last year, the Senate unanimously agreed 
to legislation striking an appropriate balance 
between security and liberty. That bill offered 
an opportunity to fight terrorism effectively 
without giving up our rights and freedoms. By 
contrast, S. 2271 would make minor changes 
to the PATRIOT Act, and the final result falls 
well short of the standard set by the Senate 
legislation. 

We should insist on real PATRIOT Act re-
form that protects both our safety and our 
freedom. Until then, I cannot support fig leaf 
legislation intended to cover up the basic 
problems of the PATRIOT Act. 

You not only have to do the right thing, you 
have to do it in the right way. This act and 
these amendments do neither. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, I 
strongly oppose S. 2271, Additional Reauthor-

izing Amendments to the PATRIOT Act. This 
legislation fails to address any of the core fun-
damental flaws with the original PATRIOT Act 
and makes controversial provisions permanent 
which threaten American’s civil liberties. By 
making the sunset provisions permanent, we 
are losing the opportunity for a meaningful re-
view. 

Time and time again, we have extended the 
reauthorization deadline in an effort to fix the 
flaws and yet once more we have brought 
forth legislation that compromises our civil 
rights in exchange for government control. 

As we saw last year, the administration was 
cavalier with domestic spying through the Na-
tional Security Administration. Their ability to 
undermine the American public should worry 
my colleagues and makes me question the 
reasoning behind giving additional authority 
with the USA Patriot Act. 

In S. 2271, a recipient of national security 
letters (NSL) is able to challenge a nondisclo-
sure (gag) order but they must wait a year 
until they can file a petition and that order can 
be renewed indefinitely at the government’s 
discretion, making it harder to challenge. 

In addition, S. 2271 fails to provide mean-
ingful protection for the privacy of library pa-
trons and library records. It exempts libraries 
that operate in their traditional role, but does 
not exempt those who use or offer electronic 
communication services such as Internet ac-
cess. 

This legislation gives the administration too 
much flexibility and does not force Congress 
to review the act as needed. In a country that 
prides itself on civil rights and freedom of 
speech we must have the ability to question 
and modify legislation. We must maintain a 
system with checks and balances to ensure 
that our government works for our citizens in 
a transparent way. 

The lack of transparency is further dem-
onstrated with the Combat Methamphetamine 
Epidemic Act. Methamphetamine has taken 
Oregon, as well as this country, by storm. I 
fully support efforts to combat this epidemic; 
however, I will not vote for the egregious PA-
TRIOT Act just because it includes meth-
amphetamine provisions. This is a cheap tac-
tic and we should not be using victims of this 
epidemic as political chess pieces. 

I have no doubt that we can keep America 
safe without compromising our civil liberties. 
Sadly, the bill does compromise our rights. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam Speaker, 
while I will vote for this bill, I cannot be enthu-
siastic about it because it does very little to 
improve the laws it amends. And I cannot help 
regretting that the House is not being allowed 
to even consider improving the bill itself. 

By refusing to allow any amendments to be 
considered, the Republican leadership not 
only is missing an opportunity to refine and 
clarify the language of this Senate bill, it is in-
sisting on preventing any attempt to broaden 
the bill so it will do more to strike the right bal-
ance between fighting terrorism and respect-
ing civil liberties. This is not the right way for 
us to do our work. 

The bill in effect amends the conference re-
port on H.R. 3199, the bill to revise and renew 
various provisions of the ‘‘USA PATRIOT Act’’ 
(more commonly called simply the ‘‘PATRIOT 
Act’’) that was passed by the House last year. 

I voted against that conference report. 
I support renewing the new tools the PA-

TRIOT Act provided to fight terrorists. But I 

also thought then—and still think today—Con-
gress should take care to protect Americans’ 
civil liberties. And, after careful review, I con-
cluded that the conference report did not do 
enough to reduce the potential that the author-
ity it gives to the FBI and other agencies could 
be abused or misused in ways that intrude on 
Americans’ privacy and civil liberties—a poten-
tial that has led more than 300 communities 
as well as Colorado and six other States— 
governments that in all represent over 62 mil-
lion people—to pass resolutions opposing 
parts of the PATRIOT Act. 

I had hoped I could vote for the conference 
report, because earlier the Senate, to its cred-
it, did a better job than the House in respond-
ing to the concerns that prompted such resolu-
tions, while still providing ample tools that the 
government can use to work against the threat 
of more terrorist attacks, at home and abroad. 

I could have supported enactment of the bill 
as passed by the Senate, and I hoped that the 
conference report would closely resemble that 
Senate-passed bill. Unhappily, those hopes 
were not fulfilled—but I took new hope when 
the Senate refused to cut off debate on the 
conference report and it became clear that 
there would be an effort to revise it to address 
concerns about its effects on civil liberties. 

Specifically, I hoped that the conference re-
port would be revised to include provisions like 
those in H.R. 1526, the ‘‘Security and Free-
dom Ensured Act of 2005,’’ or SAFE Act. I am 
a cosponsor of that bill, which would amend 
the PATRIOT Act in several important ways. 

It would modify the provisions regarding 
‘‘roving wiretaps’’ to require that: (1) an order 
approving an electronic surveillance specify ei-
ther the identity of the target or the place to 
be wiretapped; and (2) surveillance is to be 
conducted only when the suspect is present. 

It would revise provisions governing so- 
called ‘‘sneak and peek’’ search warrants to: 
(1) limit them to cases where immediate notice 
of issuance would endanger someone’s life or 
physical safety, result in flight from prosecu-
tion or intimidation of a potential witness, or 
lead to destruction of or tampering with evi-
dence sought; and (2) require notice of the 
warrant within 7 days (instead of just a ‘‘rea-
sonable period’’) after execution, with exten-
sions for additional periods of up to 21 days 
if the court finds reasonable cause. 

It would require the FBI to have a more spe-
cific reason to seek to obtain that person’s 
business records for foreign intelligence and 
international terrorism investigations. 

It would provide that libraries shall not be 
treated as wire or electronic communication 
service providers under provisions granting 
counterintelligence access to provider sub-
scriber information, toll billing records, or elec-
tronic communication transactional records. 

It would redefine ‘‘domestic terrorism’’ to 
mean activities that involve acts dangerous to 
human life that constitute a Federal crime of 
terrorism. And it would add several provisions 
to the list subject to ‘‘sunset,’’ so that Con-
gress would have more incentive to review 
their implementation and to consider possible 
changes. 

I think the SAFE Act sets an appropriate 
standard for legislation to revise and reauthor-
ize the PATRIOT Act. 

Unfortunately, the conference report did not 
meet that standard, and even more unfortu-
nately the negotiations that followed the Sen-
ate’s refusal to end debate on the conference 
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report did not result in legislation that would 
bring the conference report into line with the 
‘‘SAFE’’ Act. 

Instead, those negotiations resulted in the 
bill now before the House, on which the only 
choice allowed by the Republican leadership 
is ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no.’’ 

The bill would make some revisions in the 
conference report. Specifically, it would—(1) 
allow recipients of a production order under 
Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act to ask a 
judge of the special court established by the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) to 
modify or quash the ‘‘gag rule’’ that bars dis-
closure of the order; (2) end the rule that re-
cipients of a Section 215 order or national se-
curity letter (NSL) must name any attorney 
consulted about the order or NSL; and (3) 
clarify that libraries, the services of which in-
clude offering patrons access to the Internet, 
are not subject to NSLs, unless they are func-
tioning as electronic communication service 
providers. 

However, a challenge to the gag rule could 
not be brought until a year after an order or 
NSL is issued, and the bill would establish as 
conclusive a government certification that a 
waiver may endanger national security unless 
it was made in bad faith. 

At best, these are very minor improvements 
in the conference report. And the language of 
the bill is not without ambiguity on several 
points—which is why the Republican leader-
ship should have allowed consideration of 
clarifying amendments. 

But, unfortunately, both the House and the 
Senate have approved the conference report 
and it is ready to go to the President to be 
signed into law. So, the choice now before the 
House is whether to pass this bill or whether 
we instead will allow the conference report to 
become law without even these minor im-
provements. 

And on that question, I think our country is 
better served by enactment of this inadequate 
and incomplete bill than by its defeat—and so 
I will vote for it. 

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, contrary to its 
proponents’ claims, S. 2271 fails to address 
the constitutional flaws in the PATRIOT Act or 
protect innocent Americans against future 
abuses of their civil liberties. Rather, passing 
this bill makes the permanent authorization of 
most of the act inevitable. Therefore, I urge 
my colleagues to vote against S. 2271 in order 
to force the House and Senate to craft a new 
legislation giving the government the tools 
necessary to fight terrorism without sacrificing 
constitutional liberties. 

The Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee essentially admitted that S. 2271 does 
nothing to address the core concerns constitu-
tionalists and civil libertarians have with the 
PATRIOT Act. In fact, he has announced his 
intention to introduce his own PATRIOT Act 
reform bill! However, if S. 2271 passes and 
PATRIOT Act extension becomes law, it is 
highly unlikely that this Congress will consider 
any other PATRIOT Act reform legislation. 

USA Today’s Editorial of March 1, ‘‘Patriot 
Act ‘compromise’ trades liberty for safety,’’ ac-
curately describes how people concerned 
about individual liberty should react to S. 
2271’s ‘‘reforms’’: ‘‘Big Deal. By any standard 
of respect for the Bill of Rights, those provi-
sions never should have been in the law in the 
first place. What is it about the Fourth Amend-
ment (‘The right of the people to be secure 

. . . against unreasonable searches and sei-
zures shall not be violated’) that Congress 
doesn’t get?’’ 

Among S. 2271’s flaws are provisions re-
stricting recipients of a ‘‘gag’’ order regarding 
government seizure of private records from 
seeking judicial review of such orders for a 
year and requiring that recipients prove gov-
ernment officials acted in ‘‘bad faith,’’ a ridicu-
lously high standard, simply to be able to com-
municate that the government has ordered 
them to turn over private records. The bill also 
requires that recipients of National Security 
Letters, which can be abused to sidestep the 
requirements of the Fourth Amendment, pro-
vide the FBI with the names of any attorneys 
from whom they have sought legal counsel 
from. S. 2271 would thus prohibit a National 
Security Letter recipient from even asking a 
lawyer for advice on complying with the letter 
without having to report it to the FBI. In fact, 
S. 2271 requires National Security Letter re-
cipients to give the FBI the names of anyone 
they tell about the letter. This provision will 
likely have a chilling effect on a recipient of a 
National Security Letters ability to seek legal 
advice or other assistance in challenging or 
even complying with the National Security Let-
ter. 

Madam Speaker, S. 2271 does not address 
the fundamental constitutional problems with 
the PATRIOT Act. To the contrary, S. 2271 
will make most of the PATRIOT Act’s dramatic 
expansions of federal power a permanent fea-
ture of American life. Therefore, I urge my col-
leagues to reject this bill and work to ensure 
government can effectively fight terrorism with-
out sacrificing the liberty of law-abiding Ameri-
cans. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to S. 2271, the PATRIOT Act Amend-
ments. 

James Madison, our 4th President, said, ‘‘I 
believe there are more instances of the 
abridgment of the freedom of the people by 
gradual and silent encroachments of those in 
power than by violent and sudden 
usurpations.’’ 

The PATRIOT Act and its subsequent 
amendments are exactly what the ‘‘Father of 
the Constitution’’ was talking about. 

Democracy means the ‘‘common people 
rule’’. And the ‘‘common people’’ of the 17th 
district have proclaimed that Americans should 
not have to compromise their civil liberties in 
order to combat extremism. The local govern-
ments of Pacific Grove, Salinas, Santa Cruz, 
and Watsonville, California have all passed 
resolutions expressing their concerns with the 
anti-privacy and anti-liberty nature of the PA-
TRIOT Act. 

As we promote democracy at other coun-
tries, should we not ourselves be practicing 
and preserving democracy within our own so-
ciety? 

Madam Speaker, I urge a no vote on the 
PATRIOT Act amendments. 

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to S. 2271, the USA PATRIOT Act. Ad-
ditional Reauthorizing Amendments Act of 
2006. This bill is a great example of what hap-
pens when you put Republican Senators in a 
room with DICK CHENEY to negotiate over Con-
stitutional rights. It’s like two foxes negotiating 
over who can do more damage to the hen-
house without upsetting the neighbors. 

Examining this deal more closely, we see 
that giving the American people the right to 

consult a lawyer or challenge a gag order in 
court is somehow considered a concession by 
the Bush Administration. Other than that, it’s 
the same old PATRIOT Act that criminalizes 
speech, protest, and meetings of citizens while 
also eliminating the right to due process and 
a search warrant. 

This bill permanently extends 14 of 16 expir-
ing provisions of the PATRIOT Act. Govern-
ment can still listen in on your phone con-
versations without any proof that a terrorist is 
using the phone and can conduct secret 
searches of your property. The law will still 
allow our Government to send a letter to your 
bank, Internet Service Provider, insurance 
company, or any other business demanding 
information about you. The only difference is 
that businesses no longer have to tell the FBI 
when they consult an attorney about the re-
quest. 

A government official can still forbid a busi-
ness from telling anyone that records have 
been obtained, although this gag would last 
for an initial one-year period rather than indefi-
nitely. However, the gag can be renewed and 
doing so is actually made easier by this sup-
posed grand compromise. Finally, the Bush 
Administration has magnanimously agreed not 
to look at your library borrowing records, al-
though this agreement makes it easier for 
them to find out what websites you visit while 
at the library. 

Madam Speaker, the PATRIOT Act can 
never be fixed because it starts with the fun-
damental presumption that the Constitution 
gets in the way of protecting Americans. In 
fact, we need the Constitution more than ever 
to protect us from politicians who think they’re 
above the law. 

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Speaker, I rise in op-
position to S. 2271. This bill makes a few cos-
metic changes, but the changes do little to ad-
dress the serious civil liberties concerns that I 
and countless Americans have raised during 
the debate over the reauthorization of the PA-
TRIOT Act. 

For example, nothing has been done to inte-
grate needed checks and balances into the 
National Security Letter (NSL) process. NSLs 
are requests for financial, telecommunications, 
credit, and other business records issued di-
rectly by government agencies in national se-
curity investigations without the approval of a 
judge. Before the PATRIOT Act, the FBI and 
other issuing agencies could issue an NSL 
only if there was some nexus to an agent of 
a foreign power or terrorist. Post-PATRIOT 
Act, the government only has to show the re-
quest is relevant to an investigation. The low-
ering of this standard has resulted in an all- 
time high number of NSLs issued. Passage of 
this legislation will do nothing to change this 
disturbing trend or enhance congressional or 
judicial oversight over NSLs. 

This bill also fails to address issues related 
to the President’s National Security Agency 
(NSA) domestic surveillance program. I 
strongly believe this program must be subject 
to statutory restrictions, including the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA). Congress 
should not stand by in silence and allow this 
controversial program to continue unchecked. 

Unfortunately, in spite of having adequate 
time to engage in constructive discussions to 
fix the PATRIOT Act reauthorization Con-
ference Report, the sponsors of S. 2271 
chose again to exclude Democrats from nego-
tiations. Instead, they’ve offered a bill that 
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makes only a few superficial changes to the 
Conference Report, and because this bill is 
being considered under suspension of the 
rules, we don’t have an opportunity to offer 
meaningful amendments that could greatly im-
prove the PATRIOT Act and ensure the pro-
tection of privacy and civil liberties as well as 
our national security. 

I oppose this bill and find it regrettable that 
an important opportunity to initiate real reforms 
to this legislation has been squandered. 

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, later this 
afternoon we will consider additional reauthor-
izing amendments to the PATRIOT Act. The 
PATRIOT Act Conference Report is a balance 
between liberty and security. Chairman SEN-
SENBRENNER and those of us serving on the 
House Judiciary Committee dedicated our-
selves to achieving this end. The additional 
safeguards that we will agree to today will fur-
ther enhance the safety and security of the 
American people, and I enthusiastically sup-
port that. It is time, after two extensions and 
a debate worthy of the high standards of 
American democracy, that we send the PA-
TRIOT Act to the President for his signature. 

We all lived through September 11th. I was 
here at the Capitol that day. I saw the evil of 
our enemies written in the smoke rising above 
the Pentagon. And we are reminded yet today 
that their desire to do such violence in our 
homeland and in the homeland of our allies is 
real. 

Since September 11th, we have seen at-
tacks on buses and subway cars in London, 
attacks on commuter trains in Madrid, hotel 
bombings in Amman, and nightclub bombings 
in Bali. Osama bin Laden and Ayman al- 
Zawahire have spoken recently in videotapes 
expressing their desire to bring further terrorist 
destruction upon America. There is no doubt 
that we are under an extreme threat each day. 
However, there also is no doubt about Amer-
ica’s determination to protect itself. 

Just recently the President recounted how a 
planned al Qaeda attack on an office tower in 
Los Angeles was thwarted, thanks in part to 
the tools provided under the PATRIOT Act. 
The information sharing provisions of the PA-
TRIOT Act also have enabled investigators to 
break-up terror cells in Portland, Oregon and 
Lackawanna, New York. Thwarting terrorist at-
tacks such as these at home is accomplished 
by the hard work of the men and women in 
the law enforcement and intelligence commu-
nities. But, it also is done by making sure that 
these brave men and women have available 
to them the powers necessary to do the job, 
such as those in the PATRIOT Act. 

For that reason, making permanent 14 of 
the 16 expiring PATRIOT Act provisions is so 
important. The two remaining provisions, Sec-
tion 206 which authorizes roving wiretaps 
used by law enforcement to perform surveil-
lance on terrorists or spies who throwaway 
their cell phones and change locations fre-
quently and Section 215 which authorizes the 
FBI to ask the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Courts to issue an order for business 
records of terrorists to be used by the FBI in 
its investigations, are extended for 4 years. 

We must equip law enforcement and intel-
ligence officials with the tools necessary for 
them to protect Americans from terrorist at-
tacks. We also must safeguard the precious 
civil rights and liberties that make our lives so 
free and fulfilling. We are doing both today. 
Madam Speaker, our solemn duty is to protect 

Americans from terrorists and safeguard their 
civil liberties, and today we fulfill that duty by 
passing this bill and sending the reauthoriza-
tion of the PATRIOT Act to the President to 
sign. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the Senate bill, S. 2271. 

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

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
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 question will be 
postponed. 

f 

STOP COUNTERFEITING IN 
MANUFACTURED GOODS ACT 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and concur in the Senate amendment 
to the bill (H.R. 32) to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to provide crimi-
nal penalties for trafficking in counter-
feit marks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert: 
SECTION 1. TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT 

MARKS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE; FINDINGS.— 
(1) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited 

as the ‘‘Stop Counterfeiting in Manufactured 
Goods Act’’. 

(2) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 
(A) the United States economy is losing mil-

lions of dollars in tax revenue and tens of thou-
sands of jobs because of the manufacture, dis-
tribution, and sale of counterfeit goods; 

(B) the Bureau of Customs and Border Protec-
tion estimates that counterfeiting costs the 
United States $200 billion annually; 

(C) counterfeit automobile parts, including 
brake pads, cost the auto industry alone billions 
of dollars in lost sales each year; 

(D) counterfeit products have invaded numer-
ous industries, including those producing auto 
parts, electrical appliances, medicines, tools, 
toys, office equipment, clothing, and many other 
products; 

(E) ties have been established between coun-
terfeiting and terrorist organizations that use 
the sale of counterfeit goods to raise and laun-
der money; 

(F) ongoing counterfeiting of manufactured 
goods poses a widespread threat to public health 
and safety; and 

(G) strong domestic criminal remedies against 
counterfeiting will permit the United States to 
seek stronger anticounterfeiting provisions in bi-
lateral and international agreements with trad-
ing partners. 

(b) TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT MARKS.— 
Section 2320 of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Subsection (a) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘such goods or services’’ the following: ‘‘, 

or intentionally traffics or attempts to traffic in 
labels, patches, stickers, wrappers, badges, em-
blems, medallions, charms, boxes, containers, 
cans, cases, hangtags, documentation, or pack-
aging of any type or nature, knowing that a 
counterfeit mark has been applied thereto, the 
use of which is likely to cause confusion, to 
cause mistake, or to deceive,’’. 

(2) Subsection (b) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(b)(1) The following property shall be subject 
to forfeiture to the United States and no prop-
erty right shall exist in such property: 

‘‘(A) Any article bearing or consisting of a 
counterfeit mark used in committing a violation 
of subsection (a). 

‘‘(B) Any property used, in any manner or 
part, to commit or to facilitate the commission of 
a violation of subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) The provisions of chapter 46 of this title 
relating to civil forfeitures, including section 983 
of this title, shall extend to any seizure or civil 
forfeiture under this section. At the conclusion 
of the forfeiture proceedings, the court, unless 
otherwise requested by an agency of the United 
States, shall order that any forfeited article 
bearing or consisting of a counterfeit mark be 
destroyed or otherwise disposed of according to 
law. 

‘‘(3)(A) The court, in imposing sentence on a 
person convicted of an offense under this sec-
tion, shall order, in addition to any other sen-
tence imposed, that the person forfeit to the 
United States— 

‘‘(i) any property constituting or derived from 
any proceeds the person obtained, directly or in-
directly, as the result of the offense; 

‘‘(ii) any of the person’s property used, or in-
tended to be used, in any manner or part, to 
commit, facilitate, aid, or abet the commission of 
the offense; and 

‘‘(iii) any article that bears or consists of a 
counterfeit mark used in committing the offense. 

‘‘(B) The forfeiture of property under sub-
paragraph (A), including any seizure and dis-
position of the property and any related judicial 
or administrative proceeding, shall be governed 
by the procedures set forth in section 413 of the 
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and 
Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C. 853), other than 
subsection (d) of that section. Notwithstanding 
section 413(h) of that Act, at the conclusion of 
the forfeiture proceedings, the court shall order 
that any forfeited article or component of an ar-
ticle bearing or consisting of a counterfeit mark 
be destroyed. 

‘‘(4) When a person is convicted of an offense 
under this section, the court, pursuant to sec-
tions 3556, 3663A, and 3664, shall order the per-
son to pay restitution to the owner of the mark 
and any other victim of the offense as an of-
fense against property referred to in section 
3663A(c)(1)(A)(ii). 

‘‘(5) The term ‘victim’, as used in paragraph 
(4), has the meaning given that term in section 
3663A(a)(2).’’. 

(3) Subsection (e)(1) is amended— 
(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(A) a spurious mark— 
‘‘(i) that is used in connection with traf-

ficking in any goods, services, labels, patches, 
stickers, wrappers, badges, emblems, medallions, 
charms, boxes, containers, cans, cases, 
hangtags, documentation, or packaging of any 
type or nature; 

‘‘(ii) that is identical with, or substantially in-
distinguishable from, a mark registered on the 
principal register in the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office and in use, whether or 
not the defendant knew such mark was so reg-
istered; 

‘‘(iii) that is applied to or used in connection 
with the goods or services for which the mark is 
registered with the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, or is applied to or consists of 
a label, patch, sticker, wrapper, badge, emblem, 
medallion, charm, box, container, can, case, 
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hangtag, documentation, or packaging of any 
type or nature that is designed, marketed, or 
otherwise intended to be used on or in connec-
tion with the goods or services for which the 
mark is registered in the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office; and 

‘‘(iv) the use of which is likely to cause confu-
sion, to cause mistake, or to deceive; or’’; and 

(B) by amending the matter following sub-
paragraph (B) to read as follows: 
‘‘but such term does not include any mark or 
designation used in connection with goods or 
services, or a mark or designation applied to la-
bels, patches, stickers, wrappers, badges, em-
blems, medallions, charms, boxes, containers, 
cans, cases, hangtags, documentation, or pack-
aging of any type or nature used in connection 
with such goods or services, of which the manu-
facturer or producer was, at the time of the 
manufacture or production in question, author-
ized to use the mark or designation for the type 
of goods or services so manufactured or pro-
duced, by the holder of the right to use such 
mark or designation.’’. 

(4) Section 2320 is further amended— 
(A) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-

section (g); and 
(B) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(f) Nothing in this section shall entitle the 

United States to bring a criminal cause of action 
under this section for the repackaging of gen-
uine goods or services not intended to deceive or 
confuse.’’. 

(c) SENTENCING GUIDELINES.— 
(1) REVIEW AND AMENDMENT.—Not later than 

180 days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the United States Sentencing Commission, pur-
suant to its authority under section 994 of title 
28, United States Code, and in accordance with 
this subsection, shall review and, if appropriate, 
amend the Federal sentencing guidelines and 
policy statements applicable to persons con-
victed of any offense under section 2318 or 2320 
of title 18, United States Code. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The United States Sen-
tencing Commission may amend the Federal sen-
tencing guidelines in accordance with the proce-
dures set forth in section 21(a) of the Sentencing 
Act of 1987 (28 U.S.C. 994 note) as though the 
authority under that section had not expired. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITIES OF UNITED STATES SEN-
TENCING COMMISSION.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the United States Sentencing Commis-
sion shall determine whether the definition of 
‘‘infringement amount’’ set forth in application 
note 2 of section 2B5.3 of the Federal sentencing 
guidelines is adequate to address situations in 
which the defendant has been convicted of one 
of the offenses listed in paragraph (1) and the 
item in which the defendant trafficked was not 
an infringing item but rather was intended to 
facilitate infringement, such as an anti-cir-
cumvention device, or the item in which the de-
fendant trafficked was infringing and also was 
intended to facilitate infringement in another 
good or service, such as a counterfeit label, doc-
umentation, or packaging, taking into account 
cases such as U.S. v. Sung, 87 F.3d 194 (7th Cir. 
1996). 
SEC. 2. TRAFFICKING DEFINED. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited 
as the ‘‘Protecting American Goods and Services 
Act of 2005’’. 

(b) COUNTERFEIT GOODS OR SERVICES.—Sec-
tion 2320(e) of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(2) the term ‘traffic’ means to transport, 
transfer, or otherwise dispose of, to another, for 
purposes of commercial advantage or private fi-
nancial gain, or to make, import, export, obtain 
control of, or possess, with intent to so trans-
port, transfer, or otherwise dispose of;’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) the term ‘financial gain’ includes the re-
ceipt, or expected receipt, of anything of value; 
and’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) SOUND RECORDINGS AND MUSIC VIDEOS OF 

LIVE MUSICAL PERFORMANCES.—Section 2319A(e) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking paragraph (2) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) the term ‘traffic’ has the same meaning as 
in section 2320(e) of this title.’’. 

(2) COUNTERFEIT LABELS FOR PHONORECORDS, 
COMPUTER PROGRAMS, ETC.—Section 2318(b) of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) the term ‘traffic’ has the same meaning as 
in section 2320(e) of this title;’’. 

(3) ANTI-BOOTLEGGING.—Section 1101 of title 
17, United States Code, is amended by striking 
subsection (b) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘traffic’ has the same meaning as in section 
2320(e) of title 18.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
CONYERS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 32 currently under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 

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

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 32, the Stop Counterfeiting in 
Manufactured Goods Act. This legisla-
tion, which is substantially similar to 
legislation that passed the House by 
voice vote in May of 2005, contains im-
portant provisions to facilitate efforts 
by the Department of Justice to pros-
ecute those who exploit the good 
names of companies by attaching coun-
terfeit marks to substandard products. 

As amended by the other body, H.R. 
32 includes changes to the definition of 
‘‘traffic’’ contained in Federal counter-
feiting statutes to permit the prosecu-
tion of persons who import or export 
counterfeit products or possess coun-
terfeit products with the intent to 
transport, transfer, or distribute such 
products. 

Counterfeiting is a serious problem. 
Legitimate businesses work hard to 
build public trust and confidence in 
their products. When a legitimate com-
pany’s name is attached to counterfeit 
products, that company may suffer fi-
nancial losses and may also have its 
reputation tarnished as a result. 

In addition, counterfeit products are 
often purchased unwittingly by con-
sumers who have come to rely on the 
quality of a product from a company 
they know and trust. What 

unsuspecting consumers of counterfeit 
products often receive is a low-quality, 
and potentially dangerous, imitation. 
Some of these products are such poor 
imitations of the original that they 
have caused physical harm to con-
sumers. 

The FBI has identified counterfeit 
goods in a wide range of products in-
cluding pharmaceuticals, automobile 
parts, airplane parts, baby formula, 
and children’s toys. The U.S. auto-
mobile industry has reported a number 
of instances of brake failure caused by 
counterfeit brake pads manufactured 
from wooden chips. Counterfeits of 
other products, such as prescription or 
over-the-counter medications, may 
have serious health consequences if 
consumed by consumers. 

Under this legislation, section 2320 of 
title 18 would be expanded to include 
penalties for those who traffic in coun-
terfeit labels, symbols, or packaging of 
any type knowing that a counterfeit 
mark has been applied. Additionally, 
H.R. 32 would require the forfeiture of 
any property derived directly or indi-
rectly from the proceeds of the viola-
tions as well as any property used, or 
intended to be used, in relation to the 
offense. It also requires that restitu-
tion be paid to the owner of the mark 
that was counterfeited. 

In fiscal year 2003, the Department of 
Homeland Security reported 6,500 sei-
zures of counterfeit-branded goods in-
cluding cigarettes, books, apparel, 
handbags, toys, and electronic games 
with an estimated street value of $94 
million. According to the U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection, the number of 
seizures for violations of intellectual 
property rights increased by 11.8 per-
cent between fiscal year 2003 and fiscal 
year 2004 to 7,255 seizures for an esti-
mated value of $139 million. Fortune 
500 companies are spending between $2 
million and $4 million a year each to 
fight the counterfeiters. 

The counterfeiting of manufactured 
goods produces staggering losses to 
businesses across the United States 
and around the world. Counterfeit 
products deprive the Treasury of tax 
revenues, add to the national trade def-
icit, subject consumers to health and 
safety risks, and leave consumers with-
out any legal recourse when they are 
financially or physically injured by 
counterfeit products. 

In addition, established links be-
tween counterfeiting, terrorism, and 
organized crime have made this a pri-
ority for Federal law enforcement 
agencies. H.R. 32 will help the Federal 
Government stop the wave of counter-
feit products flooding the marketplace. 

Before closing, I would like to thank 
and congratulate the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG), the au-
thor of the House-passed legislation, 
for his tireless efforts to address the 
counterfeiting problem. He has crafted 
a good piece of legislation that has 
broad bipartisan support. I urge my 
colleagues to support this important 
bill. 
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Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 

support this bill with great enthu-
siasm. I yield as much time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT). No one has worked 
harder on the committee than this gen-
tleman. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 32, 
the Stop Counterfeiting in Manufac-
tured Goods Act. 

The bill amends existing law in a 
matter designed to intensify the effort 
to prevent counterfeiting of goods. 
Counterfeited goods victimize the man-
ufacturer and shortchange purchasers 
with substandard products. They also 
expose all of us to risks from unsafe 
products and deprive Americans of jobs 
and other benefits from commerce 
when the authentic goods are not sold. 

The sale of counterfeit goods is ille-
gal. This bill clarifies any ambiguity 
there may be in present law. Madam 
Speaker, when we began working on 
this bill on a bipartisan basis at the 
subcommittee level, there was a con-
cern when drafted that the bill went 
too far and actually criminalizes cur-
rent legitimate, time-honored prac-
tices by law-abiding merchants who le-
gally purchased authentic goods and 
repackage them in various ways to en-
hance sales of such goods. 

We forged an agreement which ad-
dressed this potential problem to the 
satisfaction of all those who had ex-
pressed concerns about it. So this bill 
addresses the problem of counterfeiting 
of manufactured goods in a manner 
that should now be considered non-con-
troversial. 

Accordingly, Madam Speaker, I sup-
port the bill, and I urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLEN-
BERG), the author of the bill. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Madam Speak-
er, thank you very much for allowing 
me to speak on my bill, H.R. 32, the 
Stop Counterfeiting in Manufactured 
Goods Act. I sincerely want to salute 
the chairman, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, for 
the effort he has made. And I also 
wanted to thank the ranking member, 
Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. SCOTT and any-
body else that wants to rise. I appre-
ciate very much all the hard work and 
the support you have given this bill. 

I introduced this bill last year in re-
sponse to the concerns of many manu-
facturing companies about the pro-
liferation of counterfeit products, espe-
cially auto parts. Simply put, counter-
feit parts and goods cost American 
jobs. Every year, counterfeiting costs 
the U.S. an estimated $200 billion, and 
that is climbing. Counterfeit auto 
parts alone cost the automotive sup-
plier industry over $12 billion annually. 

To put it in more tangible terms, it 
is estimated that if these losses were 
eliminated, the auto industry could 
hire 200,000 additional workers. 

Counterfeit products not only dam-
age our economy, as the chairman just 
mentioned; they compromise the safety 
of all Americans. Counterfeit auto 
parts, including brake pads, have been 
found in taxi cabs; fake prescriptions 
drugs have been confiscated; babies 
have been fed fake formula; and even, 
and this is serious, military combat ve-
hicles have received counterfeit parts. 

Oftentimes there is no way, virtually 
no way of telling the difference be-
tween a legitimate and a counterfeit 
product. That is why H.R. 32 prohibits 
trafficking in also counterfeit labels, 
patches, and medallions. 

This legislation also requires con-
victed counterfeiters to not only sur-
render confiscated counterfeit goods 
but also, more importantly, the equip-
ment used to make those products. 
H.R. 32 will help to dig up the counter-
feiting networks by the roots, to stop 
criminals from reusing machinery and 
defrauding the American people. 

I do just want to briefly address why 
we have to pass H.R. 32 again, when the 
House passed it last year by voice vote. 
First, the Senate added a technical 
clarification to address the concerns of 
some Internet marketplace companies 
that this bill would unfairly punish 
them for crimes committed by third 
parties. I support this technical 
change. The intent of this bill is not to 
punish the victims of counterfeit 
schemes but, rather, to penalize those 
that blatantly and consciously pursue 
the sale of counterfeit products. 

Second, the Senate added additional 
anticounterfeit provisions that broaden 
the activities deemed criminal under 
current law to include international 
property violations, and I fully support 
the addition of these provisions. 

Madam Speaker, in closing, I want to 
again thank Judiciary Committee 
Chairman JIM SENSENBRENNER for his 
work on this bill. His committee has 
been tasked to do so many things over 
the last several months, so many press-
ing issues; and it took some time to 
bring this about. I sincerely appreciate 
everything he has done to bring this 
along. I also want to thank everybody 
else who was involved in bringing this 
bill to a final legislative finish. 

We should all be proud of this bill, 
and I urge my colleagues to support its 
passage. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise proudly in 
support of this legislation and thank 
the chairman of the committee and his 
staff and others for working with us to 
ensure that this bill does not over-
reach. 

The measure was designed to target 
illegitimate actors who trade in coun-
terfeit trademarks, ranging from auto 
parts to fake labels for handbags or co-
logne. We all agree that manufacturers 
have a right to ensure that fake goods 
are not marketed in their names and 
that their own goods are not marketed 
under fake names. 

The bill as originally written, how-
ever, went further than that. It was 
vague on the issue of whether someone 
other than the manufacturer could 
affix marks to goods that correctly 
identify the source of the goods. This 
struck at the very heart of the parallel 
market in which third parties lawfully 
obtain genuine goods and make them 
available in discount stores without de-
ception. Not only has this practice 
been upheld by the Supreme Court, but 
it also saves consumers billions of dol-
lars each year. 

Through negotiation with the major-
ity and affected parties, we have been 
able to revise the legislation to protect 
manufacturers, target illegitimate ac-
tors, and leave a legitimate industry 
unscathed. More specifically, because 
the bill amends the definition of a 
counterfeit trademark to include pack-
aging and labeling formats which can 
be used lawfully by a variety of busi-
nesses, the new language clarifies that 
the repackaging of goods that were 
made under the authority of the United 
States trademark owner is not prohib-
ited. 

b 1545 

Such repackaging can include com-
bining single products into gift sets, 
separating combination sets of goods 
into individual items for resale, insert-
ing coupons into original packaging or 
repackaged items, affixing labels to 
track or otherwise identify products, 
removing goods from original pack-
aging for customized retail displays, 
and moving products from large end 
caps or display modules into smaller 
cases. 

In deciding whether to bring a cause 
of action under the new law in situa-
tions involving the repackaging of gen-
uine goods, it is expected that the gov-
ernment will consider evidence that 
clearly shows an intent to deceive or 
confuse. Such evidence could come in 
the form of altering, concealing or ob-
literating expiration dates or informa-
tion important to the consumer use of 
the product; for example: safety and 
health information about the quality, 
performance or use of the product or 
service; statements or other markings 
that a used, discarded or refurbished 
product is new; or statements or other 
markings that the product meets test-
ing and certification requirements. 
Also relevant to a decision to bring a 
criminal action would be a meaningful 
variance from product testing and cer-
tification requirements, placing seals 
on product containers that have been 
opened or otherwise adulterating the 
genuine product. 

Finally, the bill was modified to clar-
ify that it was not intended to allow 
criminal actions against persons who, 
with no intent to deceive or confuse, 
traffic in goods or services that were 
originally manufactured under the au-
thority of the United States trademark 
owner. In this regard, the phrase ‘‘the 
use of which is likely to cause confu-
sion, to cause mistake, or to deceive’’ 
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is not intended to create a new element 
for this cause of action but, instead, re-
iterates what is already reflected in 
the definition of ‘‘counterfeit mark.’’ 

So I congratulate the bipartisan ef-
fort that made this measure far more 
useful and appealing, and I urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation. 

Mr. GILLMOR. Madam Speaker, as an origi-
nal co-sponsor of H.R. 32, I am proud to rise 
in support of this important legislation. 

Each year, counterfeit manufactured goods 
cost American companies billions in lost rev-
enue and exacerbate the global challenges 
that this sector of our economy already face 
on a daily basis. Madam Speaker, in my dis-
trict alone, manufacturing accounts for 50 per-
cent of all jobs. This legislation will make a 
significant impact in ensuring that northwest 
Ohio’s long and vibrant manufacturing history 
is not lost as a result of criminal actions de-
signed to make a quick profit and deprive con-
sumers of high-quality manufactured goods. 
Finally, I want to thank my colleague from 
Michigan, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, for his leadership 
on this legislation as well as my colleague 
from Wisconsin, the distinguished Chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
for ushering it to the floor just two weeks be-
fore National Manufacturing Week is set to 
kickoff. 

Madam Speaker, I would urge all of my col-
leagues to show their support for the manufac-
turing community by voting in favor of this leg-
islation. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 32, the ‘‘Stop Counterfeiting in 
Manufactured Goods Act.’’ This legislation re-
sponds to a serious and growing problem: the 
trafficking of counterfeit goods. 

We’ve all seen movies in which someone 
buys what looks to be an expensive Rolex 
watch from a street vendor, only to find out 
later what they’ve really purchased is a cheap 
imitation that doesn’t even keep proper time. 
Lately, it’s the DVDs of the movie themselves 
that are increasingly likely to be counterfeit. In 
the area of pharmaceuticals, counterfeit drugs 
are now being sold in this country and around 
the world. The packaging makes them look 
like the real thing, but the pills inside often 
lack the active ingredient people are relying on 
to treat their illnesses, or contain the wrong 
active ingredient altogether. According to the 
Food and Drug Administration, upwards of ten 
percent of the drugs worldwide are counterfeit. 
In some countries, it is estimated that more 
than half the drug supply is made up of coun-
terfeit drugs. 

The trade in counterfeit goods has also had 
a negative impact on the automobile industry, 
including the auto parts industry. People buy 
what they believe are name-brand parts, like 
brake pads and spark plugs, only to find that 
they spent good money on counterfeit goods 
that do not meet safety and performance re-
quirements. Beyond the obvious safety prob-
lem for consumers, the trade in counterfeit 
parts costs the automotive parts industry an 
estimated $12 billion a year. This is a heavy 
loss to a U.S. auto parts industry that already 
faces immense challenges. 

The fact of the matter is that—whether it’s 
counterfeit DVDs, video games, medicines, 
auto parts, or handbags—the United States 
economy is losing millions of dollars in tax rev-
enue and tens of thousands of jobs because 
of the manufacture, distribution, and sale of 

counterfeit goods.We need new tools to deal 
with this growing problem, and that’s what this 
legislation does. This bill expands criminal 
penalties to include those who traffic in coun-
terfeit labels and packaging, setting fines of up 
to $2 million and a prison sentence of up to 
ten years for those who intentionally sell or 
distribute counterfeit labels and other false 
packaging. It also requires the offender to 
make restitution to the owner of the mark. In 
addition, the bill requires the forfeiture of any 
property derived from the proceeds of the vio-
lation, as well as any property used in connec-
tion with the offense. 

I urge all my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this needed legislation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
have no other requests for time, and I 
yield back my time. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that 
the House suspend the rules and concur 
in the Senate amendment to the bill, 
H.R. 32. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL ENGI-
NEERS WEEK 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution (H. 
Res. 681) supporting the goals and 
ideals of National Engineers Week, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 681 

Whereas engineers use their scientific and 
technical knowledge and skills in creative 
and innovative ways to fulfill society’s 
needs; 

Whereas in just this past year, engineers 
have helped meet the major technological 
challenges of our time—from rebuilding 
towns devastated by natural disasters to de-
signing an information superhighway that 
will speed our country into the next century; 

Whereas engineers are a crucial link in re-
search, development, and demonstration and 
in transforming scientific discoveries into 
useful products, and we will look more than 
ever to engineers and their knowledge and 
skills to meet the challenges of the future; 

Whereas engineers play a crucial role in 
developing the consensus engineering stand-
ards that permit modern economies and soci-
eties to exist; 

Whereas the recent National Academy of 
Sciences report entitled ‘‘Rising Above the 
Gathering Storm’’ highlighted the worri-
some trend that fewer students are now fo-
cusing on engineering in college at a time 
when increasing numbers of today’s 2,000,000 
United States engineers are nearing retire-
ment; 

Whereas the National Society of Profes-
sional Engineers through National Engineers 
Week and other activities is raising public 
awareness of engineers’ positive contribu-
tions to our quality of life; 

Whereas National Engineering Week ac-
tivities at engineering schools and in other 
forums are encouraging our young math and 
science students to see themselves as pos-
sible future engineers and to realize the 
practical power of their knowledge; 

Whereas National Engineers Week has 
grown into a formal coalition of more than 
70 engineering, education, and cultural soci-
eties, and more than 50 major corporations 
and government agencies; 

Whereas National Engineers Week is cele-
brated during the week of George Washing-
ton’s birthday to honor the contributions 
that our first President, a military engineer 
and land surveyor, made to engineering; and 

Whereas February 19 to 25, 2006, has been 
designated by the President as National En-
gineers Week: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) will work with the engineering commu-
nity to make sure that the creativity and 
contribution of that community can be ex-
pressed through research, development, 
standardization, and innovation; and 

(2) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Engineers Week and its aims to in-
crease understanding of and interest in engi-
neering and technology careers and to pro-
mote literacy in math and science. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. INGLIS) and the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on H. Res. 681, the 
resolution now under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H. Res. 681, a resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Engineers 
Week. 

In 1951, the National Society of Pro-
fessional Engineers established Na-
tional Engineers Week. The purpose of 
the week is to increase understanding 
of and interest in engineering and tech-
nology careers and to promote K–12 lit-
eracy in math and science. It also 
showcases the contributions that engi-
neers have made to our society. Co-
chairs of the 2006 week are the Society 
of Women Engineers and Northrop 
Grumman Corporation. 

Historically, Engineers Week is cele-
brated during the week of George 
Washington’s actual birthday, Feb-
ruary 22, as he steered our new Nation 
toward technical advancements, inven-
tion and education. His many credits 
include an order given at Valley Forge 
for more engineers and engineering 
education, an order which led to the 
creation of the U.S. Army Engineers 
School. 

There is no doubt that we have 
worked very hard and come a long way 
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since the days of President Washington 
to become the world’s leader in innova-
tion, and there is no doubt that engi-
neers have been there every step of the 
way. From landing a man on the Moon 
to providing new colors in our chil-
dren’s crayon boxes, engineers play a 
role in nearly every facet of our lives. 

I applaud the National Society of 
Professional Engineers for having this 
week to raise public awareness of the 
role engineers have to play in Amer-
ican prosperity. If we are to remain 
competitive and a world leader, how-
ever, it is not only important, but im-
perative, that we continue to attract 
young people to this profession. It is 
imperative that we provide them with 
the education and tools necessary to 
excel in this demanding and rewarding 
profession. It is also imperative that 
we see that the teachers have not just 
the knowledge but also the enthusiasm 
to inspire and stimulate students to 
excel in math and science. 

It is my pleasure to join with my col-
league from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) as 
an original cosponsor of H. Res. 681, 
and I urge my colleagues to support its 
adoption. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 681, supporting the goals 
and ideals of National Engineers Week. 
Engineers have helped make our coun-
try great, from their service in the 
American Revolution to developing 
key modern industries such as aero-
space and energy. I would like to honor 
and recognize the more than 2 million 
engineers in the United States and the 
contributions that they have made to 
our country. 

Engineers combine imagination and 
creativity with math and science train-
ing to solve problems. Engineers in the 
past have helped us to build boats to 
cross the seas, railroads to take us 
West, and the Internet to communicate 
with the world. Today, we need the in-
novative capabilities of engineers to 
confront the new challenges before us. 
Engineers will help America develop 
energy independence, find solutions to 
confront global climate change, and 
make our Nation more secure. 

But there is a growing concern that 
America is falling behind other coun-
tries when it comes to engineering. 
U.S. students continue to score below 
international averages on math and 
science tests. In 2004, China graduated 
more than six times the number of en-
gineers that graduated in the United 
States. The National Academy of 
Sciences recently released a report en-
titled, ‘‘Rising Above the Gathering 
Storm,’’ which raised questions about 
America’s future technological com-
petitiveness. This report, echoed by 
President Bush in his State of the 
Union address, emphasized the need for 
government to take a number of ac-
tions, including addressing the poten-

tial shortage of engineers. We must act 
quickly to take up this challenge. We 
cannot afford to let our future falter, 
and that future requires that we con-
tinue to lead the world in technological 
innovation. This innovation is supplied 
by engineers. 

National Engineers Week seeks to 
raise public awareness about engineers’ 
contributions to our society and our 
quality of life and has inspired future 
engineers for more than 50 years. 
Founded by the National Society of 
Professional Engineers, and including 
more than 100 society, government, and 
business sponsors and affiliates, includ-
ing Boeing, the American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers, the American 
Society of Civil Engineers, National 
Engineers Week draws upon local and 
regional experts to promote high levels 
of math, science and technology lit-
eracy. Annually, it reaches thousands 
of parents, teachers and students in 
communities across the country. From 
national and regional engineering com-
petitions, such as the Future City 
Competition, to events such as Intro-
duce a Girl to Engineering Day, this 
week helps inspire the next generation 
of engineers and scientists. 

The Future City Competition is a 
great example of how National Engi-
neers Week has touched students 
across the country. The competition 
encourages seventh and eighth grade 
students to use problem-solving skills, 
teamwork, research and presentation 
skills, practical math and science ap-
plications, and computer skills to 
present their vision of a city of the fu-
ture. 

The team from St. Barnabas Catholic 
School in Chicago recently won first 
place in the regional competition. This 
team included several students who 
come from my district. These students 
then went on to the national competi-
tion. At the national competition, they 
also won an award for their work in 
aerospace engineering. 

These students had a great oppor-
tunity to learn more about the many 
factors that go into building a city. 
They then applied this knowledge to a 
real problem. Working with teachers 
and mentor engineers, they solved 
problems ranging from energy supply 
to waste removal to transportation 
needs. These students are the ones we 
will rely on in coming years to help us 
address these challenges in the real 
world. 

If we are going to produce more 
American engineers, one step that we 
need to do is to improve our STEM 
education, that is, science, technology, 
engineering and math education, but 
we must also do more to inspire our 
children to become interested in engi-
neering. 

When I was a kid growing up in Chi-
cago, I was fascinated by the way 
things worked, as most kids are. I had 
a physics teacher in high school at St. 
Ignatius. His name was Father Fergus. 
He took this fascination that I had and 
got me interested in engineering, just 

as I hope that the events of National 
Engineers Week will do for more chil-
dren. 

I went on to earn a bachelor’s of 
science degree in mechanical engineer-
ing at Northwestern and a master’s de-
gree in engineering-economic systems 
from Stanford University. I am one of 
only nine Members of this body who 
has an engineering degree, but people 
come up to me often and ask me how 
does the training as an engineer help 
you. Certainly it helps in under-
standing science and technology issues, 
math and science education, and trans-
portation and manufacturing issues. 

But engineering is more than that. 
Simply put, engineering is problem 
solving. Training as an engineer teach-
es you how to analyze a problem and 
how to put the steps together to solve 
that problem, no matter what the prob-
lem may be. It helps teach the type of 
analytical and innovative thinking 
that has made America a world leader 
technologically, militarily and eco-
nomically. We must do everything we 
can to encourage and inspire future en-
gineers so that America continues to 
be a leader in this increasingly com-
petitive world. 

Finally, I would like to thank the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
INGLIS) for his involvement with the 
National Engineers Week resolution. I 
would especially like to thank the en-
gineers who have contributed so much 
to America, to honor them for their 
commitment to their continuing work 
for the betterment of our society. 

I ask my colleagues to pass H. Res. 
681 in deserved recognition. 

b 1600 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume just to close, 
and note that my distinguished col-
league from Illinois referenced his en-
gineering education. You notice he 
stopped short of talking about his 
Ph.D. in political science. That is 
where he went to the dark side. He 
could have fallen into the law after 
that, even worse. But he came to Con-
gress instead, so we are happy to have 
him here and happy to have the exper-
tise he offers. 

As one of those political scientist 
undergrads myself, I would point out 
there are some national security impli-
cations to what we are describing here. 
The United States graduates in order 
of magnitude something like 60,000 en-
gineers a year. China graduates per-
haps north of 200,000. India as well 
north of 200,000 engineers a year. That 
has implications for us as a society. 

Also, the U.S. Department of Labor 
predicts that in the future new jobs 
will require math and science training 
and technical ability four times more 
often than other jobs. In other words, 
there is a growing need, as Mr. LIPINSKI 
was saying, for people trained in 
science and math and engineering, in 
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spite of the fact that out of 100 high 
school students only two of those stu-
dents will typically go on to ever get a 
degree in engineering or science. That 
is of concern. 

And that is why I join with the gen-
tleman from Illinois in urging my col-
leagues to adopt this resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National 
Engineers Week. 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of H. Res. 681, a reso-
lution recognizing the importance of engineers 
and supporting National Engineers Week. 

From the grandest of skyscrapers to 
microchips and the smallest of medical de-
vices, engineers continue to design and con-
struct products that are vital to our daily lives 
and our Nation’s economy. Unfortunately, 
American students today are losing interest in 
engineering. The National Academy of 
Sciences report, ‘‘Rising Above the Gathering 
Storm,’’ notes that, ‘‘after secondary school, 
fewer U.S. students pursue science and engi-
neering degrees than is the case of students 
in other countries. About 6% of our under-
graduates major in engineering; that percent-
age is the second lowest among developed 
countries.’’ We need to get American students 
at all levels back into science and engineering 
classes. Our Nation’s continued global and 
economic leadership depends on our ability to 
inspire the next generation of engineers. 

H. Res. 681 recognizes and supports the 
goals and ideals of National Engineers Week 
as an important part of educating and building 
a competitive workforce for the 21st century. 
For example, National Engineers Week ex-
poses students that might otherwise never 
dream of a career in a technical field to oppor-
tunities in engineering through programs such 
as the ‘‘Future City Competition’’ (a contest for 
middle school student teams to design a vi-
sionary city) and the ‘‘Global Marathon For, By 
and About Women in Engineering’’ (a 24-hour 
long series of presentations intended to attract 
young women into the engineering workforce). 
During this week, students and professionals 
at all levels will be motivated to explore the 
vast opportunities open to them in the field of 
engineering. 

In conclusion, I would like to thank the Na-
tional Society for Professional Engineers for its 
ongoing efforts to educate children and adults 
about the importance of engineering. I would 
also like to thank Congressman INGLIS and 
Congressman LIPINSKI for their leadership on 
this important issue. I ask that you join me in 
recognizing the importance of engineering in 
our daily lives and the positive impact of Na-
tional Engineers Week by voting in favor of H. 
Res. 681. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Madam Speaker, I would like to express my 
strong support of H. Res. 681, supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Engineers Week. 

Engineers put ideas into motion. They must 
possess the creativity and analytical skills to 
innovate. 

Texas is our Nation’s energy State. Its roots 
are in big oil and big skies. 

These days, much of the wealth generated 
by Texas oil is being put to good use to ‘‘fuel’’ 
the technology economy. Engineers are a crit-
ical part of that effort. 

Our State is investing millions of dollars to 
develop cleaner-burning alternative fuels that 
are more efficient and better for the environ-

ment. Engineers, working behind the scenes, 
are involved at every stage. 

I am proud that my State is showing leader-
ship at a time when this Nation desperately 
needs to invest more in research, particularly 
in energy research. 

Texas’s tenacity and frontier spirit is strong, 
and I commend engineers in Texas and all 
over this Nation for the wonderful work they 
do. 

Madam Speaker, I join my colleagues on 
the House Science Committee in support of H. 
Res. 681 and National Engineers Week. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. INGLIS) that the 
House suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 681. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. ADERHOLT) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 4054, by the yeas and nays; 
S. 2271, by the yeas and nays. 

f 

DEWEY F. BARTLETT POST 
OFFICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 4054. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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 bill, H.R. 4054, on which 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 1, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 19] 

YEAS—413 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 

DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 

Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McMorris 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
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Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 

Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—1 

Abercrombie 

NOT VOTING—18 

Brady (TX) 
Burton (IN) 
Costa 
Cuellar 
Davis (FL) 
Evans 

Gonzalez 
Gutierrez 
Hinojosa 
Johnson, Sam 
Meeks (NY) 
Payne 

Reyes 
Rush 
Solis 
Sweeney 
Weiner 
Wexler 

b 1856 

Ms. CARSON changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds of those voting having 
responded in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

USA PATRIOT ACT ADDITIONAL 
REAUTHORIZING AMENDMENTS 
ACT OF 2006 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ADERHOLT). The pending business is the 
question of suspending the rules and 
passing the Senate bill, S. 2271. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill, 
S. 2271, on which the yeas and nays are 
ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 280, nays 
138, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 20] 

YEAS—280 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Gene 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Salazar 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—138 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bartlett (MD) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carson 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Costello 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Hastings (FL) 
Hinchey 
Holt 

Honda 
Hooley 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Solis 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—14 

Burton (IN) 
Costa 
Cuellar 
Davis (FL) 
Evans 

Gonzalez 
Gutierrez 
Hinojosa 
Johnson, Sam 
Meeks (NY) 

Payne 
Reyes 
Sweeney 
Wexler 

b 1916 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and 
Mrs. DAVIS of California changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So (two-thirds of those voting having 
responded in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended and the Senate bill was 
passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, due 
to illness I was regrettably unable to be on the 
House Floor for rollcall votes 19 and 20, final 
passage of H.R. 4054—the ‘‘Dewey F. Bartlett 
Post Office Designation Act’’ and S. 2271—the 
‘‘USA PATRIOT Act Additional Reauthorizing 
Amendments Act of 2006,’’ respectively. 

Had I been here I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 19, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall vote 
20. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I was ill 
today and, therefore, missed votes in this 
chamber. I would like the record to show that, 
had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall 19 and ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 20. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-

VIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 4167, NATIONAL 
FOOD UNIFORMITY ACT OF 2005 

Mr. GINGREY, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–386) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 710) providing for further consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4167) to amend 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act to provide for uniform food safety 
warning notification requirements, and 
for other purposes, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 415 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to have my 
name removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 
415. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMEMBERING KIRBY PUCKETT 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, base-
ball fans everywhere, and in Minnesota 
in particular, mourn the passing of 
Kirby Puckett. Kirby Puckett was born 
to play baseball. He lived for the game. 
In an era of oversized egos and greed 
gone mad, he was a throwback to an 
earlier time. 

Kirby was the ultimate underdog. 
Born to humble beginnings, he related 
to kids that could not afford to buy an 
autograph. Like a bumblebee, he did 
not know that his stubby body could 
not fly. Propelled only by an infectious 
enthusiasm, he amazed us with leaping 
catches that mere mortals would have 
conceded to the bleachers. 

We always knew that with Kirby in 
the game the underdog Twins always 
had a chance. With his bat, his glove or 
with his smile, he made everyone 
around him play better. 

He embodied the essence of all that 
baseball is supposed to be. The game 
will go on, new heroes will emerge, but 
there will never be another Kirby 
Puckett. 

f 

PATRIOT ACT REAUTHORIZATION 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I hold the Constitution dear 
and I also believe that we can secure 
our homeland and we can find the right 
way to do the PATRIOT Act, but it 
concerns me when we have allowed the 
expansion of this act to expand the sur-
veillance of Americans. 

We did not do what we should have 
done today because, in fact, national 

security letters can be issued to any 
American without showing any culpa-
bility or affiliation with terrorist acts 
or terrorists. In addition, our libraries 
are not protected because if you have 
one Internet service at your library, 
national security letters can be issued, 
and the gag order that could have been 
issued under the old bill immediately 
now has to wait a year. So that means 
that you are going to be raided with 
any materials that the government 
asks for and you cannot even have a 
gag order issued. 

I know that we can protect the Con-
stitution, the rights of Americans and 
still protect national security. Why did 
we not do it right? This is not the right 
PATRIOT Act, and for that reason, I 
had to vote ‘‘no.’’ I hope we get it right 
some day and protect the Constitution. 

f 

VENEZUELA’S DICTATOR 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, it is abun-
dantly clear that the President of Ven-
ezuela, Hugo Chavez, is neither a friend 
of democracy nor a friend of the United 
States. Mr. Chavez has consistently 
rattled the anti-United States sabers. 
He made best friends with Fidel Castro 
and Cindy Sheehan, and he supported 
radical revolutionaries in Latin and 
South American countries. 

Mr. Chavez has also radically altered 
his own country’s political institu-
tions, creating a disgusting and dis-
graceful dictatorship that does not de-
serve our support. 

Why is it then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
United States gives Mr. Chavez’s gov-
ernment millions in direct aid each 
year? As our friend and Congressman, 
LOUIE GOHMERT says, ‘‘Why do we pay 
them to hate us?’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is absolute hypocrisy 
to fund this corrupt communist dic-
tator on Monday and then complain 
about his antidemocratic actions on 
Tuesday. 

Do we give money to Venezuela be-
cause we need them as a source for 
crude oil? If so, this is another reason 
we should become energy self-sufficient 
and not depend on Third World dicta-
torships for oil. 

Mr. Speaker, this ought not to be. 
f 

NEW MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION 
DRUG BENEFIT PROGRAM A SUC-
CESS IN FLORIDA 

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, for the very first 
time in American history, every senior 
will now have access to prescription 
drugs. 

In my district on the gulf coast of 
Florida, we have seen the huge success 
of the program, within many of the 
counties over 60 percent of the seniors 

signing up for the new benefit in just 
the first month and a half. 

As my constituents know very well, 
one of the strongest supporters of the 
new Medicare prescription drug benefit 
has been AARP, the leading advocate 
for seniors in America. 

Like AARP, I have long been going 
out into my local communities and en-
couraging seniors to sign up for one of 
the programs offered in their home 
area. 

Just 10 days ago, I hosted a Medicare 
outreach bus in Spring Hill. It was 
there that I heard from a man named 
Joseph Drexler, who was able to dras-
tically reduce his yearly prescription 
drug costs. Skeptical of the program 
when he arrived, Mr. Drexler left the 
help station saying this about his CMS 
enrollment counselor: ‘‘She deserves a 
medal or something.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is the experiences of 
men and women like Joseph Drexler 
across America that have proven the 
new Medicare prescription drug plan to 
be a rousing success. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

METHAMPHETAMINE EPIDEMIC 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this 
evening, legislation to reauthorize the 
PATRIOT Act came before the House, 
and something attached to the PA-
TRIOT Act that sometimes has escaped 
notice is the fact that legislation to ad-
dress the methamphetamine epidemic 
spreading across the country was in-
cluded. 

This legislation provides a uniform, 
national standard for the regulation of 
precursor chemicals which are nec-
essary to the manufacture of meth-
amphetamine. Currently, we have a 
hodgepodge of State laws and regula-
tions. This provides a national stand-
ard that is uniform and this is very im-
portant. 

Key provisions are as follows: limits 
the amount of pseudoephedrine sales, 
and pseudoephedrine has to be an in-
gredient to make methamphetamine. 
They cannot do it without it. 

It requires that pseudoephedrine and 
other precursor chemicals are sold 
from behind the counter. In many cases 
now you can go in and pick them up. 

Requires purchasers of these chemi-
cals to show I.D. and sign a logbook. 

Restricts Internet sales of precursor 
chemicals. 

So if we look at this, Mr. Speaker, we 
see that in 1990 there were only two 
States that had 20 clandestine meth 
labs each. California had 20 or more 
and Texas had 20 or more. Then you see 
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the spread of this epidemic. By 2004, 
practically the whole Nation was 
blanketed by small meth labs. The only 
exception would be in the New England 
States in the Northeast, and that is 
rapidly being taken over as well. 

So this is something that is spread-
ing rapidly. However, it is important to 
realize that 70 to 80 percent of the 
methamphetamine in the United 
States is now coming from super labs, 
mostly in Mexico, in the form of crys-
tal meth. So these small, clandestine 
meth labs are no longer quite so rel-
evant because almost all of the meth 
coming into the United States is com-
ing out of Mexico. 

This legislation does something that 
is really critical. It seeks to cripple the 
super lab meth production by tracking 
large international shipments of 
pseudoephedrine. As I mentioned ear-
lier you have to have pseudoephedrine 
to make methamphetamine. 

It requires the five largest exporting 
countries of pseudoephedrine and the 
five largest importing countries of 
pseudoephedrine to report and track 
shipments of pseudoephedrine and re-
port to the United States. Failure to 
comply would lead to a reduction in 
U.S. foreign aid to that country by as 
much as 50 percent. 

We think this is the best regulation 
we have been able to come up with yet 
to track the international sale of 
pseudoephedrine and superlab produc-
tion. 

Additional provisions toughen pen-
alties against meth producers and traf-
fickers, improves and authorizes new 
funding for the drug courts program, 
provides help to States to protect drug- 
endangered children. 

In Nebraska in 2005, nearly 6,000 chil-
dren were living in foster care situa-
tions. This is a State with only 1.7 mil-
lion people. An estimated 50 percent of 
foster care children in Nebraska, 
roughly 3,000, are in the foster care sys-
tem because their parents are meth 
users or abusers. 

An Arkansas study indicates that the 
average meth addict costs the State 
and local agencies $47,500 per year be-
cause of crimes, child and spouse 
abuse, incarcerations, et cetera. 

One recent study indicated that a 
prenatal child exposed to meth can 
cost as much as $250,000 in health care 
just for the first year alone and can 
cost up to $1.7 million to get that child 
to age 18. 

It is a hugely important problem and 
very stressful. I believe this legislation 
is a critical first step to ridding our 
communities of this plague, and I urge 
support of the conference agreement. 

I would like to just show one last pic-
ture. This is a young woman who was 
photographed each year from 1979 until 
her death in January of 1989, and as 
you see these pictures, you see her 
steady deterioration and what looks 
like an aging process of maybe 50 years 
in a period of 10 years, and it cul-
minated in her death. This is some-
thing we have to get rid of. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Ms. 

Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 2320. An act to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 
for the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agree to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
3199) entitled ‘‘An Act to extend and 
modify authorities needed to combat 
terrorism, and for other purposes.’’. 

f 

b 1930 

NATIONAL INTEGRATED BAL-
LISTIC INFORMATION NETWORK 
PROGRAM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DENT). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. MCCARTHY) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, once 
again we are threatened budget cuts 
that affect our local law enforcement 
agencies’ effectiveness. Not only is the 
COPS program facing cuts and the 
criminal background check system for 
firearm purchases underfunded, but 
now the National Integrated Ballistic 
Information Network program is also 
in jeopardy. 

The NIBIN is used by forensic experts 
to analyze the unique marks made on 
bullets and cartridge cases when guns 
are fired. The images of these markings 
can be compared with other images in 
more than 200 Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement laboratories. By trac-
ing and comparing these markings, po-
lice can track the history of a gun used 
in a crime. They can determine which 
crimes are related and make sure the 
appropriate law enforcement agencies 
are working together to find the crimi-
nals responsible for these crimes. 

NIBIN makes law enforcement agen-
cies more efficient by making sure that 
two agencies are not duplicating their 
work. In large part, NIBIN has been a 
success. Last year, the Los Angeles Po-
lice Department arrested a man for 
vandalism and possession of a firearm. 
The gun was tested and identified as 
being used in an attempted murder 
only a month before. If not for ballis-
tics testing, this individual would have 
gone free and the attempted murder 
case would still be unsolved. 

In my own State of New York, an in-
dividual was arrested for unlawful pos-
session of a weapon. The gun was en-
tered into the NIBIN database and was 
discovered to have been used in an un-
solved assault with a deadly weapon in-
cident that occurred in a different ju-
risdiction. Again, a violent criminal 
was taken off the streets because of 
ballistics testing. This is happening on 
a daily basis. 

There are countless other success 
stories throughout our Nation; but, un-
fortunately, NIBIN’s future is in doubt. 
Budget cuts are jeopardizing the future 
of this program. The Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco and Firearms administers 
NIBIN and may be forced to cut spend-
ing unless Congress acts. Cutting fund-
ing of this great program would be a 
tragedy resulting in more criminals 
getting away with horrendous acts of 
violence. ATF needs more, not less, 
funding for this particular program. 

A Department of Justice report last 
year said the ATF needs to better pro-
mote and improve NIBIN. Many law en-
forcement agencies do not participate 
in NIBIN simply because they do not 
have the resources to enter the infor-
mation into the database. The Justice 
Department report suggests purchasing 
equipment for high-crime areas and de-
veloping a plan for lower-incidence 
areas to share ballistics technology. 

The report also states it is impera-
tive that we deal with the backlog of 
ballistic evidence not yet entered into 
the database. A similar problem exists 
in the National Instant Background 
Check system, and I have introduced 
legislation to give States grants to 
make sure that data is entered. 

We must also fund new ballistic tech-
nologies that can provide matches on 
portions or fragments of bullets found 
at crime scenes. Mr. Speaker, since 9/11 
our law enforcement officers have ac-
cepted new responsibilities in the war 
on terror. But this current budget 
wants to cut programs that staff local 
police forces and provides them with 
bullet-proof vests. Let us work to-
gether to make their jobs easier, not 
more difficult. Let us fully fund the 
ATF’s National Integrated Ballistic In-
formation Network. This will catch re-
peated offenders before they commit 
another crime and make sure our law 
enforcement agencies are on the same 
page when it comes to investigating 
crimes that have been related. 

A VISIT TO AREAS AFFECTED BY HURRICANE 
KATRINA 

Mr. Speaker, I also want to take a 
moment or two to talk about the trip 
that we had with Speaker HASTERT and 
Leader PELOSI on Thursday, Friday, 
and Saturday. With grateful thanks to 
Speaker HASTERT, he took us down to 
Mississippi, Louisiana and Alabama, 
mainly to see the disaster areas 6 
months later and what is happening in 
those States. 

The American people, I know, tend to 
forget what is going on; but when you 
go to these States, they need our help 
desperately. I have been watching CNN 
and certainly have followed what is 
going on down there; but when you see 
it with your own eyes, it is more than 
anyone can ever imagine: to see whole 
trailer trucks just thrown into the wet-
lands due to force of this hurricane; to 
see the housing just collapsing on a 
daily basis; and to see our local govern-
ment officials trying to make ends 
meets but without a budget because 
there are no businesses that provide a 
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tax base. There are no homes there. 
And the people certainly have to come 
back to bring back the communities. 

In my opinion, it is up to the Federal 
Government. I know we are trying, but 
we have to do a little bit better. It is 
our moral responsibility to help these 
people. We never know when a disaster 
will happen in our own back yard, so I 
hope the American people do not forget 
the people of Hurricane Katrina. There 
is still much work to be done. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF H.R. 4808, UN-
FAIR CHINESE AUTOMOTIVE 
TARIFF EQUALIZATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on March 1, Mr. KILDEE of 
Michigan, a Member of Congress, 
joined me in a bill, H.R. 4808, which 
would prevent imports of passenger 
cars from China until the United 
States and Chinese tariffs on these 
items are equal. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we all know 
that our trade deficit with China is 
well over $200 billion. We all agree that 
we live in a world where we have to 
work with each other and trade with 
each other. The problem is that under 
the current agreement, these cars that 
will be coming in from China put us at 
a disadvantage, our workers and our 
car companies. 

Let me just share with you that if we 
ship a car from America to be sold in 
China, the Chinese Government slaps a 
28 percent tariff on American-made 
cars. If those Chinese cars come into 
America, we charge them a 2.5 percent 
tariff on their cars. That is not a level 
playing field. 

I think China has enough advantages, 
quite frankly. They manipulate their 
currency, violate intellectual property 
rights, utilize heavy equipment, gov-
ernment subsidies, pay their workers 
just pennies a day, and they do not 
have to worry about the labor and en-
vironmental standards that Americans 
must abide by. The tariffs just give 
China another unfair advantage, an ad-
vantage that threatens the job of every 
worker in the United States auto in-
dustry. 

I hope that my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle will join us in this 
fairness issue. That is all this is about, 
fairness, because our workers work 
hard to produce a quality product. 
When we send it to China, they, again, 
put a 28 percent tariff on our cars going 
to China, while we only put a 2.5 per-
cent tariff on passenger cars coming to 
America. 

Mr. Speaker, there is something else 
that we fail to realize. With that $200 
billion trade deficit, in The Wall Street 
Journal this week it said: ‘‘China de-
fends outlay to increase by 17.4 per-
cent, the most in 4 years.’’ The Chinese 
are making money off the American 
people, and they are taking that money 
and, in many cases, they are putting it 
into their military. 

Now, I am not so concerned about 
China and America going to war, but I 
do know this: China is trying to build 
one of the strongest militaries we have 
ever seen in this world, and what they 
want to do is to dominate Southeast 
Asia. 

What Mr. KILDEE and I are asking for 
is just a simple matter of fairness. If 
we are going to sell their cars, let us 
charge them the same tariff they are 
going to charge us to sell our cars in 
China. I would hope that my col-
leagues, both Republican and Demo-
crat, would join us in this effort. This, 
again, is nothing but an issue of fair-
ness. 

In fact, the Economic Policy Insti-
tute has said that since 1989 through 
the year 2003 we have lost 1.5 million 
jobs to the Chinese. Here, again, on 
this floor tonight I am announcing 
H.R. 4808, a bill introduced by a Demo-
crat and Republican, that says that we 
need to charge the same tariff for 
American cars going to China as Chi-
nese cars coming to America. We 
should all pay the same. That is a sim-
ple matter of fairness. 

So tonight, Mr. Speaker, I shall be 
speaking on this issue quite a few 
times, but I will tell you that we need 
to be aware of what is happening to the 
jobs that have been going overseas, and 
particularly those jobs going to China. 
So I hope tonight that my colleagues 
will look at the letter that is signed by 
Mr. KILDEE and myself asking our col-
leagues in the House to join us on H.R. 
4808. All it is is a tariff fairness issue. 

I will close by saying this again: 
American cars that go to China to be 
sold have to pay a 28 percent tariff, 
Chinese cars coming to America later 
on this year will pay only a 2.5 percent 
tariff. That is not fair to the American 
workers. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask God to please 
bless our men and women in uniform; 
to please bless their families; and, God, 
please continue to bless America. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
addressed the House. His remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

IN SEARCH OF A COMPETENT 
CONSERVATIVE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, last 
week, a number of Americans were able 
to see the President on the videotape 
on Katrina and see also what has hap-
pened down in New Orleans since that 
time, or the lack of action there. We 
also witness every day the civil war 
that is engulfing Iraq and a policy of 
failure to bring stability to Iraq, the 
chaos that has engulfed our Medicare 
prescription drug plan, and also the 
flare-up over our port security and sell-
ing major assets of America’s infra-
structure to foreign countries. 

In 2000, President Bush ran as a com-
passionate conservative. At this point, 
I would settle for a competent conserv-
ative. From Iraq to Medicare to port 
security to the deficit to Katrina, this 
administration has mismanaged the 
situation to the point where even die-
hard supporters are acknowledging 
their incompetence. And this Congress 
has been a rubber stamp to the admin-
istration’s policies and has refused to 
do its job, which is oversight, on every 
one of these issues. 

On Iraq, we have $10 billion out of 
$480 billion totally missing. Not one 
hearing about what happened to the $10 
billion. Nobody has asked a single 
question. Nobody can account for it. 
We have soldiers over there without 
KEVLAR vests, where parents are left 
to literally do bake sales to raise the 
money for their children so they can 
have the protection that their govern-
ment and their taxpayers expect and 
are responsible for, yet nothing. We 
have literally members of the armed 
services running around like scrap 
metal collectors trying to solder their 
Humvees, yet nobody has asked a sin-
gle question as to how that happened; 
why is that happening. 

We have Paul Bremer, the Presi-
dent’s ambassador, who now writes a 
book and says that he had asked for 
500,000, or doubling the size of the troop 
level; yet for 3 years the President of 
the United States said nobody ever 
asked for more troops. If they want 
more troops, we will send more troops. 
General Abizaid and Paul Bremer, the 
President’s ambassador, have said that 
he had asked for more troops, and nei-
ther the Secretary of Defense nor the 
President of the United States ac-
knowledged that memo. Yet what do 
we have? Nobody is holding them ac-
countable. Nobody is holding anyone 
accountable in the administration. 

We have a great deal of incom-
petence. We are at $480 billion in Iraq, 
with 2,300 Americans, our fellow citi-
zens, having lost their lives. Well over 
15,000 are wounded, permanently many 
of them, yet not a single question of 
what happened here. What is the com-
petency here? 

Now, take a look at this on Medicare. 
It is not just isolated to Iraq. We have 
now had that policy, and that policy 
has run its course. We now have a civil 
war that the American people find 
themselves in the middle of, between 
the Sunnis, the Shiites and the Kurds 
all fighting each other, and nobody has 
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asked the questions of what happened 
to the troops, the amount of troops, 
what happened to the KEVLAR vests, 
the Humvees; how come there are not 
enough men and women that the am-
bassador and the general had asked for. 

Not a question. Nobody is respon-
sible. Nobody ever got fired, let alone 
the questions about the intelligence 
going into it. 

Take Medicare. We debated here on 
this floor, and I voted against that bill 
and said it was going to lead to great 
confusion to seniors. Rather than a 
simple plan, letting negotiations hap-
pen, letting reimportation happen, and 
letting generics hit the market, which 
all would drive the price down of pre-
scription drugs and save money, Mem-
bers here said and the administration 
said it will only cost $390 billion over 10 
years. Before the ink was dry, it rose 
to $790 billion. So all the taxpayers are 
going to have to pay double what they 
were told and everybody in the admin-
istration knew. 

One person who said, here is what the 
report said, was under threat of being 
fired if they let that information out. 
Yet now, with 2 years to prepare, 2 
years to get ready, the Web site, run by 
HHS, had the information wrong. The 
catalogue they sent out to every senior 
had it wrong. It has led to massive con-
fusion where seniors now are some-
times double enrolled, cannot get en-
rolled, and where States are having to 
step in for the poorest of the poor be-
cause they cannot get their plan. It is 
run like, as some people say, they 
couldn’t run a one-car parade if they 
tried. 

Again, that massive incompetency 
and the inability of this Congress to 
have oversight and keep people’s feet 
to the fire and hold them accountable, 
to ask the questions and get the an-
swers the American people want are 
not being done today. 

b 1945 

And the incompetency is not isolated 
to Medicare or Iraq. Take the response 
to Hurricane Katrina: when we saw 
that tape, we now learn that, in fact, 
Mr. Brown, or known to the rest of us 
as Brownie, was doing a heck of a job, 
and he gets fired, and yet it is Chertoff 
who is still head of the Homeland Secu-
rity Department, had no idea what was 
going on, no line authority, never in-
volved himself, and we had a massive 
disaster. 

When you run through the economy, 
Iraq and the deficit, what this Presi-
dent has done, I would settle, and I 
think the rest of the country would be 
quite happy if we had a competent con-
servative rather than the compas-
sionate conservative that we were 
promised. The American people are not 
looking for a compassionate conserv-
ative, a fiscal conservative, or a social 
conservative. A competent conserv-
ative would do America well. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Under a previous order of the 

House, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

HONORING FIRST SERGEANT BRAD 
KASAL 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of 
order. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am 
honored to deliver the story of an 
American hero, Marine First Sergeant 
Brad Kasal, to this Chamber and to the 
American people. 

Sergeant Kasal was born in the small 
town of Afton, Iowa, where he was 
raised on a small family farm and 
where he learned Midwestern values 
which would later serve him very well 
in his service in the United States Ma-
rine Corps. Sergeant Kasal is 39 years 
old and has served three tours of duty 
in Iraq and Kuwait. He is a member of 
Weapons Company, Third Battalion, 
First Marine Regiment, also known as 
‘‘Thundering Third.’’ 

When you hear Sergeant Kasal’s 
story of courage and sacrifice, it is not 
surprising that he comes from a solid 
family of patriots who have also served 
our country. 

Brad Kasal’s brother Jeff is a retired 
Army paratrooper who served our 
country in Operation Desert Storm 
with the 82nd Airborne and now works 
in Iraq. Brad’s brother Kelly served in 
the United States Army, and his broth-
er Kevin also served in the United 
States Marine Corps. And 50 years ago, 
their father, Gerald, served in the Iowa 
National Guard. 

But even among the patriotic Kasal 
family, Sergeant Brad Kasal’s experi-
ences set him apart. During his three 
tours of duty in Iraq and Kuwait, Ser-
geant Kasal has received two Purple 
Hearts. His first was awarded for an in-
cident in August 2004 for shrapnel 
wounds to the face, neck and shoulder 
from a rocket-propelled grenade. 

His second Purple Heart came from 
events which took place on November 
13, 2004, when Marines were in their 
fifth day of Operation Phantom Fury, 
which was a battle to free Fallujah 
from the grip of the terrorists. 

Sergeant Kasal was patrolling the 
streets and had the duty of clearing 
terrorists from buildings when he saw a 
fellow marine wounded and leaving a 
building. He told him that three more 
of their men were still inside and under 
attack. 

Without regard for his own life and 
safety, Sergeant Kasal charged into the 

building to defend and rescue his men. 
It was then that he saw several dead 
Iraqis, the wounded Marines, and a ter-
rorist confronting him with an AK–47 
rifle less than 2 feet away. While he 
managed to dodge the bullets and kill 
that terrorist, another terrorist was 
able to sneak up behind him and open 
fire. Sergeant Kasal was hit by those 
bullets and fell to the ground. He was 
dizzy and disoriented from his wounds, 
but he immediately began caring for 
another wounded marine. Sergeant 
Kasal knew he had to stay alive to save 
himself and the others. As he struggled 
to remain conscious, a grenade dropped 
onto the ground next to a wounded ma-
rine. 

Responding to his instinct to protect 
his comrade, Sergeant Kasal threw his 
own body over Private First Class Al-
exander Nicoll. Thankfully, Sergeant 
Kasal’s helmet and body armor pro-
tected his vital organs, but he took the 
full brunt of shrapnel to his back, 
shoulders and legs. For the next 45 
minutes as he lay grievously wounded, 
Sergeant Kasal used his 9 millimeter 
handgun to defend himself in a pro-
longed shootout where he suffered an-
other bullet wound. 

This picture shows Sergeant Kasal 
being helped from the building still 
clutching his trusty 9 millimeter hand-
gun. He explained that he kept the gun 
because he was being evacuated 
through a kill zone where he knew a 
number of terrorists remained, and he 
feared his weapon might be needed to 
fend off more potential attackers. 

Long after he was rescued, Sergeant 
Kasal learned the full extent of his in-
juries. Ultimately, he lost 60 percent of 
his blood. He took 40 pieces of shrapnel 
wounds, and suffered seven bullet 
wounds. 

Despite his wounds, Sergeant Kasal 
said his efforts and wounds were worth-
while. The marine whom he shielded, 
Private Nicoll, had survived the battle. 

Sergeant Kasal must undergo con-
stant medical procedures and therapy, 
but his ultimate goal is to recover so 
he can resume his service in the Marine 
Corps to defend you and me and the 
people of our country. 

Marine First Sergeant Brad Kasal 
does not think of himself as a hero. He 
is a model Marine and hero for Ameri-
cans. 

In all wars, there are stories of brav-
ery and heroism. The story of Marine 
First Sergeant Brad Kasal stands out 
among them. There is no doubt that 
Sergeant Kasal’s actions on November 
13, 2004, prove he is an honorable ma-
rine with a bigger passion for his fellow 
marines and our country than his own 
life and safety. 

Sergeant Kasal believes the values he 
learned in his Iowa upbringing, as well 
as the strong spirit of the Marine 
Corps, gave him the strength and will 
to persevere in an otherwise 
unsurvivable situation. 

Sergeant Kasal makes me proud to be 
an Iowan and an American; and I thank 
him for his bravery, honor, and patriot-
ism. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

MILITARY DISCRIMINATES 
AGAINST GAYS 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of 
order. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, at a 
time of declining morale, when we are 
barely able to maintain a volunteer 
force, the sign on the Army recruiter’s 
door might as well say: ‘‘Openly gay 
Americans need not apply.’’ 

Here is the military, struggling to 
meet its recruitment goals and in some 
instances even lowering its standards 
as a result, but still they are turning 
away and actively weeding out an en-
tire group of people for no other reason 
than raw prejudice. How dumb is that. 

But yesterday, the Supreme Court 
ruled that universities receiving Fed-
eral funding could not ban military re-
cruiters from their campuses in protest 
over the military’s discrimination 
against gay Americans. I am not going 
to relitigate that case here on the 
House floor, but I do think and I sin-
cerely hope that this case can shine a 
national spotlight on the absolute folly 
of the ‘‘don’t ask, don’t tell’’ policy. 

Because of their sexual orientation 
and their unwillingness to conceal it, 
selfless patriotic Americans are forbid-
den from serving their country. They 
cannot serve even though their skills 
are desperately needed, even though 
there are available slots, even though 
they are volunteering for duty that 
most of their peers have opted against. 

How does the Army expect its people 
to be all they can be when it will not 
allow them to be who they are. What 
can be more un-American? Yet another 
example of a Nation preaching the 
rhetoric of freedom and self-determina-
tion around the world while under-
mining those very values here at home. 
It is a civil rights outrage to be sure. 

But on a purely practical note, it is 
just plain bad national security policy. 
Is this any way to defend a Nation, by 
purging the military of talented and 
dedicated soldiers because they are 
unashamed of their love for members of 
the same sex? It is arbitrary, irra-
tional, and dangerous. 

A GAO report, released about a year 
ago, concluded that 10,000 Americans 
have received military discharges 
under a policy of ‘‘don’t ask, don’t 
tell’’ at a cost to taxpayers of roughly 
$191 million. 

In recent years, since the launch of 
wars against Afghanistan and Iraq, the 
military has purged several Farsi and 
Arabic translation specialists because 
they were discovered to be gay. This 
shocking and incomprehensible per-
sonnel decision has prompted my friend 
and colleague, Barney Frank, to 
relabel the Pentagon policy: ‘‘Don’t 
ask, don’t tell, don’t translate.’’ 

How is that for a forward-looking na-
tional defense strategy? At just the 
moment when we need to understand 
Mideastern culture and win over hearts 
and minds of its people, the military 
dismisses the people who speak their 
language. The 9/11 Commission cited a 
shortage of Arabic speakers, and, thus, 
an inability to translate key intel-
ligence as a handicap in our ability to 
predict the September 11 attacks. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been outspoken 
in my opposition of the Iraq war and 
my belief that now is the time to bring 
our troops home. But I am antiwar, not 
antisoldier, not antimilitary. I want us 
to have the strongest possible national 
defense, a goal that is in no way incom-
patible with rooting out intolerance 
and protecting equal rights. 

There is no trade-off, no balance of 
competing interests in this case. If 
‘‘don’t ask, don’t tell’’ fails the social 
justice test and detracts from national 
security, what possible use could it 
have? 

I would have thought that a 3-year 
$250 billion war that is stretching the 
military to its breaking point would 
compel the Congress and the Pentagon 
to reexamine this block-headed policy. 
Mr. Speaker, I hope that we will. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS 
INFILTRATING OUR U.S. PORTS 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 
5 minutes at this time. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, in the world 
we live in today, there is nothing more 
important than American security. 
This is one reason I was surprised to 
learn there is a plan to let a foreign 
government, through its government- 
controlled company, run major ports 
throughout our country, including part 
of the port of Beaumont in my district 
in southeast Texas. 

We hear that the UAE ports deal will 
not jeopardize national security be-

cause this government company will 
actually help us with homeland secu-
rity. My question is: Are we now going 
to outsource national security as well? 

The recent disturbing decision to 
allow the United Arab Emirates to 
have a stake in operations in U.S. ports 
is a dangerous decision that defies 
common sense. 

History has shown that friends of the 
United States come and go. Those who 
are our friends today may not be our 
friends tomorrow. The UAE, although 
alleged friends today, have not been 
our friends in the past; and there is 
nothing that proves that they will con-
tinue that friendship in the future. 

The UAE recognized the Taliban. It 
laundered money that financed the 9/11 
terrorists, and it continues to partici-
pate in the Arab boycott against our 
ally, Israel. This country harbored ter-
rorists that played a role in killing 
3,000 people on September 11. We can-
not ignore their perilous past. 

Mr. Speaker, last time I checked, we 
were at war against the Taliban. I find 
it extremely hard to believe that we 
would want to give a country that sup-
ported our enemies access to our ports. 
If this deal were to go through, these 
same foreign entities would have ac-
cess to U.S. manifests showing what 
cargo is being shipped and where and 
when it is going. According to a recent 
Zogby poll taken in October 2005, it 
found that over 70 percent of those who 
live in the UAE do not even like the 
United States. If this arrangement goes 
through, who is going to stop a poten-
tial terrorist from posing as someone 
else, going to work for one of these 
ports, and gaining access to informa-
tion with the intent to harm Ameri-
cans? We do not need to take this risk 
with national security. 

Currently, only 5 percent of the more 
than 14 million containers entering 
through our Nation’s ports are 
screened. Clearly, our ports are already 
vulnerable. In a day and age where we 
are allowing 95 percent of the cargo to 
come and go through our ports without 
inspection, it is hard to believe that we 
are willing to give security to a foreign 
entity, much less one that has any-
thing but a strong record in preventing 
terrorism. Even the U.S. Coast Guard, 
which is in charge of port security, 
seems uneasy about letting this take 
place. 

Many Americans across our land are 
opposed to this foreign operation in our 
homeland. The port of Beaumont in 
Texas, one of the operations proposed 
to be run by this UAE deal, ships one- 
third of the military cargo going to 
Iraq and Afghanistan. This is more 
than any other U.S. port. Now we want 
to give a foreign government access to 
U.S. military shipping information? I 
think not. 

We cannot allowed our ports to be in-
filtrated by foreign governments. And 
this is not a partisan issue; it is an 
issue of national security. For this rea-
son, I have joined colleagues from 
across the aisle in introducing a bill 
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that will stop this UAE operation from 
going through. I have joined the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) in introducing 
legislation to prevent this dangerous 
and deceptive deal. This deal should be-
come a ‘‘no deal’’ before it becomes an 
ordeal. 

Mr. Speaker, just last week we intro-
duced the Port Security Act of 2006. 
This is the House version of legislation 
already introduced in the Senate. This 
bipartisan legislation will prohibit for-
eign state-owned companies from con-
trolling operations at U.S. ports and 
stop the UAE deal by mandating a con-
gressional review of existing foreign 
state-owned companies that are oper-
ating in American ports. There is an 
innate and inherit problem, not to 
mention a serious national security 
risk, with letting state-owned foreign 
companies buy interests in American 
ports. 

I am not opposed to foreign privately 
owned companies operating in our 
country. I understand we live in a glob-
al economy. Foreign ownership of a 
hotel or car company is one thing, but 
foreign government ownership in port 
operations, especially those that han-
dle military cargo, is absurd. 

There are entirely too many issues 
that need to be ironed out before we 
start offering our ports and our na-
tional security up to foreign govern-
ments for sale or for lease. This deci-
sion is unwise. It is a risky business. 
This ought not to be. And that is just 
the way it is. 

f 

b 2000 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS REQUEST 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the 
President’s budget request for fiscal 
year 2007 proposes 20 percent more 
military aid to Azerbaijan than to Ar-
menia. This request is a clear breach of 
an agreement struck between the 
White House and the Congress in 2001 
to maintain parity in U.S. military aid 
to Armenia and Azerbaijan. 

Mr. Speaker, the parity agreement is 
unfortunately a battle that the Arme-
nian people have had to fight in the 
past. The fiscal year 2005 Presidential 
request was similar in that it called for 
more military funding to Azerbaijan. 

However, the Congress reversed the 
President to ensure military parity in 
the fiscal year 2005 Foreign Operations 
Appropriations Act. After that battle 
and the President’s 2006 budget request 

that included parity, I thought the 
President’s fiscal year 2007 budget 
would continue that policy. But unfor-
tunately that was not the case. A lack 
of military parity would, in my opin-
ion, weaken ongoing peace negotia-
tions regarding Nagorno Karabakh, 
among other things. 

It will also contribute to further in-
stability in the region, and it under-
mines the role of the United States as 
an impartial mediator of the Nagorno 
Karabakh conflict. Mr. Speaker, the 
government should not be rewarding 
the Government of Azerbaijan for 
walking away from the organization 
for security and cooperation in Eu-
rope’s Key West peace talks, the most 
promising opportunity to resolve the 
Nagorno Karabakh conflict in nearly a 
decade. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, the ad-
ministration’s budget also calls for 
drastic cuts in economic assistance to 
Armenia. I was discouraged to see that 
the President requested a 33 percent 
decrease in economic aid from $74.4 
million last year to $50 million this 
year. Technical and developmental as-
sistance and investment is essential to 
Armenia. This funding is key to demo-
cratic stability and economic reform in 
the country. 

Mr. Speaker, is this the message we 
want to send to our friends in Arme-
nia? Do we want to cut economic aid to 
a country that is terrorized by its 
neighbors and is shut off on its eastern 
and western borders due to an illegal 
blockade by Turkey and Azerbaijan? 

Mr. Speaker, in the coming weeks I 
will advocate to the Foreign Oper-
ations Subcommittee to restore mili-
tary parity, to increase economic as-
sistance to Armenia and to provide for 
humanitarian aid to the people of 
Nagorno Karabakh. It is incredibly im-
portant to reward our allies and to 
send a message to Azerbaijan and Tur-
key that ethnically charged genocides, 
illegal blockades of sovereign nations, 
and the constant harassment of the Ar-
menian people will not be tolerated. 

f 

AMEND THE FOREIGN ASSISTANCE 
ACT OF 1961 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
today I am introducing, and I have just 
introduced a bill, to amend the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 to limit the pro-
visions of the United States military 
assistance and the sale, transfer or li-
censing of United States military 
equipment or technology to Ethiopia. 

The bill requires that before the 
United States provides military equip-
ment to the regime in Addis Ababa 
that our President certifies that the 
Government of Ethiopia is not using 
our equipment or assistance against 
prodemocracy advocates or peaceful ci-
vilian protesters in Ethiopia. Is that 
too much to ask? 

It is an outrage that in Ethiopia that 
over 80 opposition leaders and human 
rights activists and journalists have 
been recently charged with treason, 
violent conspiracy and genocide. These 
prisoners of conscience face brutal cap-
tivity and the possibility of death sen-
tences. They include 10 newly elected 
members of the Parliament and other 
officials of the opposition Coalition for 
Unity and Democracy Party, that is 
the CUD. 

These brave souls face charges filed 
against them by a corrupt and repres-
sive government. This same govern-
ment blatantly stalled the last elec-
tion, making a sham out of the demo-
cratic process. Five of those being 
charged with criminal behavior work 
for the Voice of America. One of those 
being held is Dr. Berhanu Nega. He is 
an American citizen and mayor of 
Ethiopia’s largest city. Dr. Nega is an 
advocate of democracy. He faces the 
death penalty for his involvement in 
mass protests over the election fraud 
that took place in Ethiopia during 
their last election. 

Now, in January, the British Govern-
ment cut the equivalent of $88 million 
in aid in support to Ethiopia. This was 
due to its concerns about the govern-
ance and human rights issues arising 
from this disputed election. Other 
international donors have taken simi-
lar measures. 

My legislation requires certification 
by the President of the United States 
that our military equipment provided 
to Ethiopia is not being used to beat 
down those who would bring honest and 
democratic government to that trou-
bled land. In Ethiopia, it is incumbent 
upon us as Americans to be on the side 
of those struggling for honest and 
democratic government, not on the 
side of their oppressor. 

No pragmatic strategy can justify 
the United States backing a regime 
that stole the last election and has 
brutalized their own people and will, at 
some point, disintegrate from its own 
corruption and incompetent ways. I 
ask my colleagues to join me in recog-
nizing and supporting the democratic 
movement in Ethiopia, just as we did 
with a similar movement in Ukraine 
just 2 short years ago and in other 
countries throughout the world where 
the future was in play and human free-
dom was in the balance. 

That is what being an elected rep-
resentative of the American people is 
all about, standing for our ideals and 
our principles. And nowhere could that 
be made more clear than to stand with 
the people of Ethiopia, who are strug-
gling to make a democratic govern-
ment, to form a democratic govern-
ment, and to have honest government 
and the recognition and respect for 
people’s rights within their own coun-
try. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the 

House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. STUPAK addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

THE STATE OF HEALTH CARE: RE-
PUBLICAN EFFORTS FOR 
HEALTH CARE REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURPHY) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I will be 
joined in a little bit by my friend and 
my colleague, Dr. PHIL GINGREY of 
Georgia, for this next hour. It is impor-
tant that we lay out a large segment of 
what we believe is a critically impor-
tant agenda to reform health care in 
America. 

We know that few things are more 
valuable to us than the health of our 
families. When the health of our fami-
lies is threatened, we feel frightened, 
we feel vulnerable, and we desperately 
search for help. I think few would chal-
lenge that the United States provides, 
as available, the best health care in the 
world, dedicated and caring physicians 
and nurses and hospitals and profes-
sionals, and we have made huge tech-
nological advances in fighting disease 
and prolonging life. Our research and 
medical technology is second to none. 
It significantly advances every year. 

However, despite these many accom-
plishments, the American health care 
system is burdened by severe problems 
that lower quality and increase costs 
and too often make this system 
unaffordable and inaccessible for mil-
lions of Americans. Too many families, 
unfortunately, are only able to win-
dow-shop for health care coverage, and 
they feel as though they cannot go into 
the store. 

Tonight, those colleagues of ours on 
our side of the aisle, who are part of 
our health care team, will be talking 
about a number of important issues to 
advance this cause. Mr. Speaker, before 
I go into this, let me pause, if I may, 
for a moment, and say usually when I 
have been here for Special Orders to 
talk about issues, I traditionally was 
walking up to the Capitol to make a 
call to my mother to let her know. She 
then would get on the phones and call 

all her friends. My mother was a nurse, 
worked for many years at hospitals in 
Cleveland, as well as in industrial set-
tings. 

I am sad to say that since I last 
spoke in the Chamber, my mother had 
died, but I am sure she is still doing 
her own method of notifying her 
friends, and meeting my father now to 
talk to him and to say, make sure you 
pay attention to this message. 

It is a message that I hope Americans 
will attend to as well. Because while 
there are those who talk about the 
costs of health care, what we are going 
to be talking about tonight is ways of 
changing health care and not simply 
shifting the burden of health care to 
one or the other. 

Let me talk about a few of the costs 
that we need to pay attention to. 
Health care costs are skyrocketing. In 
2005, the Federal Government spent 
over 45 percent of mandatory spending 
on health care programs, including al-
most $300 billion for Medicare and $181 
billion for Medicaid. Medicaid costs 
now consume about 70 percent of 
States’ budgets, and it is rising more 
than the rate of inflation. This, nearly 
half a trillion dollars, does not even in-
clude the billions that we spend at the 
Federal level in discretionary health 
care spending for Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, $31 billion; the National 
Institutes of Health, which has in-
creased over 100 percent in the last 10 
years under President Bush, to $28.5 
billion; the Centers For Disease Con-
trol and Prevention, $8.2 billion; the In-
dian Health Services, $4 billion; Early 
Head Start, $6.8 billion; and the 
Women, Infants and Children program, 
$5.3 billion. 

b 2015 

When we add to this also the costs 
paid for by employers and paid for by 
families across the Nation, the num-
bers are staggering. 

The Federal Government has made a 
number of attempts over the years to 
deal with some of these increased 
costs, such things as dealing with the 
budget, where we try and increase co-
payments on prescription drugs, or we 
deal with premium costs in private or 
federally or State-funded health care 
programs, which have all been geared 
towards trying to share the costs. 

This higher cost-sharing require-
ment, in many cases, is designed to not 
only reduce some of the overall costs 
to the Federal budget, but also to help 
encourage patients to change some be-
haviors, such as not going to expensive 
emergency room settings for common 
ailments, such as colds and flu and 
scrapes and bumps, but instead to see 
their doctor. These increased copays 
are usually enacted to change these be-
haviors, and yet we need to be doing 
other things in order to actually 
change some of the flaws in our health 
care system. 

But let us make a point of this: 
whenever Congress has enacted those 
important issues to try and change 

some behaviors and actually save 
money, unfortunately, the Congres-
sional Budget Office, which is there to 
tell us how much we are spending and 
give us some accurate numbers, simply 
is unable to do this at all. 

The Congressional Budget Office can 
only talk about savings when more 
money comes out of pocket, but they 
cannot and are unable to talk about 
savings that come from trying to pre-
vent the problems we are talking about 
tonight. 

Since the CBO does not provide what 
is called dynamic scoring, a potential 
cost savings, the Federal Government 
in essence ties its own hands so we can 
only focus on cost sharing and not di-
rectly change efficiency and reduce er-
rors in health care. We do not deal with 
the biggest drivers of these costs. We 
did not have a way here to look at this. 

Let me give you an example. If we 
were to ask the Congressional Budget 
Office how much it costs to immunize 
children in America or to inoculate 
them with several important inocula-
tions that they receive in their infancy 
and young childhood, the CBO could 
give us that number. But ask them 
what this saves, what this saves in re-
duced hospital visits and the other 
medical complications, and they sim-
ply are not able to tell you. 

Ask the Federal Government CBO 
what treatment programs for alcohol 
and drug abuse save, and they cannot 
tell you. 

Ask them what Early Head Start’s 
medical programs save when we get 
children to the doctor early. They can-
not tell you. 

Ask also what would happen if we 
made our medical records system more 
efficient and eliminated many of the 
costly errors in the system. They can-
not tell you. 

The CBO can tell us that, in the Def-
icit Reduction Act passed by the 
House, that $150 million was placed in 
there, through efforts of my office and 
others, in order to help hospitals in 
high Medicaid areas use electronic 
medical records in order to reduce 
costs. But, unfortunately, the CBO can-
not tell us what those costs are. 

I am going to be talking a little bit 
more about these costs, but first I 
would like to yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia, Dr. PHIL GINGREY, to lay 
out some general outlines of some 
other things we are going to be talking 
about tonight. Dr. GINGREY, a friend 
and colleague, who we often are on the 
floor together talking on these health 
care aspects, will lay out in general 
some of the things we will be talking 
about. 

As I said, I opened up naming some of 
the huge cost increases in health care, 
but Dr. GINGREY will lay out the gen-
eral plan of where we need to go to 
make some substantive reforms in the 
health care system so that we are no 
longer talking about cost shifting, but 
really talking about saving money, 
and, more importantly, saving lives. 

I yield to Dr. GINGREY. 
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Mr. GINGREY. Dr. MURPHY, thank 

you so much and thank you for start-
ing this Special Hour and allowing me 
to get over, as we have a great line-up 
of members, I think five members, of 
the Republican Healthcare Public Af-
fairs Team that we formed, with Dr. 
MURPHY and I cochairing that sub-
committee of the Republican Con-
ference at the beginning of this 109th 
Congress. We have been talking about a 
number of issues during the past year 
relating to health care, the Medicare 
Modernization Act, Prescription Drug 
part D, tort reform, which we passed in 
this House many times and are still la-
boring to finally get that into law. 

But this gives us, really, a great op-
portunity to follow on to what our 
President said in the 2006 State of the 
Union address in regard to health care. 
Now, he did not spend a lot of time on 
health care, but what he said in just a 
couple of pages was significantly an 
important part of his address to the 
Nation. 

This Presidency and this Republican 
majority are fully, fully committed to 
making sure that we bring health care 
into the 21st century and we continue 
to maintain the edge that we have in 
regard to health care. But we are not 
going to maintain that edge if we con-
tinue to use a 20th-century model. It is 
just like the radio and the television 
set and the computer. We have to do 
this. We absolutely have to do it. 

Dr. MURPHY probably in his opening 
remarks talked a little bit about one of 
the issues that I want him to address in 
regard to electronic medical records, or 
health IT, if you will, information 
technology. 

I was recently in Antarctica, and I 
was able to take my American Express 
card, actually, no, one of my bank 
cards, and swipe it and get U.S. dollars 
to buy some souvenirs. But God help 
me if I had been hit in the head in Ant-
arctica by a snowball and couldn’t 
speak to the doctors, because they 
wouldn’t know a thing about my health 
care record. I know that Dr. MURPHY 
and others have taken a leadership role 
on this particular issue. 

So I want to just go ahead at this 
point and begin allowing my colleagues 
to talk about some of these issues that 
are so hugely important. Dr. MURPHY 
has already made some remarks and 
will speak further about health IT. Dr. 
MURPHY is on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, where the Health 
Subcommittee does so much work on 
Medicaid and other issues, as I pre-
viously have co-chaired the Healthcare 
Pubic Affairs Team. 

Dr. MURPHY, I would be happy to 
yield back to you, or we can go to the 
long-term care issue and come back, 
whatever you would prefer. 

Mr. MURPHY. I would like to talk a 
little bit, if I may, about some of these 
issues about errors in hospitals. 

I opened up by saying we clearly have 
the best health care available in Amer-
ica, but I would like the Speaker and 
others to imagine this: when you go 

into a hospital or doctor’s office, gen-
erally you will see filing cabinets 
packed with paper records of a pa-
tient’s care. Now, imagine also if the 
patient has seen multiple doctors, 
there are multiple files, and probably 
stacked somewhere on top of those fil-
ing cabinets are reports waiting to be 
filed, and chances are pretty good that 
the records between doctors offices are 
disconnected, that is, one doctor may 
not know what the other physicians or 
treatment specialists have seen. Per-
haps the patient has not gone for the 
lab tests or consultations they have 
been asked to do. Perhaps they have, 
and those records have not been re-
turned, x-rays have not come back 
over, whatever that is. 

But you have a situation of volumi-
nous paper records, oftentimes scat-
tered within a hospital in different de-
partments or between different offices, 
and that results in the likelihood that 
important medical records could be 
lost or not retrieved at that moment 
when someone needs to be making de-
cisions. 

Having worked in both neonatal in-
tensive care units, pediatric units, and 
my own private practice as a psycholo-
gist, it was often critically important 
to be able to access records and review 
them quickly. But a simple statement 
one was looking for in a file that was 
multiple volumes and oftentimes mul-
tiple inches thick, it could take hours 
to retrieve critically important data. 

The risk of that is that some infor-
mation may be missing. The risk is 
that important information may be 
missed. One study even found that one 
in seven medical records was missing 
vital information, and this could then 
lead to redundant tests or 
misdiagnoses, redundant treatments or 
inappropriate treatments. 

Health administration paperwork 
costs almost $300 billion annually, 
equal to about $1,000 per person in 
America, or actually 31 percent of all 
health care expenditures in the United 
States; and yet we have hospitals with 
21st-century technology that can use a 
64-cut CT scanner that can give us 
three dimensional films of patients’ 
hearts, but we are still using an 18th- 
century paper system to keep track of 
these things. 

The RAND Corporation reported that 
these critical errors that come from re-
dundant, unnecessary, and missed in-
formation adds $162 billion in health 
care costs per year, a huge avoidable 
expense. Part of our move as the Re-
publican conference here is to make 
sure that we encourage and fund 
through incentives hospitals and doc-
tors’ offices to move towards health in-
formation technology. 

Medication errors alone cost Medi-
care about $29 billion in costs. When-
ever we talk about cost savings in pro-
grams such as Medicare and Medicaid, 
it is not slashing care, it is improving 
care; it is not denying access to care, it 
is bringing access to care. And that is 
vitally important. 

Anyone who has ever had a prescrip-
tion that could not be read or the phar-
macist had to call back or the patient 
wasn’t sure if it was duplicating an-
other medication recognizes how these 
errors cost the system. The best, the 
best doctors and the best hospitals and 
the best specialists have their eyes 
blindfolded when it comes to trying to 
deal with these. 

In the Deficit Reduction Act, as I 
mentioned a few minutes ago, $150 mil-
lion was put in there for hospitals to 
use grants in high Medicaid popu-
lations, but throughout the Nation we 
see many health information tech-
nology companies emerging at hos-
pitals and insurance companies invest-
ing billions of dollars, a critically im-
portant issue. 

So next time when one goes to the 
doctor’s office and sees the papers 
gone, but to see, for example, in VA 
hospitals now the doctor putting 
records on a computer, calling up x- 
rays on a computer, looking at CT 
scans and MRIs, and, yes, even watch-
ing films of surgery on their computer 
screen, recognize that this is part of 
where we need to go with 21st-century 
medical technology. 

But also know this: the physician 
who did the test or radiologist who did 
the x-ray can immediately send it over 
secure and confidentially to one’s phy-
sician, who can then review the record. 

In fact, I have been in physicians’ of-
fices, since, unfortunately, a few 
months ago I had an accident in Iraq 
and then had a CT scan in Baghdad and 
an MRI done in Germany, and found 
that what could happen here is the 
records could then be spent over on 
computer disk to physicians in Wash-
ington, D.C. and Bethesda who could 
then review those and easily consult, 
without having to call for new tests 
and repeat those. It wasn’t just the 
wording that they had of what was tak-
ing place in the medical test. They 
could actually see it themselves. 

Repeat this story millions of times a 
day across America, and you can see 
why the RAND Corporation says we 
could have savings of $160 billion; and 
in addition to that, when you look at 
the savings that comes from otherwise 
lost days in the workplace, another 
$150 billion in savings. 

Let me mention one other area that 
we can track with electronic medical 
records, and that is infection rates. A 
bill that I am working on to actually 
give incentives to hospitals and med-
ical practices to reduce infections is 
critically important. 

Health care-acquired infections cost 
the United States about $50 billion in 
annual medical costs. Now, these infec-
tions are such things as staphy-
lococcus, methacycline-resistant 
staphylococcus aureous, urinary tract 
infections, pneumonia, et cetera, where 
what happens is through such low-tech 
issues as hand-washing or cleaning 
equipment, because we take these 
things for granted so much, they are 
not done. Sadly, this leads to some-
where up above 75,000, some estimates 
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even as high as 90,000, deaths per year, 
so says the Center For Disease Control, 
and these, in many cases are prevent-
ible. Now, in some cases they are not, 
if someone comes in with an open 
wound or someone is taking 
immunosuppressant drugs. 

But what we need to do here is actu-
ally help patients get better care. We 
can save massive amounts if we use 
Medicare and Medicaid to provide in-
centives and pay for performance for 
hospitals that reduce these. 

But this is where, again, using elec-
tronic medical records helps, by having 
this information available that hos-
pitals can review and pull up informa-
tion and saying what is happening? Are 
we seeing trends within the hospital? 
Should we take action? Information 
that can come up as an immediate 
alert to the hospital medical staff, to 
medical directors and hospital per-
sonnel, hospital administrators, to say 
infections are now detected within the 
hospital, we need to take affirmative, 
aggressive, and thorough action to iso-
late and deal with this. That being the 
case, we can save tens of thousands of 
lives a year and tens of billions of dol-
lars. 

Now, we point these out because it is 
so critically important. I hear time and 
time again people misleading the 
American public that somehow we are 
trying to cut Medicare and Medicaid. 
That is not true. 

b 2030 

What we are trying to do is improve 
the system. And any American family 
knows that whether it is your car or 
your house, that when you deal with 
using inefficient and cheap ineffective 
ways, you can end up paying much 
more because the tools you use may 
break or the system you are trying to 
use to fix the problem may actually be 
ineffective, and it is going to cost you 
more in the long run. 

Doing poor health care, making 
wrong decisions in health care, is what 
is expensive. Making the right deci-
sions in health care and making sure 
we have the highest quality is what 
lowers costs. And once and for all, we 
have to put these tools back into the 
hands of health care providers across 
the Nation, give them the information 
that is needed on every patient, every 
time, making sure those records are se-
cure and so that physicians are com-
petent and hospital personnel are com-
petent. 

Dr. David Brailer, the President’s ap-
pointee to take many of these actions 
in the area of health information tech-
nology, and Secretary Leavitt, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, 
are leading the charge in some of these 
advances along with us in Congress. 

This is something that we want the 
American people to know, Mr. Speaker; 
that in so doing, we will actually be 
saving tens of thousands of lives and 
tens of billions of dollars. These are ef-
forts we will not yield on, because we 
recognize that the number of deaths 

that occur per year from us having our 
eyes blindfolded and our hands and not 
being able to do the best in health care 
is actually more that occur in a single 
year than died in all of the Vietnam 
War. 

We have the tools to do this, and we 
as a Republican Conference will con-
tinue to lead this Nation in moving for-
ward to save lives and save money. 

With that, I yield back to the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. Gingrey, to 
control the balance of my time. 

f 

THE STATE OF HEALTH CARE: RE-
PUBLICAN EFFORTS FOR 
HEALTH CARE REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) 
will control the remainder of the hour. 

Mr. GINGREY. Dr. Murphy, thank 
you so much for bringing that exper-
tise in regard to health IT and health 
care quality. In fact, I wanted to point 
out, Mr. Speaker, and my colleagues 
one of the posters in regard to this. 

The Rand study that Dr. Murphy 
mentioned, a potential savings of $162 
billion annually by going to that sys-
tem, and also at least 90,000 lives, and 
possibly more. I wanted to close out 
that portion before I call on some of 
my other colleagues to discuss other 
pertinent issues. 

We do have legislation introduced 
from the Republican Conference to 
incentivize physicians, particularly 
small group physicians through our 
Tax Code, in the 179 section of the 
Code, to let them rapidly depreciate in-
deed up to $250,000. We do this for busi-
nessmen and women currently up to 
$100,000, but it is so critically impor-
tant, this cost savings that I point out, 
that we want to make sure these physi-
cians can afford to do this, because we 
need every one of them to participate 
in health IT. 

At this point, the next issue that we 
wanted to talk about, and the gentle-
woman from Florida, my colleague, 
and classmate, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE, a member of Financial Serv-
ices, Homeland Security, Veterans’ Af-
fairs, a Member of the Health Care 
Public Affairs Team, as most of us are; 
in addition to that she leads the Wom-
en’s Issue Team of the Republican Cau-
cus. She wears many hats. 

But tonight the gentlewoman is 
going to talk about long-term care. 
And I hope she will include a little bit 
about the issue of health savings ac-
counts and how they can be rolled into 
that. I think the President may have 
mentioned that a little bit. 

At this point I gladly yield to my col-
league from Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWN- 
WAITE). 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the fact 
that Mr. GINGREY is holding these to 
help inform people of exactly what 
Congress is doing on the issue of health 
care. I am sure when every Member 

here goes back into their district, peo-
ple ask them about health care. 

In my district, of course, the issue is 
always not only just health care for 
seniors, but also veterans. And Dr. 
Murphy was absolutely correct that 
the VA was the first entity to begin 
computerizing their records, which is 
the reason why a veteran can go from 
New York at a VA facility down to one 
in Florida, and virtually with a few 
key strokes, they pull up his or her 
record. That is a good way to make 
sure that we have continuity of care. 

In Florida, of course, we have many, 
many nursing homes. People move to 
Florida, and as they age in Florida, the 
nursing home industry is a very, very 
vital part of our economy. When I was 
a State senator, I worked long and 
hard on nursing home issues. We did 
nursing home reform. 

And one of the reasons that we did 
nursing home reform was because we 
wanted to increase the staffing and 
make sure that nursing homes provided 
the kind of quality care that we all 
want for our seniors who are in nursing 
homes. But, you know, one of the 
issues clearly is the cost not just for 
those living in a nursing home, but 
also for younger families who have got 
to care for older parents or loved ones, 
very often termed the sandwich genera-
tion. 

You know, long-term care costs can 
be very, very stifling. And I agree 
about having them be able to roll into 
a medical savings account. It is cer-
tainly a very important component of 
what we are trying to do long term. 

You know, you do not fix health care 
forever. The need for health care re-
form continues as technology im-
proves, as we all age, and also as we 
take into consideration all of the new 
pharmaceutical products that are out 
there that prevent people from going 
into hospitals, and, many times, nurs-
ing homes. 

You know, that sandwich generation 
I was just speaking about, they are the 
ones who are very often helping to care 
for their parents. You know, nursing 
home costs can be upwards of $60,000 if 
a person does not have insurance. And 
home health care costs can sometimes 
reach $20,000 a year. 

When we look at the demographics, 
those who are 85 years of age or older 
are the most likely candidates for 
long-term care service. But age is not 
the only indicator. Actually people of 
any age with limited self-care or mo-
bility issues are candidates as well. 

For the average person over age 50, 
home health care can cost over $5,800 a 
year. Even families who have long- 
term care insurance are facing hefty 
costs. Kind of base plan premiums run 
between $564 a year for a 50-year-old, 
for example, to $5,300 a year for some-
one who is 79. 

When families can no longer cover 
these costs, Medicaid has to pick up 
the tab for those who do not have long- 
term care insurance. And when we look 
at the spending in Medicaid, one-third 
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nationwide of all Medicaid spending 
goes toward long-term care. 

Moreover, two-thirds of these funds 
are used for institutional care, even 
though consumers prefer to remain in 
their own homes and communities. I 
am sure, Dr. GINGREY, that in your 
State as well as in my State, that they 
have applied for waivers, kind of all ef-
forts possible to keep people in their 
own homes. 

People prefer to be in their own 
homes, but there are times when they 
do need to be in long-term care. One of 
the bills that I recently introduced 
that I know many of my colleagues are 
on, is the Qualified Long-Term Care 
Fairness Act. We want to encourage 
people to participate in long-term care 
insurance. 

This bill provides the same tax de-
duction available to those who itemize 
as those who do not. Currently only 
people who itemize on their income tax 
can take off the cost of long-term care 
insurance. This was obviously over-
looked when they passed the bill, in 
that they only allow people who 
itemize. 

We want to make sure that this tax 
deduction may be used for long-term 
care insurance premiums, activities of 
daily living, diagnostic, preventative 
or rehabilitation services, and cer-
tainly other services prescribed by a li-
censed health care practitioner. 

My bill also, by the way, covers home 
health care expenses. By taking out a 
policy, it really and truly helps the 
family so very much. We want to make 
sure that this additional tax deduction 
can be claimed by people who take that 
extra care to be sure that if they need 
nursing home care that they have the 
insurance to cover it. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, in 2001, 
spending for long-term care services 
for persons of all ages represented 12.2 
percent of all personal health care 
spending. This was almost $152 billion 
of $1.24 trillion spent for health care. 

Congress should encourage all Ameri-
cans to purchase long-term care insur-
ance. And certainly this is but one way 
that we can encourage our constituents 
to spend that money for a long-term 
care policy. 

If I may take a moment just of per-
sonal privilege to tell a story about a 
very dear gentleman that everyone 
thought he was my dad; he was not. He 
had three daughters and he cared about 
those daughters. 

Because he lived in the same commu-
nity that I did, and because we were 
very close, people just thought that 
Arne was my father. Well, let me tell 
you, Arne was a very, very thoughtful 
father, because he took out long-term 
care insurance. 

He developed Alzheimer’s, and needed 
to be in a long-term care facility. His 
wife had passed on and the progression 
was very, very fast. Arne passed away 
last year, but I can just tell the Mem-
bers in the Chamber tonight and those 
who may be watching in the audience, 
that Arne’s children truly appreciated 

the fact that he took out that long- 
term care insurance. Because that way, 
the insurance paid for all of the time 
that he had to spend in the nursing 
home. And he was able to preserve his 
life’s savings to leave to his children, 
which is really what he wanted. And he 
also wanted to make sure that he was 
not a burden on the taxpayers. 

I would ask as many people as pos-
sible to consider that kind of insurance 
to make sure that they are cared for 
and that their children or whoever 
they want to leave the rest of their 
savings to, that they are also provided 
for. I think it is an excellent way to do 
it. 

Mr. GINGREY. If the gentlewoman 
would yield for a second. This is such 
an important item, long-term care, and 
the anecdotal case that you just pre-
sented to us is touching and very per-
sonal, but very real and very practical, 
as you point out. 

And we are going to talk a little bit 
later about, and I point out on this 
chart, health savings accounts; but I 
think the gentlewoman would agree 
that the opportunity to utilize money 
out of a health savings account to pur-
chase at some point, maybe not when 
you are 35 years old and you just had 
the plan and you are building it up for 
a couple of years, but as you men-
tioned, I think you said in your fifties, 
it probably is certainly time to start 
saying not only do I pay for an annual 
physical, and maybe a mammogram or 
colonoscopy out of my health savings 
account, but maybe I need to look very 
closely at purchasing long-term care 
insurance to protect my assets, Mr. 
Speaker, so that they are not all used 
up, as I or anybody else who suffers 
from some debilitating illness that 
lasts for a long time, in a nursing 
home, they have no insurance, they 
have exhausted all of their assets. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gentle-
woman from Florida, too, in thinking 
outside of the box. I think that is part 
of why we as Members of the Repub-
lican Conference as a health care team, 
want to bring to our colleagues on a 
regular basis that we are thinking of 
ways to get the job done. 

We are not just sitting back and ac-
cepting the same old, same old. And 
your bill, and I was not aware of the 
specifics of it, but that allowance for 
someone who does not itemize to actu-
ally get a deduction for the purchase of 
long-term care insurance I think is a 
great idea. 

I commend the gentlewoman for 
that. 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman. And certainly the use of any 
funds from a health savings account for 
this purpose accomplishes the same 
thing. It gives people a tax incentive to 
save, to also save and preserve their as-
sets for the future. 

And, you know, I recently, this past 
weekend, ran into a young man who 
was all of 55 years old. He was injured, 
and spent some time in a rehab center. 

And, you know, he said to himself, you 
know, he did not have insurance. When 
he told me the cost of that rehabilita-
tion, it was astronomical. 

So, you know, we all want to believe 
that we are going to be as healthy to-
morrow as we are today. But, that is 
not always the case. And I remember 
when I reviewed the policy with Arne, 
because I was a little skeptical, he was 
75 when he first started looking at it, 
and I was amazed what it did cover and 
how reasonable the cost was. And, you 
know, I looked on every line, looking 
for a loophole. And it ended up being 
something that I did recommend to 
him, never realizing that a few years 
later he would need to have this. 

So I commend the gentleman for pro-
moting the health savings accounts 
and any other way that we can help 
seniors to better prepare for their fu-
ture. 

b 2045 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for bringing us this 
information on long-term care. 

At this time, we have an opportunity 
to hear another issue discussed by my 
colleague on the Rules Committee, the 
gentlewoman from West Virginia, Rep-
resentative SHELLY MOORE CAPITO. And 
Representative CAPITO is going to talk 
tonight about something that, and she 
knows the numbers, she has been here 
a little longer than I have in regard to 
how many times we have addressed 
this issue of tort reform, of trying to 
level the playing field. Not take away 
anybody’s rights to a redress of griev-
ances if somebody has injured them by 
practicing medicine below the standard 
of care. That could be the provider of 
the care, it could be the physician, or 
the hospital. 

In any regard, at this point I would 
like to turn the program over to Rep-
resentative CAPITO and have her talk 
to us about the issue of medical liabil-
ity reform. 

Mrs. CAPITO. I thank my colleague 
from the Rules Committee, not only 
for talking about issues that are im-
portant to us but his service on the 
Rules Committee as well. And also the 
fact that we are taking this time to 
talk about an issue that is probably 
the most-talked about issue in my dis-
trict and that is health care in a gen-
eral sense, but in a broader sense 
health care for our future. 

I come from the State of West Vir-
ginia, and I think this is a great topic 
for somebody from West Virginia to 
speak on. We have passed out of the 
House medical liability reform I think 
in excess of seven times and I have lost 
count. I do not know exactly. But I 
would like to talk a little bit about 
what happened in the State of West 
Virginia and how that legislature there 
and the Governor there joined together 
to answer a desperate cry from a lot of 
West Virginians. 

In the summer of, I think it was, 2002, 
the only trauma center in the largest 
metropolitan area of our State, CAMC 
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Trauma Center, closed because they 
were unable to staff the trauma center 
because people of the specialty and the 
hospital were having difficulty meeting 
the high cost of medical liability insur-
ance. They could not get it. That trau-
matized our area. We live in a rural 
State; but this area, Charleston, was 
the magnet for all of southern West 
Virginia and eastern and western sides 
to come in case of a high-level trauma. 

During this time, a young boy of 4 or 
5 years old got a penny stuck in his 
throat, and he lived about 10 minutes 
away from the trauma center, but the 
trauma center was not there. It was 
not open. So his parents, along with 
their physician, had to take him to 
Cincinnati, Ohio, to have this ex-
tracted from his windpipe. It had a 
happy ending. He was fine, but if they 
had not had to take that amount of 
time to go to Cincinnati to have the 
work performed, I do not know what 
would have happened to this young 
boy. 

Throughout 2002, I met more con-
stituents who were telling me that 
their doctors, even though they were 
not old retirement-age doctors, middle 
age, in their fifties, in the peak of their 
profession, were moving. They were 
moving to other States. They were re-
tiring out of the practice of medicine 
and into administration because they 
absolutely could not afford to continue 
practice. We were losing our specialty 
physicians. I know there is a problem 
nationwide with neurosurgeons, cer-
tainly orthopedists, OB-GYNs are one 
of the highest problem areas, and it 
was just cascading across our State. 

We are known in our State as being 
one of the best places for trial lawyers 
to set up shop. We are very, what do I 
want to say, generous and we have a 
very good litigious society. 

Mr. GINGREY. We like to use the ex-
pression in those situations: ‘‘it is easi-
er to sue your doctor than it is to see 
your doctor.’’ 

Mrs. CAPITO. Right and we were 
reaching that point in West Virginia. 
We had our doctors leaving. 

Another thing, I spent Sunday night 
with a group of physicians here in 
Washington, D.C., and one of the things 
they told me repeatedly, no matter 
what State they were practicing in, is 
that more and more they have got to 
practice defensive medicine. Are you 
going to do the MRI, Doctor? 

And even though they do not think it 
is called for, it is not medically nec-
essary, they go ahead and do it because 
if they do not do it, there is that small 
fraction of a chance that something 
might have shown up or that they 
could come back and be sued because 
they did not proceed with a procedure 
that they did not feel was medically 
necessary. 

And what happens when you practice 
defensive medicine? The cost goes up 
and up and up. And this was happening 
in West Virginia. Again, our large med-
ical centers, we could not recruit our 
doctors. We would have residencies 

throughout our State and as soon as 
the physicians were trained, educated, 
and ready to practice, they would leave 
the State. And this was really very dif-
ficult because the word was out across 
the Nation: West Virginia, if you want 
to practice medicine, do not go to West 
Virginia. 

So we had all of this coupled with 
just the out-of-control lawyer com-
pensation that this breeds, this med-
ical liability breeds. 

So we had this kind of situation in 
West Virginia and what happened? It 
was not the doctors. It was not the hos-
pitals. It was not the health profes-
sionals. It was the everyday citizen in 
West Virginia coming to policy-mak-
ers, coming to their State legislators, 
coming to their Governor, coming to 
their Congresspeople and saying, you 
have got to do something. You have 
got to pass something. And by golly, in 
the State of West Virginia they have 
passed one of the leading, cutting-edge 
medical liability bills that exists now 
in any States in the Union. 

And what has happened? Confidence 
is back in the health professions, more 
specialties are being recruited into our 
State. And just today I had a young 
man in my office who was just fin-
ishing his residency at Lexington, Ken-
tucky. He said, I am coming home to 
West Virginia because that is where I 
want to raise my family and practice 
medicine. 

So medical liability does work. It 
does go to providing higher-quality 
care, refreshing your physician and 
health profession supply. It does go to 
bringing about an era of confidence 
that good-quality health care is going 
to be there for you. And so I would say 
in terms of, I know Dr. Gingrey has in-
troduced the HEALTH Act again, and 
we are hoping that we will pass it out 
of the House of Representatives again, 
we will do that because we know it is 
important. But more and more what is 
happening in West Virginia is hap-
pening in other States across the Na-
tion. And they are hearing from their 
everyday citizens, their folks who want 
to see their doctor when they want to 
see them, the doctor they have seen 
their whole life. And this is an ex-
tremely important issue to have before 
the American public. 

The problem has been we have passed 
it here, and we have not heard any-
thing more about it. It had faded out 
there across the Hall. I think the 
stronger the voices are at the local 
level, just like they were in West Vir-
ginia where we did not think it could 
ever be done, the stronger those voices 
are, the more optimism we can have, 
we can meet the demands of a good and 
solid medical liability reform bill. 

I want to join with my colleagues 
here on the Health Affairs Team who 
think it is something we need to talk 
about quite a bit. 

If I could take just 2 more minutes 
here to talk about another health issue 
that is extremely important to me, and 
that is the prescription drug bill for 

seniors. It is something I worked on, 
and it is probably the number one issue 
as I have moved across the State over 
the last 5 years. 

I was sitting in a dinner the other 
night after reading all the political 
rhetoric about the prescription drug 
bill and how it does not serve people, 
and actually one of my colleagues from 
the other side of the aisle in my own 
State called it a national disaster. I sat 
down next to a gentleman. He said, I 
want to talk to you about the prescrip-
tion drug bill. I almost thought I had 
to put a helmet on to hear what he had 
to say. I said, What is that? He said, I 
am going to save $4,000 this year. 
Thank you, Congresswoman, for pass-
ing that. Thank you for providing that 
first-time availability of a prescription 
drug bill through Medicare. 

I want those who are watching to 
know this is an extremely revolu-
tionary bill and an availability of a 
prescription drug bill for our seniors. 

Doctor, I would like to yield back my 
time to you. I appreciate your efforts 
in this area, and I join with you in see-
ing that we get that medical liability 
reform bill passed once again. 

Mr. GINGREY. Thank you. As you 
point out, it could be seven times. We 
had passed it just last year, and I guess 
we will have to do it again this year 
maybe for the eighth time. 

I just have got a little poster here, 
Mr. Speaker, that I want to call my 
colleagues’ attention to here. The gen-
tlewoman from West Virginia talked 
about it a little bit in regard to these 
issues of the need for tort reform, the 
cost factor, Federal outlays for health 
care on the rise. Yes, indeed. Nearly 
one-third of all Federal spending goes 
towards health care. And that is what 
she is talking about. 

A lot of this spending is defensive 
medicine. It is unnecessary. She is 
talking about the trauma center in 
West Virginia that had to close because 
they could not get coverage. They 
could not get the neurosurgeon to take 
the liability or a thoracic surgeon to 
see that youngster with the penny 
lodged in his windpipe. 

These are the issues; and, yes, every-
body that comes into the emergency 
room anywhere in the country with a 
headache, doctors know physical diag-
nosis and ability to examine by looking 
in the eyes and checking the blood 
pressure. But they are not sending that 
patient home with a couple of aspirins 
and careful instructions to call the 
next day. They get a CAT scan and the 
most expensive one that is coming 
along for that particular year. 

She did such a great job. Finally, in 
her last two minutes and I am so glad 
that she did that in regard to the Medi-
care Prescription Drug Act, part D. We 
have heard all of these naysayers. I am 
sure they were out there in 1965 when 
we had the optional Medicare part B 
which 98 percent of seniors are paying 
upwards of $90 a month to be part of 
because it is a good program. This is a 
good program. 
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I thank Representative SHELLY 

MOORE CAPITO for giving us some infor-
mation, personal anecdotal statistics 
from West Virginia. It is absolutely 
true. 

At this point it is a pleasure to have 
as part of our team tonight, and actu-
ally my co-chair of the Policy Com-
mittee, the Republican Policy Com-
mittee on HealthCare Reform, another 
physician, a freshman who does not 
seem like a freshman because of his 
knowledge and skill and ability. I am 
talking about the gentleman, Dr. 
CHARLES BOUSTANY, cardio-thoracic 
surgeon from Lake Charles, Louisiana. 

Before I yield him most of the re-
maining time in this special hour, I 
want to thank him for the work that 
he did on the gulf coast during not only 
Hurricane Katrina but Rita that hit his 
area, his district, and devastated over 
125 miles of that great part of our 
country and what he has tried to do in 
regard to going forward to work on 
issues, like making sure in a catas-
trophe like that in the future that we 
would have a data bank of physicians 
by specialty so that we would be much 
more organized and could respond like 
he did, personally, in an efficient fash-
ion. 

So at this point it is indeed a pleas-
ure to call on the gentleman from Lou-
isiana, Representative BOUSTANY. He 
will talk a little bit about competition 
in health care and some of the hall-
marks for reform. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank my friend 
and colleague from Georgia for yield-
ing time to me. Also, I thank him for 
putting on this program this evening. 
It is very important that we inform the 
American public about these issues in 
health care. 

It is undeniable that the United 
States has the finest health care sys-
tem in the world, and I have seen it 
firsthand as a cardio-thoracic surgeon. 
I have had the great privilege of saving 
many lives in the practice of cardio- 
thoracic surgery. At the same time, I 
also learned firsthand about the dif-
ficulties that families go through and 
the high cost of health care incurred by 
families and small businesses. 

Particularly, when my son was in-
volved in a terrible car accident that 
required months of hospital care and 
the stress it put on my family and the 
financial pressure really awakened me 
to many of the problems that we have 
in our health care system. So I come 
here with strong determination to try 
to do something to help American fam-
ilies with the ever-rising cost and bur-
den of providing health care. 

Health care costs have doubled be-
tween 1993 and 2004, growing to nearly 
$1.9 trillion and representing 16 percent 
of the United States gross domestic 
product. When you look at health care, 
we have to make sure that it is afford-
able, it is available and accessible be-
cause I commonly say, I often say back 
at home, All health care is local. What 
good is health care if you cannot access 
it and get it where it is affordable 

where you live? That is where you need 
it. It does not do you any good if it is 
available in New York or Boston if you 
cannot get it at home in Lafayette, 
Louisiana. 

So with this unsustainable rise in 
cost, we have got to do something to 
bring the cost down and make it more 
affordable and available. Competition 
is the key. 

I think there are three words that 
really describe the principles for health 
care reform: information, choice, and 
control. 

b 2100 

First of all, with regard to informa-
tion, we need a free flow of information 
about prices, about cost to families, 
about cost of hospital care, cost when 
you go to see the doctor, the cost you 
incur when you go. 

We also need a free flow of informa-
tion about quality and outcomes, be-
cause if we have this flow of informa-
tion, and information technology was 
mentioned earlier this evening, infor-
mation technology is a critical part in 
providing this kind of information to 
the consumer and to ultimately the pa-
tient, to the family. 

I often say what good is it if you do 
not have this information. If I go to 
the store to buy soft drinks or sodas for 
my family, I can go down the aisle, and 
there is a wide range of products, dif-
ferent quality, different flavors, dif-
ferent prices, and I make an informed 
decision. But in health care, we cannot 
do that. So we need information. 

Choices, that is the other one. If we 
had a wide range of choices in health 
care, wide range of insurance products, 
then we could create this competition 
that will bring the cost down. It is one 
of the things we hope to see in the 
Medicare prescription Part D program, 
where we create competition to drive 
the cost of pharmaceuticals down for 
our seniors in these plans. 

Another way of providing choice is 
certainly the health savings accounts 
that were mentioned earlier, associated 
health plans which is something we 
passed in the House. And there is also 
a bill that I am a proud cosponsor of; 
this is a bill by Representative SHAD-
EGG, H.R. 2355, the Health Care Choice 
Act of 2005, which will allow people to 
shop for insurance products, health 
care insurance, across State lines, 
again creating more competition and 
hopefully bringing the cost down. 

The final piece of this is control. We 
do not have portability and control. I 
want to put health care destiny back in 
the control of families and individuals 
because I believe by doing so we create 
true portability in health care, and if 
we do this, then we will solve a lot of 
the problems. We will free up our busi-
nesses, let them do what they do best, 
by providing work and wages and so 
forth, but let us let families have that 
portability in health care. 

Those are the keys to health care re-
form. It is important to recognize, if 
you look at our health care system, 45 

percent of all health care spending is in 
the form of Medicare and Medicaid and 
other Federal programs. Fifty-five per-
cent of it is in the so-called private 
sector, and yet what we have is a price 
control system where everything is set 
by basically paying at the Medicare 
rates, which creates some degree of ra-
tioning in health care. Yet, on the 
other side of the coin, when you look 
at what is happening to providers, pro-
viders are having to deal with the free 
ranging, inflated cost of supplies, phar-
maceuticals, surgical equipment, and 
this has created major distortions in 
our health care system. This also needs 
to be addressed. 

So, again, if we can create competi-
tion by using those three principles I 
mentioned, then I believe we can truly 
start to bring the costs down in health 
care and make it more affordable, 
available and accessible for American 
families. 

I thank my colleague from Georgia 
for yielding to me, and I appreciate 
this opportunity to comment on health 
care. 

Mr. GINGREY. I thank Mr. BOUSTANY 
so much for being with us this evening 
and for pointing out the rising cost of 
health care and what we need to do 
about it. I particularly appreciate what 
you said about transparency. 

In the final few minutes, I am going 
to talk a little bit about the health 
savings accounts that the President 
has promoted and increased the 
amount of money that can be put 
aside, very much like an IRA, but this 
would be an IRA for health care. Be-
cause you are absolutely right; we use 
the expression, and maybe it is really 
apropos for health care, skinning the 
game. They are going to be better con-
sumers. People do a great job shopping 
for an automobile or an appliance or 
new flat-screen television set, and they 
may go to eight different stores, dis-
count big box stores, trying to save an 
extra fifty bucks on a plasma TV. And 
people do that, and I do not blame 
them. We can do that in health care, 
too. 

I think Mr. BOUSTANY is absolutely 
right. There will be a day when we do 
have electronic medical records 
throughout the system. Secretary 
Leavitt is totally committed to this, 
and Dr. Brailer, as our good friend Mr. 
MURPHY said at the outset of the hour, 
but will also need to be done as every-
body is interconnected, every medical 
office, every clinic, whether it is the 
size of Mayo or Rochester or whatever, 
or maybe just a two-doctor shop, 
everybody’s information about their 
patients is interconnected so that we 
know what their needs are and also the 
information that physicians, their pric-
ing information, what does an OB/GYN 
typically charge for a routine 
hysterectomy or delivery or cesarean 
section; what does a vascular surgeon 
charge for the procedures that they do. 
We call those endarterectomies, put in 
a graft to go around a blocked vessel. 
What does a general surgeon charge to 
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take out a gallbladder through 
laparoscopic, or appendix or thyroid? 
There are more than one good doctor in 
each community. I do not know about 
cardiothoracic surgeons. They are in 
short supply, but there are lots of us 
OB/GYNs and general surgeons that do 
a good job. 

People will one day in the near fu-
ture, because of what we are doing, the 
efforts of this Republican majority and 
this President, who is totally com-
mitted to making sure that we con-
tinue to have the best health care sys-
tem in the world, we will see the day 
that in a secure environment, people 
can look on a Web site and know ex-
actly what the differences are and shop 
economically for not the cheapest 
health care but the best-priced health 
care and good health care. 

We talked a little bit at the outset of 
the health savings account issue. I 
think that this is a wonderful oppor-
tunity. I wanted to show maybe one 
last poster in regard to that, because 
we hear a lot of criticism sometimes 
here on the floor of this Chamber, and 
sometimes out in the halls and maybe 
indeed sometimes back home in our 
districts, say, oh, you know, the health 
savings account, they are just, here 
again, something for the rich, and you 
Republicans only care about the people 
that have lots of money. Well, look, 
Mr. Speaker, at this health savings ac-
count, not just for the healthy and 
wealthy. 

Seventy-three percent of those who 
have established, and there are about 3 
million now and we predict within the 
next couple of years 10 million, and it 
is growing rapidly, 73 percent have 
families with children. Fifty-seven per-
cent of these holding health savings ac-
counts are over age 40; 35 percent are 
from households with four or more peo-
ple; 40 percent are high school grad-
uates or have technical school training 
as the highest level of education. Also, 
I might say parenthetically, some of 
these folks are the most successful be-
cause they are hardworking and work 
by the sweat of their brow; 40 percent 
did not indicate any prior coverage. 

So this is something for everything, 
and for those who do not want that, the 
President has talked about refundable 
tax credits to purchase health insur-
ance for an individual. When I say re-
fundable tax credits, I mean somebody 
that, because they are a lower eco-
nomic earner and they do not typically 
pay taxes, they do not get any advan-
tage from a deduction. So we actually 
give them money. A refundable tax 
credit means you give them money for 
the sole purpose of purchasing health 
insurance. These are some of the things 
that we wanted to talk about. 

The gentleman from Louisiana, I 
would be glad to yield to him for a 
comment. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
also point out another feature of 
health savings accounts and it is some-
thing very important to think about; 

and that is, as we get a large part of 
our generation to sign on to these 
health savings accounts, as our genera-
tion moves up into the Medicare years, 
that money will accrue and could be 
used for health care costs incurred at 
that time. It will help take some of the 
burden off the Medicare system in the 
future potentially. So it is a good, good 
feature as we look at these. Again, it 
helps the individual, it helps the fam-
ily to control their own health care 
destiny. 

So I just wanted to point that out, in 
addition to these very good facts that 
you pointed out as well. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman, and just in the closing 
minutes, I would say that also it is im-
portant for people to know that while 
people maintain these health savings 
accounts and add to them each year, 
they enjoy the miracle of compound in-
terest as these accounts grow. They 
can only be spent on health care, but 
typical insurance does not cover dental 
care or a lot of eye care. It certainly 
will not pay for a hearing aid, no cos-
metic surgery. It does not help women 
who have infertility problems who need 
assisted reproductive technology so 
they can achieve the wonderful joy of 
childbirth and raising a child or chil-
dren. All of those things can be paid for 
out of these health savings accounts. 

We talked about purchasing long- 
term health care insurance, and when a 
person turns 65, they can actually use 
some of this money for other things. 

Well, that wraps it up. I see my time 
is drawing to a conclusion. I think the 
Speaker has tapped that gavel a little 
bit, and I do not want to cut into my 
good friend’s, the gentleman from 
Georgia on the Democratic side, and 
his special hour. So at that we will 
conclude. 

f 

BLUE DOG COALITION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. ROSS) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I come to 
the floor of the United States House of 
Representatives this evening as a mem-
ber of the fiscally conservative Demo-
cratic Blue Dog Coalition, a group of 37 
fiscally conservative Democrats who 
are outraged, absolutely appalled by 
these record deficits, record debt and 
the lack of common sense and fiscal 
discipline that we are seeing in our Na-
tion’s government these days. 

I come to the floor and raise these 
issues not out of partisan politics be-
cause, Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
about you, but I am sick and tired of 
all the partisan bickering that goes on 
at our Nation’s Capitol. It does not 
matter to me if it is a Republican idea 
or Democrat idea. My people back 
home want a commonsense idea, the 
kind of ideas that make sense for them 
in their everyday lives. 

So I raise these issues, Mr. Speaker, 
quite frankly because I am concerned 
about the future of our country. 

As you walk the halls of Congress, it 
is easy to spot one of the Blue Dog Coa-
lition Members’ offices, because we all 
have this poster beside our front door. 
Today, the U.S. national debt, just as I 
got ready to come up here this evening, 
the U.S. national debt is 
$8,270,909,436,190. For every man, 
woman and child in America, including 
those being born as we speak, the 
amount of money that each person in 
America shares in the national debt is 
$27,000 and some change. 

It is hard now, Mr. Speaker, to be-
lieve that from 1998 through 2001, our 
Nation for the first time in 40 years 
had a balanced budget; and yet, this 
administration, this Republican Con-
gress, has given us the largest budget 
deficit ever in our Nation’s history for 
what amounts to 6 years in a row. 

This is the budget that the President 
of the United States has presented to 
Congress. It is always presented under 
a lot of fanfare; a lot of publicity sur-
rounds this budget. This budget for fis-
cal year 2007 totals $2.8 trillion, but 
what is alarming about it is that the 
deficit totals $423 billion. 

If that is not disturbing enough, Mr. 
Speaker, as a Nation, we spend about a 
half a billion a day simply paying in-
terest on the debt we already have, and 
on top of that, our national debt is in-
creasing to the tune of about $1 billion 
a day. Our Nation is spending about $1 
billion more a day than it is taking in; 
$260 million a day going to Iraq, $33 
million a day going to Afghanistan, 
and a whole lot more going not to fund 
programs that matter to people be-
cause there are record cuts in this 
budget. 

Just yesterday in Booneville, Arkan-
sas, I was at the Dale Bumpers Re-
search Center, one of 26 agriculture re-
search centers that are not being cut, 
but being eliminated, under the Presi-
dent’s budget for fiscal year 2007. Only 
in America can the President give us a 
budget that cuts the programs that 
matter to people, Medicaid, Medicare, 
veterans benefits, agricultural pro-
grams, and also give us the largest def-
icit ever in our Nation’s history at the 
same time. 

b 2115 

So as an American, I rise this 
evening out of concern. As a small 
business owner, I rise this evening out 
of concern about these record debts and 
these record deficits. And at the end of 
this hour, Mr. Speaker, we will change 
this number to show how much the na-
tional debt has risen just in the hour 
we have been on the floor this evening 
trying to talk about accountability 
and fiscal responsibility. 

The numbers I have presented to you 
are bad enough. Lord knows we don’t 
need to make them any worse. They 
are already the largest budget deficits 
in our Nation’s history that this Re-
publican leadership has given us, but 
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what we have recently learned is, actu-
ally, when you look at America, the 
way that America requires corpora-
tions to look at accounting, the deficit 
is even worse than what we thought. 

At this time I would call on the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER), 
the co-chair for policy in the Blue Dog 
Coalition, who has helped discover this 
little-known publication, which is 
very, very disturbing. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
grateful to my friend from Arkansas, 
and I appreciate his yielding to me. I 
am about to say something that very 
few people in America know. Hardly 
anyone in Congress knows it. This is 
not a partisan comment. I am about to 
reveal a document printed by this ad-
ministration that received less dis-
tribution than the secret NSA domes-
tic wiretapping activities of the admin-
istration. 

This is a document that coinciden-
tally was revealed sometime close to 
Christmas Eve last December. It is a 
document that was issued without a 
press release. There was no press noti-
fication about this at all. Instead of 
being like the budget that my friend 
from Arkansas showed, that was dis-
tributed to every Congressman, every 
Senator’s office, with great fanfare, 
this document was distributed to fewer 
than 20 Members of the House and Sen-
ate. It probably went to about a dozen. 
It was mailed in. It was not noticed, 
apparently, by anyone. 

And what does the document reveal? 
Well, first of all, this is it. When I 
called the Department of the Treasury, 
they laughed when I asked for multiple 
copies. This is the Financial Report of 
the United States Government 2005. 
This is the closest thing our Nation has 
to an annual report. Most Americans 
are familiar with those. All public 
companies are required to issue an an-
nual report so that the shareholders 
can find out how the company is doing. 
Well, this is the annual report for 
America, and yet it was hidden in plain 
sight. Hardly anyone knows about this 
document. 

The first page is signed by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, John Snow, and 
the first page reveals a pretty shocking 
fact. It reveals the fact that for all 
that Mike Ross was talking about, 
about our terrible debt and deficit situ-
ation, situations that are driving up in-
terest rates and putting a terrible debt 
burden on the backs of our kids and 
grandkids, according to that green doc-
ument my colleague from Arkansas 
held up, the deficit last year was $319 
billion. That is a lot of money. That is 
‘‘b’’ for billion, or ‘‘b’’ as in, boy, that 
is a lot of money. Well, guess what this 
document shows on its first page, 
signed by Secretary of the Treasury 
John Snow? The real deficit last year 
for 2005 was not $319 billion, it was, get 
this, $760 billion. 

So there are two big questions here. 
Why did the administration try to hide 
this from Congress and the American 
people? Why was there no press re-

lease? Why did it receive minimal dis-
tribution? And, second, why is the Sec-
retary of the Treasury so heavily at 
odds with another part of the adminis-
tration, the Office of Management and 
Budget and the director there, John 
Bolton? How could one gentleman say 
that the deficit was $319 billion last 
year and another gentleman say it was 
$760 billion? 

Well, the difference is this: the budg-
et of the United States uses what is 
called cash accounting, and only the 
tiniest businesses in America are even 
allowed to use cash accounting. Why? 
Because it gives you a very distorted 
picture of a business or of a govern-
ment. This annual report for America, 
the financial report signed by Sec-
retary of the Treasury Snow, uses real 
accounting. It is called accrual ac-
counting, and it keeps the books in a 
much more accurate way. 

So I think most Americans would be 
shocked, as my colleague from Arkan-
sas knows, that the U.S. Government, 
Uncle Sam, is keeping two sets of 
books. One has relatively good news, 
the other has terrible news in it. And 
guess what, they are trying to hide the 
second set of books from the American 
people. 

I would encourage people to go to the 
Blue Dog Web site. We can allow you to 
download this document, or you can go 
to the U.S. Treasury Web site and 
download the document. It will not be 
obvious, though, on the Treasury Web 
site. It is pretty well hidden on that 
Web site. It is pretty clear on the Blue 
Dog.com Web site. So I would encour-
age people to check this out and see 
what it says in cold hard print and ask 
the logical question of why the Presi-
dent’s budget is so radically and to-
tally different from the document 
issued by his own Treasury Depart-
ment. 

I thank the gentleman from Arkan-
sas for yielding to me. 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 
from Tennessee for bringing this to the 
attention of America, the ‘‘Financial 
Report of the United States Govern-
ment for 2005,’’ printed by our govern-
ment, signed by our President’s ap-
pointed Secretary of the Treasury, 
John Snow. 

And as the gentleman from Ten-
nessee has explained quite well, when 
our government says we have a $319 bil-
lion deficit for 2005, that is based on a 
form of accounting known as a cash- 
basis form of accounting. Now, I am a 
small business owner; and as a small 
business owner, our government does 
not allow me to base my business on a 
cash-basis form of accounting. I am re-
quired by our government to use an ac-
crual-based form of accounting. And if 
I do not, I am in a lot of trouble with 
the IRS and will probably end up in 
jail. 

However, our government, when we 
talk about the budget and the debt and 
the deficit and we talk about it in 
terms of this $319 billion, we find in 
this publication, the ‘‘Financial Report 

of the United States of America for 
2005,’’ that it does not use a cash-basis 
form of accounting. It uses an accrual- 
basis form of accounting, and we know 
this only because the government, by 
law, requires the Secretary of the 
Treasury to print this document. He 
does not print tens of thousands of cop-
ies the way he does the budget. Only a 
handful are printed because they do 
not want the taxpayers of this country 
to know what is really going on here. 

The truth is this: when we look at 
our government, the way our govern-
ment requires businesses to report 
their dealings with the IRS, our deficit 
was not $319 billion in 2005. Again, 
there is no reason for us to try to make 
these numbers any worse than they al-
ready are. They are already as bad as 
they have ever been in the history of 
our country. And these are not our 
numbers. These are numbers from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, John Snow. 
The deficit for 2005 was not $319 billion 
when using the accrual-basis form of 
accounting; it was $760 billion. That is 
a difference of $441 billion. 

Now, John Snow, Secretary of the 
Treasury, in this report said: ‘‘Includ-
ing these future financial responsibil-
ities in this report gives a more com-
plete and long-range look at the gov-
ernment’s finances.’’ That is the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, appointed by 
President Bush. That is John Snow, in 
his words, which can be found on page 
1 of this report. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield once again to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COOPER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding, because there are probably 
some listeners who are confused about 
cash-basis accounting versus accrual 
accounting. The simplest way to ex-
plain it is this way. If you were to look 
at giant U.S. companies like General 
Motors or Ford, they would be just fine 
today if you look at them on a cash 
basis because they are generating cash. 
But if you look at them on a more ac-
curate basis, the way the stock market 
does and the way investors do, you will 
see that a cash basis ignores future ob-
ligations. For example, for retirees, for 
health care, for other benefits and obli-
gations that should be kept and that 
have to be acknowledged. 

That is what accrual accounting 
does. And lest people be confused, ac-
crual accounting is not cruel, the way 
it may sound. Accrual accounting is 
actually the most compassionate form 
of accounting, because cash-basis ac-
counting forgets the retirees and the 
sick. Accrual accounting remembers 
them. And it is vital we remember all 
of our retirees and our sick because 
their health benefits matter, and we 
have to take them into account in this 
country. 

I know the gentleman is about to 
show the rule for business. This is a 
tough rule, and I look forward to the 
gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. ROSS. Well, every business in 
this country is required to use the ac-
crual method if the business has inven-
tory, if the business is a C corporation, 
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or if gross annual sales exceed $5 mil-
lion. So for any corporation, any busi-
ness that meets one of these criteria, 
our government says you must use the 
accrual method of accounting. 

Our own government, however, 
though requiring businesses to use the 
accrual method of accounting or you 
go to jail and get in a lot of trouble 
with the IRS, that is what the govern-
ment says to businesses, but the gov-
ernment says, well, that makes us look 
like we are being even more fiscally ir-
responsible than we want, so we will 
not use this accrual business. We will 
go back and trick the taxpayers by 
using the cash basis of accounting. 

At this time, I want to recognize a 
real leader within the Blue Dog Coali-
tion, my friend and colleague from 
Georgia (Mr. DAVID SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. It is great to 
be with you, Mr. ROSS, and with my 
colleagues from the Blue Dogs and our 
distinguished cochairman. 

I think this startling information 
that you have just made known to the 
American people speaks to the funda-
mental issue at hand, and it is, in one 
word, security. Financial security. We 
cannot have national security if we do 
not have financial security. We cannot 
even have homeland security if we do 
not have financial security or health 
care security. Whatever our security is, 
it is anchored in financial security. 

With security comes the word ‘‘con-
fidence,’’ and you have just shattered 
that realization by bringing this infor-
mation to the forefront and revealing 
how badly we need to restore the con-
fidence of the American people for this 
government’s ability to handle their fi-
nancial security. 

But I will tell you something that 
really adds and complements what you 
have brought to the American people 
tonight, because I have a bit of infor-
mation that ought to be startling as 
well. As we look at this report, as we 
basically see firsthand that the books 
have been cooked, so to speak, by this 
revealing document, which almost dou-
bles the $319 billion deficit, because 
now we know it is $760 billion deficit by 
the words of the Treasury Secretary, 
but let me add this to this important 
discussion we are having this evening. 

I do not believe the American people 
know that this President, President 
Bush, has borrowed more money from 
foreign governments in his 5 years than 
all of the preceding 42 Presidents in the 
history of this country. 

b 2130 

I know the American people are 
shaking their heads and asking, is he 
saying what I think he is saying? Let 
me repeat it. 

President Bush has borrowed more 
money from foreign governments in his 
5 years, since 2000, since he first took 
office, than all of the preceding 42 
Presidents from 1789 to 2000, 211 years. 
Here are the figures. From 1789 to the 
year 2000 of our Nation’s history, 42 
U.S. Presidents borrowed a combined 

$1.01 trillion from foreign governments 
and foreign financial institutions, ac-
cording to the Treasury Department. 

And now, just in the last 5 years, 
President Bush has borrowed a stag-
gering $1.05 trillion, larger than the 
total from all the previous 42 Presi-
dents. If that does not tell you we have 
a crisis here, I do not know what does. 
And you combine that with this infor-
mation that our co-chairman has 
brought to us about how the books 
were cooked; and, in fact, according to 
the more accurate accounting proce-
dure, it is more than $760 billion. 

It is remarkable. It is phenomenal. 
The American people deserve the truth. 
We have got to give it to them because, 
as the Bible says, you should know the 
truth. It is the truth that will set you 
free. We are going to set America free 
tonight. 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. SCOTT) for his 
knowledgeable input about this debt 
and deficit and budget process. I might 
add, in defense of the President, the 
President, during his tenure in office, 
it is true that he has borrowed more 
money from foreign central banks and 
foreign investors than the previous 42 
Presidents combined. But in fairness to 
the President, he could not do that 
alone. It took this Republican majority 
in this Congress to give him a budget 
to allow him to continue to raise the 
debt limit to allow him to borrow more 
money in the last 5 years than the pre-
vious 42 Presidents combined. 

I think the American people are 
starting to get it at the youngest of 
ages. My teenage daughter was reading 
the paper today and she sent me an e- 
mail, and I will just read to you what 
my teenage daughter said after reading 
the paper this morning. She wrote, ‘‘I 
read that they are wanting to increase 
the limit of the debt. Please do not let 
them do this. Make them start paying 
it back.’’ That is a message from a 17- 
year-old junior in high school who is 
concerned about the reckless spending, 
the fiscal irresponsibility going on in 
our government because it is her gen-
eration, it is our children and grand-
children’s generation that gets saddled 
with these bills. 

I encourage folks every Tuesday 
night, as members of the Blue Dog Coa-
lition, we are here on the floor talking 
about fiscal responsibility and about 
our ideas to balance the budget. We 
have a 12-point plan for meaningful 
budget reform that will allow us to 
have a balanced budget and allow us to 
get our fiscal house in order. 

For folks that are interested in e- 
mailing us their thoughts, opinions or 
questions, I encourage them to do so at 
BlueDog@mail.house.gov. We are the 
Blue Dog Coalition, 37 members strong, 
fiscally conservative Democrats that 
are here to hold this Republican Con-
gress responsible for a record deficit 
and a record debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER). 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, let me 
say amen to my friend’s comments 
from Georgia. That was outstanding. 

I have the pleasure of serving on the 
Budget Committee and this week, prob-
ably on Thursday, we will start mark-
ing up the budget for the United States 
of America. That is one of the most se-
rious responsibilities that we could 
ever undertake. It is an incredibly 
complex document and process. You 
are talking about $2.7 trillion. You are 
talking about not only all the defense 
programs, you are talking about Social 
Security and Medicare and a world of 
other programs, parks, agriculture, 
you name it; everything that the Fed-
eral Government is involved in. 

In the span of a few short hours, we 
will be able to offer a few amendments, 
and we try to do this on a bipartisan 
basis. It is hard, but let me report on 
what happened last year in last year’s 
markup. 

I offered a number of the Blue Dog 
amendments as part of our 12-point 
plan for reform. They were individual, 
commonsense measures such as, for ex-
ample, getting a cost estimate on every 
bill here so we know the cost of what 
we are voting on; having a recorded 
vote so that the members of this body 
go on record when large amounts of 
money are spent. We were one of the 
first groups in the country to go ahead 
and require transparency for earmarks 
so the public, everyone, would know 
what individual spending items were 
being requested. But probably, most 
importantly, we favored domestic 
spending caps so budget spending could 
not keep going up and up, and a pay-as- 
you-go approach so expansion of gov-
ernment was paid for, so that this gen-
eration paid our obligations, so we did 
not saddle future generations, includ-
ing our men and women in uniform, 
with these terribly burdensome debts. 

I offered that last year in the Budget 
Committee markup. My amendment 
passed on a 19–17 vote because four 
brave Republicans were willing to cross 
over and endorse a commonsense meas-
ure like that. But then the chairman of 
the committee realized that common 
sense had prevailed, and he leaned over 
and twisted the arm of a freshman 
Member of Congress and forced that 
gentleman to change his vote right in 
front of everybody. So then it was not 
a 19–17 victory for our side and com-
mon sense, suddenly it turned into an 
18–18 tie, and, under the rules of the 
committee, you lose on a tie vote. 

That was as close as we came last 
year to getting some of these common-
sense principles involved. Even most 
State legislatures have rules like the 
ones I am describing. Most Americans 
would be outraged to learn we do not 
have these rules here. 

We are going to try a similar ap-
proach on Thursday. I hope we prevail, 
and I hope Americans will tune in to 
see what happens, because we do try to 
work on a bipartisan basis. The Blue 
Dogs are Democrats and we are proud 
of that, but we reach across the aisle. 
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In fact, tonight, most of the Special 

Order is devoted to revealing the Re-
publicans’ Treasury report, because 
they did not want it to get the pub-
licity that it deserves. This is one of 
the most important documents of gov-
ernment, and I have yet to meet an-
other Member of Congress who knew 
about the existence of this document. 
It has been required by law to be pub-
lished for over a decade now. Senator 
John Glenn of Ohio was the first person 
to author a bill to get this done. The 
former Secretary of Treasury, Bob 
Rubin, and the Clinton administration, 
championed this document. Back then 
the news was good. We were headed to-
ward surpluses, and we achieved sur-
pluses. But in the last 5 years, this doc-
ument has been buried deep under-
ground. I think it is high time we 
brought it above surface. 

Mr. ROSS. I appreciate the co-chair 
for policy of the Blue Dog Coalition 
and a very important member of the 
Budget Committee bringing to the tax-
payers’ attention this little-known 
document, the financial report of the 
United States Government. Again, our 
debt is $8,270,909,436,190. 

Now, as members of the fiscally con-
servative Blue Dog Coalition, we do not 
come here on Tuesday nights to simply 
complain about how this Congress is 
out of control with its spending with-
out also offering a solution. As the gen-
tlemen from Tennessee and Georgia 
mentioned, we have a 12-point reform 
plan to cure our Nation’s addiction to 
deficit spending. And I can tell you, 
one of the problems that taxpayers in 
this country have with this debt and 
with these deficits is the lack of ac-
countability. I want to talk about that 
for a moment. 

Some of you have heard this before 
and I am going to continue to talk 
about it until every one of these 11,000 
fully furnished, brand new manufac-
tured homes sitting in a pasture in 
Hope, Arkansas, get to the victims of 
Hurricane Katrina and Hurricane Rita. 

Mr. COOPER. Are those the famous 
FEMA trailers? 

Mr. ROSS. Those are the FEMA trail-
ers. FEMA has spent an estimated $431 
million of our tax money purchasing 
some 11,000 brand new, fully furnished, 
manufactured homes. 

Mr. COOPER. Who is living in those 
homes? 

Mr. ROSS. Nobody. Here is the story. 
FEMA shows up in Hope, Arkansas, my 
hometown. I now live 16 miles down the 
road in Prescott, Arkansas. They show 
up at city hall and say, we understand 
you have these inactive runways as a 
result of World War II. We want to use 
them as a so-called FEMA staging 
area. 

The idea was these manufactured 
homes were going to come into Hope 
and then go to the people who lost 
their homes and everything they owned 
as a result of Hurricane Katrina and 
Hurricane Rita. They started coming. 
They started coming in October, and 
they came and they came, but they 
never went. 

So as a result of that, 25 percent of 
them now sit on these inactive, closed 
military runways, and 75 percent of 
them are sitting in a cow pasture. That 
is 11,000 brand new, fully furnished, 
manufactured homes sitting in a pas-
ture in Hope, Arkansas, and FEMA 
owns them, they have already bought 
them. And FEMA at the same time is 
spending our tax money to provide 
housing in hotels and motels for some 
12,000 storm victims. 

If that is not enough, we all know 
about the tent city that is set up near 
Pass Christian, Mississippi, where fam-
ilies in the winter are living in a tent 
while FEMA has 11,000 brand new, fully 
furnished manufactured homes sitting 
in a cow pasture in Hope, Arkansas. 
That is an aerial photo of some of the 
11,000. There is the barbed-wire fence, 
and there are the manufactured homes. 
Most of them are 14 feet wide, 60 feet 
long. Some are 80 feet wide. And now 
that the drought is about to end and 
the rains are starting to set in, I do not 
have to tell you that they are going to 
be sinking. They are going to be sink-
ing. They are going to be damaged. 

What is FEMA’s response? Oh, no, 
not to get them to the people that need 
them, the people living in hotels and 
motels and tents 6 months after the 
storm. Their response is we are going 
to spend $6–8 million graveling this 290- 
acre cow pasture so we can store these 
manufactured homes for a future dis-
aster. FEMA refuses to move these 
manufactured homes into a flood zone. 

Normally I would say that makes 
sense, but the reality is in this in-
stance, everybody that lost their home 
as a result of Hurricane Katrina lost 
their home because they lived in a 
flood zone. FEMA says if you have 
land, we will give you a manufactured 
home. Everybody that lost their home 
as a result of Hurricane Katrina, they 
had land but it is in a flood zone. That 
is why they lost their home. 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the Presi-
dent and to the director of FEMA, 
what is worse, to have 11,000 brand new, 
fully furnished manufactured homes 
spread out over Mississippi and Lou-
isiana and Alabama with the storm vic-
tims who lost their homes and every-
thing they owned in a bunch of dif-
ferent flood zones, or have them all 
grouped together in a cow pasture at 
the Hope airport, an area prone to tor-
nadoes, an area that is going to have a 
tornado warning probably about every 
10 days for the next 3 months? 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to come to 
the floor of this Chamber and talk 
about this until FEMA gets moving, 
until FEMA comes to Hope, Arkansas, 
picks up these 11,000 manufactured 
homes they have purchased, and gets 
them to the people who desperately 
need them, people who for the sixth 
and seventh month in a row are living 
in hotel and motel rooms, people who 
are living literally in tents in Pass 
Christian, Mississippi. 

This ran on the front page of the Ar-
kansas Democratic Gazette back in De-

cember. I do not know if this gen-
tleman is still living in this tent or 
not. He was in December. I can tell you 
about 100 families are living in tents in 
Pass Christian right now. It is appall-
ing to know as a country we are allow-
ing people to live in tents. He has 
found a job. He is back at work, doing 
the best he can for himself and his fam-
ily. He is waiting on housing, and yet 
we have 11,000 brand new, fully fur-
nished, manufactured homes purchased 
by FEMA, sitting in a cow pasture in 
Hope. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that as a mem-
ber of the fiscally conservative Blue 
Dog Coalition, this is the kind of gov-
ernment waste that turns people off. I 
grew up in a little country church out-
side of Prescott, Midway United Meth-
odist Church, and I heard a lot of ser-
mons about being a good steward, and 
I can tell you FEMA is not being a 
good steward of our tax money with 
what they are doing. It is a total dis-
grace. It is an outrage. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to Mr. SCOTT. 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. ROSS has so eloquently stated the 
great failure in our American govern-
ment today. The whole situation of 
Hurricane Katrina marks one of the 
darkest spots in American history. But 
there is a pattern here of a lack of re-
sponse. There is a pattern of whatever 
it goes through, security, homeland se-
curity, national security. Hurricane 
Katrina is just one example. We need 
look no closer than our port security. 
What a debacle. 

That same kind of lack of proper re-
search, proper debate, and you are ab-
solutely right, a lackadaisical congres-
sional leadership, a Republican leader-
ship that simply has just bent over for 
this administration. We have made a 
mockery of what our Founding Fathers 
said we should be doing as checks and 
balances. That is why they set three 
branches of government: the judicial, 
executive and legislative branches. 
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It is our job to provide the oversight, 
the investigation, the enforcement 
arm, to be able to make sure that there 
is a proper check and balance. But this 
House of Representatives under this 
Republican leadership has all too often 
just caved in and caved down, and that 
is why we are in the shape that we are 
in today. 

Now, if we can talk just for a mo-
ment, which I want to do, about this 
port security situation that again 
points up the same fallacies. 

Mr. ROSS. It is about accountability. 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. It is about ac-

countability, and it is also about our 
budget. For example, if you remember, 
after 2001 Congress appropriated a total 
of $765 million for port security pro-
grams, including $173 million for FY 
2006, to help our seaports adopt impor-
tant security enhancements. 

The Coast Guard came and told us 
they needed more like $6 billion. Yet, 
like last year, the President’s budget 
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once again proposed terminating fund-
ing dedicated to port security, and 
then turned right around and takes 
that $6 billion and says let’s give it 
over here to a company that is owned 
by a country that has direct financial 
ties to terrorist organizations. 

How do you figure this, that the 
President’s budget would propose ter-
minating that funding that our Coast 
Guard, the one main element we have 
checking our ports, asked for, advocate 
terminating it, and then turn right 
around and okay a deal that he says he 
did not even know about? 

Now, the truth is plain here, and we 
owe it to the American people. There 
are some of us in Congress who are 
willing to stand up and tell the truth 
and deal with this, because our finan-
cial security is vital, is extraordinarily 
important. 

I want to just touch upon one addi-
tional thing. I want to talk about just 
for a moment, as my good friend from 
Tennessee pointed to, this budget and 
the meanness of these cuts, but where 
they hurt the most are with our mili-
tary families, are with our veterans. 

I do not believe that the American 
people quite understand this or quite 
are aware that this budget would in-
crease the health care costs for 1 mil-
lion veterans. For the fourth year in a 
row, the budget raises health care costs 
for 1 million veterans by imposing new 
fees for veterans, costing them more 
than $2.6 billion over 5 years, and driv-
ing at least 200,000 veterans out of the 
system. That is what this budget does 
to our veterans. 

It would double the copayment for 
prescription drugs from $8 to $15. That 
is what this budget does to veterans. It 
imposes an enrollment fee of $250 a 
year for category 7 and category 8 vet-
erans, those who make as little as 
$26,000 a year. If increases health care 
costs for military retirees. The budget 
increases TRICARE health premiums 
for 3.1 million of the Nation’s military 
retirees under 65. The premiums will 
double. 

It fails to address the strain on our 
troops. I just returned from Iraq and 
Afghanistan. I was there talking with 
the troops. Despite recent reports of 
the tremendous strain that the Iraq 
and Afghanistan wars have placed on 
our troops, the President’s budget fails 
to fund and plan adequately to recruit 
the number of forces that are author-
ized under the law to help with that 
strain. The budget would fund 17,000 
fewer Army National Guard and 5,000 
fewer Army Reserve than are author-
ized by law. But it does not just stop 
there. It goes on and on. 

You talk about your folks in Hope, 
Arkansas, and what they are faced 
with. Let me tell you what my people 
are faced with so much in Georgia, in 
one county, Cobb County alone, just 
from the cuts in the Community Devel-
opment Block Grant program. 

This is what the President has pro-
posed cutting: one center that is in 
great need of help in terms of being 

built and being sustained through the 
Community Block Grant program of 
$3.1 million, the Ron Anderson Center 
over in Powder Springs in Cobb Coun-
ty. Another center for senior citizens 
where they need it the most, cut out of 
this budget, another $2.5 million. Those 
community block grants are the life-
blood of many communities in Hope, 
Arkansas; in Tennessee; and all over. 

Now, I mention this, as we will men-
tion a few other things. There is so 
much in this budget that goes at the 
heart of cutting out almost the heart 
and the hope of our people. 

You showed an extraordinary picture 
there a moment ago, Mr. ROSS. You 
showed a victim down there under just 
a cover, all he had, just sitting there. 
It showed great hurt, great need. There 
is a great hurting and a great need of 
the American people, and we do not 
need to pass this budget that cuts the 
very programs that will help our people 
in need. 

Mr. ROSS. Again, it takes a lot of 
skill for this administration, this Re-
publican-led Congress, to give us the 
largest budget deficit ever in our Na-
tion’s history while also managing to 
cut all the programs that matter to 
people at the same time. How do they 
do that? By tacking on tax cut after 
tax cut. 

Following us this evening, I am pret-
ty confident that the other side will 
show up, which I think probably is an 
indication that we are making progress 
here in getting our message out about 
trying to restore some fiscal discipline 
and common sense to our Nation’s gov-
ernment, and they will probably talk 
about how we had an opportunity to 
cut, to cut, $40 billion in spending and 
how we voted against it. 

But what they will not tell you is 
that it was $40 billion in cuts to the 
most vulnerable people in our society. 
Medicaid, eight out of 10 seniors in Ar-
kansas are on Medicaid. One out of five 
people in Arkansas are on Medicaid. 
Cuts to Medicaid, cuts to student loans 
to the tune of $40 billion, followed by 
what are we doing this week and next 
week? About $90 billion in additional 
tax cuts for those earning over $400,000 
a year. 

I wasn’t real good at math back in 
high school or college, Mr. Speaker, 
but the last time I checked, $90 billion 
in tax cuts from borrowed money be-
cause we don’t have a surplus and $40 
billion in cuts from the poor, the dis-
abled, elderly and college students 
equals $50 billion in new spending. Only 
in Washington would you entitle a bill 
that increases the national debt by $50 
billion the Deficit Reduction Act. Yet 
that is exactly what we will probably 
hear more about tonight, just as we did 
last week. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COOPER). 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman makes 
an excellent point. I would like to chal-
lenge those who speak after us, if they 
even know about the existence of this 
‘‘Financial Report for the United 

States in 2005.’’ I bet that no Repub-
lican in the House even knows this re-
port exists, even though it is signed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it is an 
official U.S. Government document, 
and it reveals the true deficit for 
America last year as being $760 billion. 

If my friend would put back up the 
Blue Dog debt and deficit sign, please, 
I think it is very important that people 
compare that. Those numbers are truly 
staggering, $8.2 trillion debt; and your 
individual share back home is $27,000 
for every man, woman, and child. 

But, guess what? That is the good 
news. If you look at this document 
from the Department of Treasury, 
guess what our real debt is? It is not 
$8.2 trillion. I wish it were. It is a stag-
gering $46 trillion. That is an unimagi-
nable figure, $46 trillion. That is an un-
imaginable sum of money. 

But get this: every American’s share, 
every man woman and child in this 
country, the share isn’t $27,000 like you 
have on your sign; the share is $156,000 
apiece. For every full-time worker’s 
family, the share is $375,000 apiece. 

Mr. ROSS. If the gentleman would 
yield, the point is we are not trying to 
make this any worse than it is. We 
wish it wasn’t bad. We wish we had a 
balanced budget. We wish the debt was 
being paid down. We wish we were not 
deficit spending. We don’t have to try 
to make the numbers any worse than 
they already are. They already are set-
ting records. 

Just to clarify, the difference be-
tween these numbers and your num-
bers, the difference between the num-
bers in the budget and the numbers in 
the financial report of the United 
States Government is basically this 
simple: our government, our budget 
uses a cash-basis form of accounting, 
which gets you to these numbers. 

Mr. COOPER. Which is illegal for 
most every business in America. 

Mr. ROSS. Yet our very government, 
which uses a cash-base form of ac-
counting, requires every business in 
America for the most part to use an ac-
crual base of accounting. 

Mr. COOPER. This is real account-
ing, and people back home need to 
know that for every working family, it 
is a $375,000 obligation already. So 
what the gentleman is talking about, 
this $27,000, that is the price of a pretty 
nice car. This is the price of a luxury 
home. This is what every working fam-
ily already owes to pay for the prom-
ises this Congress and this administra-
tion have already made for our Social 
Security beneficiaries, our Medicare 
beneficiaries, so many other good and 
worthy programs. 

As my friend, the gentleman from 
Georgia, pointed out, today we are hav-
ing to borrow most of this money from 
foreign countries. President Bush has 
borrowed more money himself from 
foreign nations than all previous Presi-
dents in American history combined. 
That is a staggering thing to com-
prehend. 

I appreciate the gentleman yielding. 
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Mr. ROSS. Based on the accrual-basis 

form of accounting, the real United 
States deficit in 2005 was $760 billion. 

Mr. COOPER. Over twice as large as 
the administration will admit. 

If the gentleman will yield for one 
more moment, the Director of Office of 
Management and Budget, Josh Bolton, 
says the deficit is only $319 billion; it is 
actually getting smaller, it is turning 
up. He says the President in just a few 
years will cut the deficit in half. 

That is according to the cash basis. 
According to accrual, according to real 
accounting, guess what? The deficit is 
$760 billion, and getting bigger all the 
time. So it is going in the opposite di-
rection from what Director Bolton 
says. So who do you believe, Director 
Bolton of the OMB, or the Secretary of 
the Treasury, John Snow? 

I think the American people need to 
know that both of these documents 
exist, both of them are official U.S. 
Government documents, put out by the 
Republican administration; but this is 
the one they have tried to keep hidden 
from the American people. 

Mr. ROSS. A highlight from the fi-
nancial report of the United States 
Government, this official government 
publication, you can find this on page 
23, of the 26 agencies scored under the 
President’s management agenda, 17 of 
them were deemed to have ‘‘any of a 
number of serious flaws when it comes 
to financial performance.’’ 

Then you go on to page 28, and this is 
a quote from David Walker, the Comp-
troller General of the United States of 
America: ‘‘The current financial re-
porting model cash-basis accounting 
provides a potentially unrealistic and 
misleading picture of the Federal Gov-
ernment’s overall performance, finan-
cial condition and future fiscal out-
look,’’ which is exactly why our gov-
ernment requires businesses to not use 
the cash-based form of accounting, 
rather accrual-based form of account-
ing. 

Yet when you hear from our govern-
ment, they never want to quote this re-
port. They want to report the budget 
which uses what the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States refers to as an 
unrealistic and misleading picture, 
through the cash-based form of ac-
counting. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia, Mr. SCOTT. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. When you 
combine this with the startling revela-
tion that half of this debt is being held 
by foreign countries, I go back to that 
word ‘‘security.’’ Is it in our best secu-
rity interest to have our financial well- 
being held in the hands of foreign coun-
tries? That is about as ridiculous as 
holding our port security in the hands 
of a foreign company owned by a coun-
try that had terrorist dealings, that 
provided nuclear materials to Iran, a 
country where two of the hijackers 
came from. This word ‘‘security’’ needs 
to reverberate throughout the Amer-
ican psyche. 

b 2200 
We are depending too much on our fi-

nancial security and our national secu-
rity and port security from foreign in-
terests. We Americans need to control 
our ports, and we need to have Ameri-
cans at ports where they are origi-
nating shipments coming in. 

And we need to check 100 percent of 
our cargo. Mr. ROSS, if Hong Kong can 
check 100 percent of its cargo coming 
into its ports, and it checks 22 million 
cargo pieces a year, we check only 11, 
Hong Kong is not even a terrorist tar-
get and we are. Hong Kong checks 100 
percent. 

They are not a terrorist target; we 
are a terrorist target, do not check but 
5 percent. As Ethan Hunt said in Mis-
sion Impossible, the NOC list is out. It 
is out in the open. They know that we 
do not check but 5 percent of our 
cargo. 

But the point I wanted to make in 
terms of the foreign lenders is, because 
I think it is important, Mr. ROSS, that 
the American people know who is hold-
ing our debt. Let me just tell them for 
a minute. Japan holds $682.8 billion of 
our debt. 

Communist China, Communist China 
holds $250 billion of our debt. Great 
Britain, $223 billion. The Caribbean 
banking centers, $115 billion; Taiwan, 
$71 billion; OPEC countries, $67 billion; 
Korea, $66 billion; Germany, $65 billion; 
Canada, $53 billion; Hong Kong $46 bil-
lion. 

This is not in the best interests of 
the security of this country and it has 
to change, 

Mr. ROSS. The gentleman is so right 
in his assessments. We do need to be 
borrowing money from foreign central 
banks and foreign investors. And, in 
fact, I believe it should be an American 
company that manages our ports. And 
with the cuts, we know what has hap-
pened in terms of our country becom-
ing way too dependent on foreign oil. 

And yet, if we are not careful with 
the proposed cuts to agriculture, we 
are going to become dependent on for-
eign countries like Brazil for our food 
and fiber. Let me tell you, Mr. Speak-
er, I submit to you that having a safe 
and reliable source for food and fiber 
here at home from America’s farm 
families is every bit as much critical to 
our national security as oil is. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia 
made some good points. And, you 
know, this is not partisan debate. This 
is not a Democrat or Republican issue. 
It may be the first time in 50 years the 
Republicans have controlled the White 
House, House and Senate. It may be 
the Republican leadership that has 
given us the largest budget deficit ever 
in our Nation’s history for the sixth 
year in a row. 

But it is not a Democrat or Repub-
lican issue, it is an American issue, be-
cause this debt, this reckless spending, 
affects all of us as citizens of this coun-
try and as taxpayers. And, Mr. Speak-
er, we are all citizens of this country, 
first and foremost. 

But to validate what the gentleman 
from Georgia is saying, again I quote 
from David Walker, the Comptroller 
General of the United States of Amer-
ica, found on page 28 of the Financial 
Report of the United States Govern-
ment for 2005, ‘‘Continuing on this 
unsustainable path will gradually 
erode, if not suddenly damage our 
economy, our standard of living, and 
ultimately our national security.’’ 

He goes on to say, ‘‘More troubling 
still, the Federal Government’s finan-
cial condition and long-term fiscal out-
look is continuing to deteriorate.’’ 

And I cannot thank the gentleman 
from Tennessee enough for making the 
people of this country aware of this lit-
tle-known document. I yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, you know 
the 9/11 Commission did a great job in 
their report. It became a best seller. It 
was in bookstores all over America, be-
cause everybody in America wanted to 
find out what really happened on that 
terrible day. 

You know, this is a lot like the 9/11 
Commission report, because it is very 
readable, and it needs to be in every 
bookstore in America. And yet hardly 
anyone in Congress has seen it, hardly 
anyone in the Senate has seen it. Ev-
erybody needs to read this document, 
because it is the annual report for 
America. 

It reveals the terrible truth that the 
real 2005 fiscal deficit for America was 
not $319 billion, it was $760 billion. And 
every living American worker already 
today owes $375,000 apiece. That is 
what this document says. It is not 
thick. If you do not find it in the book-
store yet, and it will be months prob-
ably before that happens, take it off 
the Web site. 

Look at the 
BlueDogDemocrats.dot.com. If you do 
not trust our Web site, go to 
www.gao.gov, that is the Government 
Accountability Office, or download it 
from the U.S. Treasury Web site. But 
this is a truly startling and amazing 
document, and hardly anybody even 
knows it exists. 

So I encourage folks not to take our 
word for it, go look at it yourself and 
see what you think about the fiscal fi-
nances of our country after you read 
this book. 

Mr. ROSS. Now we have about 6 or 7 
minutes left this evening to talk about 
being good stewards of our tax money, 
about being good stewards of the public 
trust. 

But as I promised at the beginning of 
this hour, our national debt, about an 
hour ago, was $8,270,909,436,190. In the 
last 60 minutes, our national debt has 
gone up approximately $41,666.000. 

Mr. COOPER. Forty-one million dol-
lars in an hour? 

Mr. ROSS. In 60 minutes, in 1 hour, 
our national debt has increased to the 
tune of approximately $41,666,000 and 
some change. And so you can see an 
hour ago what the debt was: 
$8,270,909,436,190. That is no longer true. 
It is now $8,270,951,102,190. 
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Mr. COOPER. That much damage was 

done to our Nation’s future just in 1 
hour. 

Mr. ROSS. In the last hour. 
Mr. COOPER. And that will continue 

every hour, every night. 
Mr. ROSS. Again, we have got to be 

good stewards of our tax money. We 
have got to be good stewards of this 
country. We have got to get our Na-
tion’s fiscal house back in order. We 
must restore fiscal responsibility to 
our government. It affects every one of 
us in a lot of different ways. 

For example, our Nation is spending 
a half a billion dollars a day with a 
‘‘B,’’ 500 million, a half a billion every 
day, simply paying interest on the na-
tional debt. 

We could finish I–69 in Arkansas, cre-
ating all kinds of jobs and economic 
opportunities, just with 3 days’ inter-
est on the national debt, or I–49, again 
with 3 days’ interest on the national 
debt. 

Many of America’s priorities are 
going to continue to go unmet. Many 
of America’s needs are going to go 
unmet, from health care to education 
to veterans to infrastructure, until we 
get our Nation’s fiscal house back in 
order. 

The Blue Dog Coalition has a way to 
do that. It is a 12-point plan, and the 
first and foremost of all of those 12 
points is require a balanced budget. 
Forty-nine States do. My wife requires 
one in our household in Prescott, Ar-
kansas. 

The family business my wife and I 
own, our banker requires us to have a 
balanced budget. And it is time for this 
Nation, it is time for the politicians in 
Washington to have a balanced budget 
for our Nation. 

I yield to the gentlemen from Geor-
gia. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
it is very important to point out, and 
you touched upon it, that just the in-
terest, just the interest alone, is nearly 
$200 billion. 

Now just think about that. This 
money that we are borrowing, we have 
to pay for. You got to add in the $200 
billion in interest on top of that, which 
is more than five times the amount 
that we spend on education, the envi-
ronment, and veterans care put to-
gether. 

I submit to you, my friends in the 
Blue Dog Coalition, I just hope that 
the American people have been listen-
ing to us tonight, and I believe that 
they have. I hope that we have awak-
ened a sleeping giant. Because, like I 
say, we are here and we are gone to-
morrow. 

The President does not have to run 
anymore. He does not have to go out 
and face the people. I believe, quite 
honestly, if he had to go out and face 
the people, I do not think he would 
have made that deal with the Arab im-
migrants. I do not think he would have 
done that. 

But the fundamental question we 
have to go back to is from this star-

tling information that you have 
brought to us, the question has to be, 
why? Why are we just discovering it 
and why is this great discrepancy 
there? 

There are some serious questions 
that have to be answered by this ad-
ministration. But you know what? 
They are not going to answer these 
questions unless and until we in Con-
gress stand up and represent the inter-
ests of the American people and put 
their feet to the fire. Once we do that, 
then we are truly standing up for 
America, and America deserves that. 

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman 
from Georgia, and I thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee for joining me 
this evening as we try to hold this Con-
gress accountable and urge a good dose 
of common sense and fiscal responsi-
bility. 

For folks with questions or com-
ments or concerns, I encourage them to 
e-mail us at bluedogs, we are members 
of the fiscally conservative Democratic 
Blue Dog Coalition, 
bluedogs@mail.house.gov. That is 
bluedogs@mail.house.gov. 

And, Mr. Speaker, we are here this 
evening for a simple reason and a sim-
ple cause; that is, to try and be good 
stewards for this Nation of the tax 
money and the trust that has been 
placed in us for the people. 

We think this Congress is letting the 
American people down. I yield back. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENT). Members are reminded to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair and 
not to persons outside the Chamber. 

f 

ACCOUNTABILITY FOR ALL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) is recog-
nized for half the remaining time until 
midnight. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, you know, 
last week I was sitting in the Chair 
when some of this same material was 
being presented here on the floor. And 
I jotted down some notes, thinking, 
well, one of these days I hope I am 
going to have a chance to make some 
comments about some of those things 
that are being said, not knowing I was 
going to be asked tonight to come over 
here and use some of the Special Order, 
because a couple of my colleagues were 
called away who had planned to be here 
tonight. So I am doing this at sort of 
the last minute. 

But I found my notes from last week, 
and I wanted to talk a little bit about 
some of the comments that were made 
last week, again on this issue, and 
some of the comments that are being 
made tonight. I am astonished again at 
the hypocrisy that is evident here on 
the floor of this House every day. 

We have our Democratic colleagues 
standing up all of the time talking 

about how we need to cut spending, cut 
spending, cut spending, and how we 
have got a debt. But when we bring in 
bills and give them the opportunity to 
cut spending, they vote against them. 

Much of the spending that is occur-
ring now is the result of Democratic 
programs that were begun in the 1930s, 
1940s, 1950s, 1960s, that have been put 
on automatic pilot. 

One of the first meetings I came to 
when I was elected to Congress last 
year, I heard people talking about 
mandatory spending and discretionary 
spending, and entitlements. And I got 
up and I said, you know, I have read 
the Constitution, and nowhere in the 
Constitution do I see the words manda-
tory spending, discretionary spending, 
or entitlements. 

A large part of the problem that we 
have in this Congress is that we have 
people who think in those terms. They 
think in terms of entitlement, and 
they have helped create in this society 
an entitlement mentality. 

And when the President proposes, 
and the Republicans propose to try to 
change that mentality, the Democrats 
vote against it. The President said last 
year, ‘‘We have got a terrible problem 
with Social Security. The problem is 
that we are going to run out of money. 
There is not enough money in Social 
Security.’’ 

And when the Social Security pro-
gram was established back in the 1930s, 
nobody ever thought that anybody 
would get any money from it to begin 
with. The average age in those days 
was 59 years old. So they set Social Se-
curity up to be collected when people 
became 65, assuming nobody would col-
lect from Social Security. 

But lo and behold, this country has 
prospered and people are living a lot 
longer. 

b 2215 
The average age now is about 78 

years. People are thinking that they 
can retire at 65 and live on their Social 
Security, and that is just not possible. 
So the process makes a proposal, let us 
do something about Social Security. 

Let us explain to the American peo-
ple that the Congress controlled by the 
Democrats for over 40 years, as they 
admitted tonight, spent that money as 
it came in, did not put it aside for So-
cial Security. I am ashamed to say 
that Republicans have done the same 
thing. They came in and they spent the 
money on Social Security. But people 
are waking up to the problem and the 
President says, let us do something 
about it. Let us create personal Social 
Security accounts. Let us put people’s 
Social Security money into an account 
with their name on it, give them some 
options about where that money is 
going to be invested, and let them 
know what they are going to get when 
they retire. No more of this fooling the 
American people into thinking that 
they have paid in a certain amount of 
money and it is going to let them live 
in the style to which they have become 
accustomed while they worked. 
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It is a cruel hoax that has been per-

petrated on the American people. The 
average Social Security payment now 
is $921. I do not know anybody who can 
live on $921 a month; but when we tried 
to bring in proposals to do something 
about it, the Democrats shot them 
down. The Democrats go out and use 
terrible language to scare people to 
legislate about what is going to happen 
with Social Security. They talk to-
night about lack of accountability. We 
really do need accountability in this 
country. We need accountability for all 
of us. We have to individually be ac-
countable, and the Congress needs to 
be accountable. And part of our at-
tempt to be accountable is to explain 
to people what the problems were with 
Social Security. 

The Democrats just want to hide 
their head in the sand about it. They 
want to put the problem off and off and 
off. They do not want to deal with that. 
But it is a program that has developed 
an entitlement mentality in this coun-
try, and we have got to change that. 

They talk about lack of account-
ability, and they talk about that in 
terms of FEMA. And I wonder, all of 
these people are talking about that and 
criticizing FEMA tonight for not hav-
ing a plan and not being accountable, 
all of them voted for the Katrina 
money, all of them voted to give that 
money out with no plan and with no 
sense of accountability. Just a very 
small number of us voted against that 
because we wanted a plan and we want-
ed accountability. 

Again, the hypocrisy is simply unbe-
lievable when it comes to these folks. 
They talked last week about how local 
communities have become dependent 
on the Federal Government, the COPS 
program, education funding, all of 
these programs that are being funded 
at the State level and at the local 
level. Again, that has developed a sense 
of entitlement. When the Democrats 
were in charge of the Federal Govern-
ment, they wanted people to come to 
them and ask for the money, and they 
wanted to be the people with largess in 
giving out that money. Unfortunately, 
we have developed that mentality in 
the country that local and State gov-
ernments should be dependent on the 
Federal Government. 

There is nothing in the Constitution 
that says the Federal Government has 
any business being involved in edu-
cation. And yet we are funding huge 
dollars in education and that, again, 
has developed a sense of entitlement 
for the local people. They think the 
Federal Government should be giving 
them this money. It is a real travesty 
because those dollars come to the Fed-
eral Government and just a portion of 
them go back to the local and State 
governments. Whereas, if we did not 
take that money to begin with and left 
it at the State and local levels, the 
folks would be gaining much, much 
more from it, and they would be able to 
spend that money the way they want 
to spend it instead of based on the 

ideas of Federal bureaucrats who want 
to do that or even, perish the thought, 
some Members of Congress who decide 
how it should be done. 

They went on and on and on about 
how any potential cuts would be cut-
ting services at the local level. And yet 
they say we need to cut the deficit. I 
really hope that the American people 
are going to be smart enough to see 
that these folks are talking out of both 
sides of their mouths. They want to cut 
the deficit, and yet they want to in-
crease spending. They want to increase 
spending for things that are constitu-
tionally Congress, things that the Fed-
eral Government has no business doing; 
and yet they want to put us deeper in 
debt, ultimately to have to raise taxes. 
They know that that is going to be the 
net result of it. And it is unbelievable 
to me how they can get on the floor 
every night and talk about that. 

They talked about Congress is living 
for today, leaving a burden to our chil-
dren; we should be paying our own way. 
Well, again, last fall we had a rec-
onciliation bill that would not only cut 
spending but cut the growth of spend-
ing. Did any Democrats vote for that? 
No. Not a single one. The only people 
who voted for that were Republicans 
and not all Republicans voted for that. 
But there were many, many of us who 
understood we have simply got to rein 
in the appetite of the Federal Govern-
ment for spending. We simply cannot 
continue at the level at which we are 
going. And yet there are many people 
who are frightened to try to cut the 
Federal budget because they know that 
this will be used against them, that the 
issues will be distorted. 

When we cut growth, we are accused 
of cutting programs. We are not cut-
ting programs. We are trying to cut 
growth. We made modest, modest 
changes in the spending for Medicaid in 
that reconciliation budget. We went 
from 7.3 percent growth to 7 percent. 
Modest changes. And what we tried to 
do was rein in the abuses. We tried to 
make sure that people would not be 
able to put their family members on 
long-term care for Medicaid and avoid 
paying for that themselves. 

Part of that mentality that has de-
veloped in this country is that we have 
an entitlement society. I talk to my 
colleagues a lot about the use of lan-
guage, and I have said the words we use 
are important to us. When we stand up 
here and we talk about ‘‘mandatory 
spending’’ and ‘‘discretionary spend-
ing’’ as both Republicans and Demo-
crats do, I will have to say then we are 
creating a mindset for people. We are 
saying there is such a thing as manda-
tory spending. And, again, if we look at 
the Constitution, which ought to be 
the basis for why we do everything in 
this country, we never see those words 
‘‘mandatory spending’’ and ‘‘discre-
tionary spending.’’ 

Congress is in charge of spending, 
and it is entirely appropriate that 
budget bills come out of the House of 
Representatives. That is our job and we 

should continue to do that. But we 
have got to break the habit of talking 
about discretionary and mandatory 
spending. The only mandatory spend-
ing that the Congress should be doing 
is to provide for a national defense. 
That is the main role of the Federal 
Government, and we have to remember 
that. We have to remember that it is 
our job as a Federal Government to 
provide for the defense of this country. 
State governments cannot do that. 
Local governments cannot do that. The 
Federal Government is the only gov-
ernment entity that can do that. That 
is why we are fighting a war in Iraq 
and in Afghanistan, and all over this 
world we are fighting a war on ter-
rorism. We did not create the war. The 
war came to us. But it is our responsi-
bility as a Federal Government to do 
that. 

I often wonder how we would have 
been able to have stayed in World War 
II, to win that war and to defeat the 
Nazis and to defeat fascism if we had 
had the kind of press that we have now 
and the kind of naysayers that we have 
on the other side of the aisle. They 
would have gotten us out of that war 
long before we won that war because of 
the kinds of approaches that they have. 

They do not understand the role of 
the Federal Government. They do not 
understand that that is what it is we 
should be about here. They want to do 
things that we have no business being 
involved in, providing 100,000 policemen 
across this Nation. We certainly do 
want to help the local governments 
solve their crime problems, but the 
way we can do that is get the Federal 
Government out of the way and let 
them do that at the local level, not by 
providing a pittance of money and then 
holding all kinds of strings attached to 
it and not allowing them to spend that 
money the way they need to spend it at 
the local level, just like we do in edu-
cation, just like we do in other areas. 

Last week when my colleagues were 
here talking about things that we 
should be doing and should not be 
doing, they brought up the issue of 
health care and talked about how we 
should not be cutting any kinds of 
funds out of Medicare. They talked 
about the Medicare part D plan and 
how it is not saving taxpayer dollars. 
They are going out and holding town 
hall meetings and talking about what a 
bad program it is and then encouraging 
the people in their districts to sign up 
for it. So, again, they are talking out 
of both sides of their mouths. 

They talked last week about let us 
back up our promises by fully funding 
health care and education, and yet to-
night they are standing up here and 
they are saying we have got to cut the 
deficit. We have got to cut back on 
spending. We are leaving a debt to our 
children. And I am quoting from last 
week again: ‘‘We back up our promises 
by fully funding our health care and 
education priorities.’’ 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:29 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H07MR6.REC H07MR6C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH620 March 7, 2006 
What does that mean ‘‘fully funding’’ 

that? As far as I know, that is what so-
cialists do. They fully fund their pro-
grams and keep people dependent on 
the Federal Government or on the type 
of centralized government that they 
have. They are saying that if we get 
out of doing business at the local and 
State level, then we are going to force 
the local and State agents or govern-
ments to raise taxes. Again, they do 
not understand the proper role of the 
Federal Government. It is up to the 
locals to decide what they want to do 
in education and what they want to do 
with policing. 

They talked about the Federal Gov-
ernment would renege on its funda-
mental commitment to community 
safety by cutting the money going out 
for the COPS program. Nowhere do I 
see again in the Constitution ‘‘commu-
nity safety.’’ I do see where it is up to 
the Federal Government to provide for 
an army and for national defense, but 
it is not our job to be doing that. 

They say we are making progress in 
the battle against methamphetamines. 
Today in the PATRIOT Act we had the 
major methamphetamine legislation 
that is probably going to pass in this 
session of Congress, very, very impor-
tant legislation worked on by many 
Members of Congress. Did they vote for 
it? No, they voted against it. Did they 
vote for the PATRIOT Act so that we 
could have the tools that we need to 
make sure that terrorists cannot come 
back here and do to us what happened 
on 9/11 because of a lack of effective 
dealing with that under the previous 
administration, ignoring all the signs 
that terrorists were going to be doing 
these kinds of things? No. They voted 
against it. 

They really do believe that nobody is 
paying attention or that the people 
who are paying attention are only 
going to be hearing some of what they 
need to be hearing. They think that we 
are not going to call their hand when 
they are being hypocritical and when 
they are out and out lying. 

Last week they talked about the 
higher education bill increasing the 
cost of college loans. That is absolutely 
wrong. What we are doing in the higher 
education act is to help students be 
able to get loans at a lower rate and 
have to pay back less money than they 
have had to pay back under Demo-
cratic administrations and under 
Democratic Congresses that want to 
make these loans more expensive and 
to keep people unsure of what it is they 
are paying for. 

They talk about the fact that many 
people in our country are poor because 
they have not had the opportunities to 
be as prosperous as others; but what 
they want to do, they say, is have the 
Federal Government make them not 
poor. Again, that is socialism as I un-
derstand it. 

b 2230 

What we have to do in this country is 
provide for opportunities to people. We 

are the freest country in the world. 
There is no place in the world where 
folks have the opportunities that they 
have in the United States of America. 
They can choose to go to college. They 
can choose to do any kind of work they 
want to do. They can do all kinds of 
things to create prosperity for them-
selves. The government is not going to 
create prosperity. 

There is one place last week, and I 
have to find the point that I was trying 
to make, where they talked about gov-
ernment investment in programs. 
Every time I hear that phrase ‘‘govern-
ment investment,’’ it is like somebody 
scraping their fingernails across a 
blackboard for me. The government 
does not invest in programs. Govern-
ment spends money. People invest in 
themselves and invest money, but the 
government does not do that. We do 
not get a payback on the money that 
the government spends. It is spent and 
it is gone. 

Now, the government has certain ob-
ligations; we all know that. Again, 
most of the obligations are at the local 
and State level, not at the Federal 
level, but what our colleagues would 
like you to believe is that the Federal 
Government can fix anything. 

They talk about the problems with 
Katrina and the problems with FEMA. 
I would contend that they, again, are 
talking out of both sides of their 
mouth. They believe that the Federal 
Government can fix everything so that 
what we should be doing is putting 
more money into FEMA, putting more 
money into these programs. The Fed-
eral Government is not equipped to do 
that. The Federal Government should 
not be the first responder. 

In the Katrina situation, all levels of 
government, in my opinion, failed. I 
think none of them were prepared for 
what happened, but it is wrong to ex-
pect the Federal Government to go in 
and act like a first responder. The Fed-
eral Government should go in and take 
care of those things that the State and 
local governments cannot take care of. 
Leaving all those buses parked in New 
Orleans, not getting people out when 
they were told to get out, that was the 
responsibility of the local and State 
governments. That was not the respon-
sibility of FEMA. That was not the re-
sponsibility of the Federal Govern-
ment, and yet, all that is lumped into 
the discussions of the failure of the 
Federal Government. 

I am sorry, but I just do not think we 
are going to take that blame at this 
level. There is plenty of blame to go 
around for what things the Federal 
Government does not do, but we are 
not going to take the blame of not 
being prepared and not taking care of 
those people in New Orleans. That was 
the responsibility of those local and 
State elected officials, and it is a real 
shame that they did not do that. 

I think I will use my glass as an il-
lustration. I have got it just about half 
full. Some people would say it is half 
empty. I think that this is an illustra-

tion of the problem that our colleagues 
see. Everything they see about this 
country is negative, negative, negative, 
negative. They have almost nothing 
good to say about it. You hear them 
night after night after night talking 
about the United States and talking 
about our government. You hear them 
only condemning, only saying negative 
things. 

I happen to think that we live in the 
best country in the world and that we 
are doing a lot of things right. We are 
not a perfect country. None of us who 
are in elected office are perfect people, 
but we work hard at it, and we try to 
do the kinds of things that will make 
this country a better place. 

I think always talking down the 
country and talking in negative terms 
is a very bad thing to do, and our col-
leagues, along with their willing ac-
complices, the mainstream media, do 
that all the time. You never hear the 
good news about what is going on in 
the economy, but there are a lot of 
good things going on in the economy. 
All they do is talk about negative 
things, and I am frankly tired of hear-
ing them say that. 

I want to point out some facts about 
the positive things about our economy. 
It has been growing for 17 straight 
quarters. You never hear that from the 
mainstream media. You never hear 
that from our colleagues. 

The National Association for Busi-
ness Economics predicts the economy 
will grow at a 4.5 percent rate in the 
first quarter of 2006. What is respon-
sible for that? It is not because of gov-
ernment spending. The government 
does not create that kind of prosperity. 
That is created because of tax cuts and 
slowing down the rate of spending. But 
the tax cuts that the President pro-
posed and this Congress instituted in 
the last 3 years are what is responsible 
for the positive things that have been 
happening in our economy. 

After inflation, disposable incomes 
increased 2.2 percent in the last 12 
months. You never hear that, again, 
out of our colleagues. 

The Federal Reserve has reported 
that the median net worth of U.S. 
households increased 1.5 percent be-
tween 2001 and 2004. That is great news. 
We never read about it in the media. 

January’s unemployment rate fell to 
4.7 percent, the lowest monthly rate 
since 2001, and lower than the average 
of the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s. Those are 
decades when Democrats were in con-
trol in the Congress. The unemploy-
ment rate was lower than the average 
of the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s. I think 
many of us can remember when inter-
est rates in the 1970s were reaching 20 
percent. It has been a long time since 
we have seen high interest rates and 
high inflation in this country. That has 
all come about in a Republican admin-
istration and a Republican-controlled 
Congress. 

There have been 29 consecutive 
months of job gains in this country. 
That has come about not because of 
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government investment, additional 
government spending. That has come 
about because of cuts in taxes, which 
left the money in the hands of entre-
preneurs and the people who create 
capital and create jobs, not coming 
from the government. 

Our folks on the other side of the 
aisle can continue to spend. They, 
again, and their willing colleagues in 
the media and in Hollywood, they can 
try to change what are the facts, the 
people from the left, but the economy 
is strong, and it is growing stronger 
every day under Republican leadership. 

Do I want to see spending cut even 
more? You are right. Do I want to see 
tax cuts made permanent? You are ab-
solutely right. We need to do that. We 
need to make the tax cuts permanent, 
and we need to cut our spending so we 
put more money into the hands of the 
entrepreneurs and into the hands of 
business people who can truly create 
wealth, who can create jobs. The gov-
ernment cannot do that. 

I am asked a lot of times by school 
groups, what is the difference between 
Democrats and Republicans. Well, 
there are a lot of differences between 
us, but usually we are in a time crunch 
and I do not have a whole lot of time to 
explain all of the differences. So I tell 
folks I am going to give them the short 
version of what is the difference be-
tween Democrats and Republicans. It 
really is sort of at the nub of the issue 
between what is the difference between 
us. 

Democrats think that government 
can solve all of our problems: Take all 
the money you can from the public, 
give it to the government, let the gov-
ernment solve our problems. Repub-
licans believe that Americans work 
hard for their money and they should 
be allowed to keep as much money as 
they possibly can; the government 
should only step in to do those things 
that people cannot do for themselves. 

The Democrats have turned that on 
its head. It would be cradle to grave. 
Again, socialism. They would do their 
best to try to take care of everybody. 
It would not be a very pretty picture, 
though. We can already see that. The 
hand of government in so many things 
in our country now is taking away a 
lot of the incentive for people to work. 
It is creating, again, this culture of en-
titlement, which we have to get away 
from. 

The Declaration of Independence in 
our country talks about the pursuit of 
happiness, not the delivery of happi-
ness to the people from the Federal 
Government. We are free to pursue 
happiness and pursue prosperity. 

There are some other good things 
about this economy that I want to 
share. Earlier this week, the Commerce 
Department reported that consumer 
spending shot up by nine-tenths of 1 
percent in January, the strongest gain 
in 6 months. In addition, Americans’ 
personal incomes rose by seven-tenths 
of 1 percent, the highest rate since Sep-
tember. Again, our economy has a posi-

tive momentum, and that momentum 
is the direct result of a pro-growth 
agenda from the Republican-led Con-
gress and our Republican President. 

b 2240 

It is the Republicans who are pro-
posing that we slow down the rate of 
spending and that we leave more 
money in the hands of the American 
people. We want to have improved fis-
cal responsibility and at the same time 
show our commitment to continuing 
economic growth. We are the party 
that is working to improve the lives of 
the American people by lowering taxes, 
enacting legal reform, decreasing gov-
ernment interference into the lives of 
entrepreneurs and small business own-
ers. That is what we have to do. 

Democrats, on the other hand, want 
to continue to promote their tax-and- 
spend policies because they think they 
know how to spend the American peo-
ple’s hard-earned money better than 
they do. However, I think the Repub-
licans know better than that and will 
prevail on this issue. 

I hear a lot from my constituents 
about the high cost of health care, and 
I have used this analogy before: when I 
grew up, I grew up in the mountains of 
North Carolina, extremely poor, no 
electricity, no running water. My fam-
ily was very poor. There were no jobs 
in those days in that part of North 
Carolina, but my family could afford 
health care. Even though we had very 
little money, both my parents worked, 
and I began working when I was 12 
years old; but health care was not as 
expensive as it is now, and everybody 
that I knew of could afford health care. 
But almost nobody had insurance. 

In fact, I guess only school teachers 
maybe who worked in our county, may 
have had health care through the State 
of North Carolina; but nobody else that 
I know of had health insurance, and so 
people could afford to go to the doctor 
when they got sick. 

Now, we didn’t run to the doctor for 
every little thing; but when we truly 
needed health care, we could get it, and 
we could pay our bills for it. I remem-
ber that very, very clearly. 

However, what has happened in the 
last 50 years? Why has health care be-
come so unaffordable for people? Why 
has the cost of health insurance gotten 
so high? I contend that the reason that 
has happened is because of the third- 
party payer. And the biggest third- 
party payer is the Federal Govern-
ment. Any time you get the Federal 
Government involved in something, it 
is going to drive up the cost of that 
commodity. We know that. We have 
seen it happen in lots and lots of cases, 
but I do not think there is any case 
where it is more clearly the case than 
it is with health care. 

The fact that we have gotten in-
volved in Medicare and Medicaid is 
driving up the cost of health care. We 
also see that Medicare and Medicaid 
determine what is going to be paid out 
in other programs, because that is the 

benchmark that insurance companies 
use. And so because people are getting 
their health care primarily from the 
government or from a third-party 
payer, folks are not scrutinizing how 
much it is costing. They do not care. 
They just say, okay, if an aspirin costs 
$150, that is okay, I am not paying for 
it. Insurance is paying for it. 

It is again a part of that entitlement 
mentality we have created and taking 
away the personal responsibility that 
we used to have so much of in this 
country. Because of government pro-
grams, we are diminishing the sense of 
personal responsibility and increasing 
the sense of entitlement. Slowly but 
surely, we are changing the entire cul-
ture of this country. 

When I served in the North Carolina 
senate, I had a good friend from Ashe-
ville, North Carolina, who served with 
me and who used a wonderful analogy 
many times, and I think it is a great 
one to use here. What he would say is: 
if you throw a frog in a pot of hot 
water, he will jump out of it. But if you 
put a frog in a pot of cold water and 
then you gradually turn up the heat a 
little at a time, pretty soon that frog 
will be cooked and he wouldn’t even 
notice it. 

That is what has happened in this 
country over the years. We have turned 
up the role of the Federal Government, 
we have turned up the sense of depend-
ency on the government, and what we 
are doing is we are creating major 
problems for our country. We are cre-
ating an entitlement mentality which 
we have to break ourselves away from 
or else we are going to find that we 
have a whole generation of people that 
think it is the government that should 
take care of them. 

That is what I think my Democratic 
colleagues want, because they believe 
in the power of the government. Repub-
licans believe in the power of the indi-
vidual and of individual responsibility. 
And I think this is a message we are 
going to have to keep telling. It is 
going to take a long time, I think, for 
it to get out and for it to be absorbed 
and for people to be able to see the wis-
dom; but it is something we are going 
to need to talk about more and more. 

And we have to talk about it hon-
estly. We cannot continue the hypoc-
risy that is being used by our col-
leagues who talk on the one hand 
about decreasing spending but on the 
other hand taking care of everybody 
from the cradle to the grave and doing 
everything from the Federal Govern-
ment level. 

f 

THE 30-SOMETHING WORKING 
GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is an honor to once again address the 
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U.S. House of Representatives. We 
would like to thank the Democratic 
leadership for the time, Democratic 
leader NANCY PELOSI, and our Demo-
cratic whip, Mr. STENY HOYER, and also 
Mr. JAMES CLYBURN, who is our chair-
person. 

Also, we would like to come to the 
floor once again, Mr. Speaker, to share 
not only with the Members but with 
the American people the priorities not 
only of the Democratic Party, but of 
this side of the aisle on the Democratic 
side, and also the priorities of all 
Americans. Our vice chair, Mr. JOHN 
LARSON, communicates in the best way 
to many, many Democrats, Repub-
licans, and Independents about our 
plan on this side of the aisle. 

It would not be a plan, it would actu-
ally be action if we were in the major-
ity. I think it is important to come up 
with a comprehensive approach, Mr. 
Speaker, and using a team effort to 
move us in the right direction as a 
country; whether it be homeland secu-
rity, innovation, affordable health 
care, or other initiatives that we all 
embrace. If we can come together in a 
bipartisan way, then America will be 
stronger, and also other countries 
throughout the world will be stronger 
based on our leadership. 

Unfortunately, we are not providing 
that leadership right now. When I say 
‘‘we,’’ I am talking about the Repub-
lican majority coming together with 
Democrats and finding a bipartisan 
way to approach many of the issues 
that are facing our country right now. 
That is very, very unfortunate. The 
work of the 30-something Working 
Group is to make sure that we can pro-
mote ideas that all Americans em-
brace, not just Democrats, Independ-
ents, and Republicans, but all Ameri-
cans, even those that are not taking 
part in the voting process that we have 
throughout the country. 

One may call it apathy of voting, but 
I think that I would phrase it as a 
number of Americans having very little 
trust in this system, very little trust in 
what goes on here in the Congress, very 
little trust in what happens over at the 
White House. And I think it is very, 
very important that we have a para-
digm shift. I will go further and add 
that we need a shift in thinking here in 
Washington, DC, so that all Americans 
feel a part of this process; so that all 
Americans feel that they are being lev-
eled with; and that all Americans know 
that the individuals that they elected 
from their communities, their cities or 
counties, that they have their best in-
terests at heart when they come here 
to the U.S. House of Representatives. 
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Today we are going to talk about a 
number of issues, issues that are facing 
everyday Americans and things that 
we should be promoting here as Mem-
bers of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, some of the things I think are 
very disturbing that not only I am 
reading in the paper but Americans are 

reading in the paper and watching on 
the news. 

The whole issue as it as relates to 
port deals, America being sold off not 
by foreign countries but by the policy 
that we pass here on this floor that 
have accumulated more debt in 4 years 
to foreign nations, foreign nations are 
buying U.S. debt, unprecedented in the 
history of the Republic. Ever since we 
have been a country, no other time 
such as this time have other countries 
owned so much of our debt. I think it is 
important for us to remember because 
there are a number of my constituents 
and a number of Americans that have 
fought hard. Literally, their grand-
parents have fought hard for them to 
salute one flag. I think we are putting 
that spirit, that good history that we 
have and the future they fought for to 
allow our children and grandchildren 
to salute one flag, not to have foreign 
interests owning our debt. I think it is 
very, very important that we pay close 
attention to that. 

I am glad to be joined tonight by Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ from South Flor-
ida. 

Congresswoman, I am glad we are 
continuing to have a level of consist-
ency on not only challenging the Re-
publican majority. The gentlewoman 
knows if we were in the majority, it 
would not be talk. We would be on the 
floor of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives talking about things that would 
make the lives better of Americans. I 
think the only thing that is stopping 
us from doing that is having enough 
votes in this House to have that vision 
turn into reality. I look forward to 
that day because I believe in this year 
Americans will have an opportunity to 
be able to promote their ideas and 
what they feel. Be it a Democrat, a Re-
publican, a Green Party or an Inde-
pendent, or a brand new voter, they 
will be able to have their voice heard. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. It is a 
pleasure to join the gentleman for our 
30-something Working Group hour. 

When I have been home in the com-
munity you and I share, I noticed, and 
this feeling is so palpable among the 
average voter, the average citizen in 
America, and I have been to several dif-
ferent cities in the last number of 
weeks, and to a person, regardless of 
party, Americana’ confidence in their 
government has been badly shaken, 
and badly shaken because they look to 
the leadership here, the Republican 
leadership, because we do not control a 
thing. They have the Presidency, the 
House and the Senate. So when I say 
that their confidence in their govern-
ment and leadership is badly shaken, it 
is essentially the fault of the Repub-
lican leadership. It is so disturbing. 

I have only been in the Congress a 
year. I could list countless examples 
and share with people who have ex-
pressed their frustration and their sad-
ness and their angst. My first year in 
Congress was capped by the bookends, 
starting 10 weeks into my service here, 
with the Terri Schiavo case and ending 

the year with the confirmation of 
Judge Alito, now Justice Alito, to the 
Supreme Court who obviously we fear 
will further erode the right to privacy 
that we began the year eroding with 
the Terry Schiavo case. 

If you look in between, sandwiched 
between those bookends, we have Hur-
ricane Katrina, this port deal, we have 
the deficit. You have the debt, you 
have now the debt limit that we are 
struggling with, the budget reconcili-
ation bill, the countless irresponsible 
budget cuts and the privatization of 
Social Security, the Medicare prescrip-
tion drug fiasco, who the senior citi-
zens that the gentleman and I rep-
resent, they are just in tears. They do 
not know what to do. Just in our com-
munity alone, there are 43 different 
plans offered by 18 different companies. 
It is pure insanity. 

So it is no wonder that our constitu-
ents and the American people are frus-
trated. Their confidence in their lead-
ership is badly shaken. Our responsi-
bility over the next several months is 
going to be to help restore that con-
fidence because we have that ability. 
We have an agenda and the things that 
we would do if we were here would re-
store that confidence, and those are 
the kinds of things that we talk about 
on this floor. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We like third- 
party validators, and I think it is im-
portant for the American people to un-
derstand this is not something that Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr. RYAN or 
other members of the 30-something 
Working Group just dream up. I think 
it is important as an American, leave 
alone a Member of Congress. I am 
alarmed and very, very concerned 
about what is happening. I have chil-
dren. I pray to God that they have chil-
dren and the family line continues. 

But I am concerned about right now. 
I am concerned about what is hap-
pening as relates to the irresponsible 
policies that have been passed by the 
Republican majority. 

We are all friends. We all put our 
pants on one leg at a time, or what 
have you, but I think it is important 
that we alert Americans about this un-
precedented time in the history of the 
country. I am saying right now as we 
speak, this moment. 

I want to hold up, this is an article 
that came out today. It is an AP story. 
Any of the Members in their office can 
pull this up from the AP Web site. I 
think it is important. It says ‘‘Treas-
ury Details Its Steps to Avoid Debt 
Limit.’’ I want to read a couple of para-
graphs here. Treasury Secretary John 
Snow, and this is Secretary Snow, he is 
a good guy. He is just an accountant 
for the United States of America. We 
appreciate his service and what he does 
in the Treasury Department. But John 
Snow told the Congress yesterday that 
the administration has taken all pru-
dent and legal actions, to include tap-
ping certain government retirement 
funds, to keep from reaching the $8.2 
trillion national debt limit. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am very concerned 

about this because now we are tapping 
into funds that not only Federal work-
ers but the people on the United States 
of America count on us to be able to 
govern correctly. In a letter to Con-
gress, Snow urged lawmakers to pass a 
new debt ceiling immediately to avoid 
the first default on obligations in U.S. 
history. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not talking about 
something that I embellished. This is 
what Mr. Snow said from the Treasury 
Department. 

If I am the Republican majority, 
leave alone the leadership, I would be 
alarmed. I would sit up in my bed and 
say, we have to do something about it. 
What is unfortunate is that I know, as 
sure as my name is KENDRICK MEEK, 
representing Florida’s 17th Congres-
sional District, and by that we have 
been validated to represent the people 
of the United States of America, I 
know the Republican majority is going 
to rubber-stamp what Secretary Snow 
needs, because it is an outrageous ex-
ample of the kind of spending and bor-
rowing that this majority has taken us 
into. 

I think it is important to promote 
what we have been trying to do on this 
floor as Democrats, time after time 
again, promoting pay-as-you-go versus 
borrowing. We are not out of control, 
the Republican majority is out of con-
trol. It is not just me name calling or 
finger pointing. This is fact, not fic-
tion. I can see if it were fiction and if 
we were doing what we call in Wash-
ington, DC, the Potomac two step. I go 
left, you go right; no, this is what is 
printed not only in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, when you have the Secretary 
of the U.S. Treasury, appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Repub-
lican Senate, we have to be very 
alarmed. For Republicans and Inde-
pendents that are paying attention to 
what we are saying on this floor, and 
other parties, they cannot say oh, that 
is just the Democrats glossing over the 
facts. 

b 2300 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I am a 
freshman, and I have only been here a 
year, and I see this chart in between 
us. I am wondering, is this potential in-
crease in the debt limit unprecedented? 
Is it the first time it has happened? 
Just illuminate for me what the his-
tory of debt limit increases is, if there 
is one. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, there have been 
in this Republican House, and I am just 
going to talk about President Bush 
being in office, this Republican major-
ity, I am going to point the letters out 
and let you go ahead and drive your 
point. 

December 29, a letter written, Mr. 
Speaker, in the closing days of 2005, the 
closing days, the 29th. Americans think 
about what they were doing on the 
29th. Many Americans were off work, 
those that had jobs and what have you, 

celebrating with their families, think-
ing about the new year. 

Secretary Snow found his way to the 
office to send this letter to one of our 
colleagues over in the Congress, over in 
the Senate, that says, ‘‘We must raise 
the debt limit or we will be unable to 
continue to finance government oper-
ations.’’ 

That is just for this round. I mean, I 
think it is important that we get staff 
to be able to get the rest of the letters 
that Secretary Snow wrote. 

Here is a letter just written in Feb-
ruary, February 16. This letter is to the 
ranking member, Mr. JOHN SPRATT, 
who is the ranking member on the 
Democratic side, again saying, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, we must do this 
now, Mr. Speaker, saying we must 
raise this debt limit as soon as possible 
or they are going to have to go into the 
Federal retirement system and stop 
paying into that system. 

I want to say to the Federal workers, 
because we believe in third party 
validators and also believe in telling 
the truth, the Secretary goes on to say, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, he believes 
once the debt limit is raised, we will be 
able to pay back into the retirement 
system. 

These letters are coming so fast and 
furious, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, we 
can’t get them up on the big board. 
Here is a letter, March 6, that was just 
yesterday. Secretary Snow, this is 
alarming, he is saying, did you receive 
my two letters beforehand? 

Then he talks to the press. We have 
a problem. NASA is also located in 
Florida, but also in Houston, but Hous-
ton, we have a problem. He is saying to 
the United States Congress, we have a 
problem. 

How did we come about the problem 
and having to raise the debt ceiling? It 
is because of the policies of the Repub-
lican majority that have rubber 
stamped everything the President said 
do. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, yes, there 
are a number of letters and alarms 
going off. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I have 
another question. In looking over our 
third party validators, I am wondering 
if you have got the Secretary of the 
Treasury setting off alarm bells and 
really saying that there is fire in the 
theater, why is it that we have not 
seen an increase in the debt limit on 
the floor? Could it perhaps be that that 
is something that the Republican lead-
ership thinks is unwise to have their 
Members vote on? Is it that this is not 
the first time, as I asked you earlier, 
that the debt limit has been increased? 

In looking at this chart just in the 
last few minutes, I notice that in June 
of 2002 the debt limit was increased by 
$450 billion. And who was President 
then? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. President 
Bush. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I be-
lieve President Bush was in office then. 
In May of 2003, the debt limit was in-

creased by another $984 billion, with a 
B. In November of 2004, the year of the 
election, $800 billion. We have a $781 
billion increase pending now, with a 
total increase of $3.015 trillion. 

When President Clinton was in office, 
I was in the State legislature then, for 
a time until you were elected to Con-
gress you were too, we had a system in 
place called PAYGO, pay-as-you-go, 
which it is my understanding is similar 
to the way people prefer in America to 
run their households, where you do not 
spend money that you don’t have, un-
like what is going on under the Repub-
lican leadership where they appear to 
enjoy spending like drunken sailors 
and ‘‘no’’ doesn’t appear to be possible 
under this administration, unless, of 
course, it is to talk about continuing 
tax cuts for the wealthiest. We say 
‘‘yes’’ to that. We say ‘‘yes’’ to any-
thing politically that they want to ad-
vance. The ‘‘no’’ is to people who can’t 
afford health care, cutting Medicaid. 
The ‘‘no’’ that they propose to say is to 
people who are struggling to pay for 
higher education. 

So, if we went back to PAYGO rules, 
which we have proposed time and again 
and they have rejected time and again, 
then we would be again in a situation 
where it wouldn’t be necessary to in-
crease the debt limit because we would 
be only spending money that we have. 

Here is another third party validator, 
which is the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. In 
2006, in this budget resolution, of 
course it was defeated, 228 Republicans 
voted against it, it was defeated 264–165 
when we proposed to return to the pay- 
as-you-go rules. Then again last year, 
it was defeated 232–194 and 224 Repub-
licans voted against it. 

So, to me to break this down in more 
simple terms, because PAYGO and bil-
lions and trillions and debt limit is 
something that if you are not dealing 
with it on a daily basis, it is somewhat 
difficult to understand, one of the 
things we like to do here is break 
things down for people that may be lis-
tening into regular terms, into the 
things that they deal with every day. 

So I thought, Mr. Speaker, it would 
be a good idea, because a billion is a 
very big number, a billion is a hard 
concept to grasp, because most people 
don’t deal in the billions when they are 
dealing with their everyday normal ac-
tivity, so let’s try to define what a bil-
lion is in the way that people think 
about things in their daily life. 

Broken down, a billion hours ago, for 
example, humans were making their 
first tools in the stone age. That is how 
much a billion hours ago was, if you 
are thinking about what a billion 
means. 

Let’s think about what happened a 
billion seconds ago. A billion seconds 
ago it was 1975 and the last American 
troops had just pulled out of Vietnam. 
That is how big a billion is. We are in 
2006. That was 30 years, 31 years ago. 

A billion minutes ago it was 104 A.D., 
Mr. Speaker, and the Chinese first in-
vented paper. That is how long ago it 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:29 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00051 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H07MR6.REC H07MR6C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH624 March 7, 2006 
was, if you think about a billion in 
terms of minutes. 

Then a billion dollars ago, under this 
administration and under the Repub-
lican leadership, a billion dollars ago 
was only 3 hours and 32 minutes at the 
rate that the administration and this 
Republican Congress spends money. 

So we have a billion hours ago, it was 
the stone age; a billion seconds ago, it 
was 31 years ago; a billion minutes ago, 
it was 104 A.D. and we were first talk-
ing about the invention of paper. But 
under the Republican leadership and 
this administration, a billion dollars 
ago was only 3 hours 32 minutes at the 
rate of spending under this administra-
tion and the Congressional leadership. 
It is just astonishing, it really is, if 
you think about it, broken down in this 
way. 

All the American people want is their 
confidence restored. All they want to 
see is that the people here in this 
Chamber are using their heads and ap-
plying some common sense and think-
ing about the budget and the money 
that we spend in the way they would 
like to think about their own house-
hold budget, spending the money that 
we have, spending it wisely, spending it 
on things that they care about, not giv-
ing away the store, which unfortu-
nately, it appears to be the direction 
that we have been going in. 

We are giving away the store in so 
many ways. Like the port deal, for ex-
ample. We represent Miami, both of us. 
I represent Fort Lauderdale. I have 
both Port Everglades and the port of 
Miami abutting my district. 

I went down to the port of Miami, 
you and I have both been there, it is 
one of the six ports that the Dubai 
Ports World deal impacts, and for the 
people that I have talked to in our 
community and the calls and commu-
nications I have been getting, it defies 
logic. They really just cannot believe 
that the President does not understand 
why people are so deeply concerned 
that we would have a foreign govern-
ment-owned corporation running the 
terminal operations at six of our major 
ports. 

This is not just any government, this 
is a government that just 5 years ago 
was involved directly, indirectly, in 
both tangential and more substantive 
ways in the 9/11 attacks. 

b 2310 

There were 58 references in the 9/11 
Commission Report to the United Arab 
Emirates and their involvement, either 
through allowing the 9/11 financing to 
be funneled through their banks, or 
just the fact that two of the 9/11 terror-
ists lived in the United Arab Emirates. 

But the astonishing thing is that 
there were no national security reviews 
triggered under the law when the ad-
ministration’s committee that re-
viewed these deals took a look at it. 
There were no alarm bells set off. And 
that is even more astonishing because 
it is not even like we are checking the 
vast majority of containers and goods 

that come through our ports. Less than 
6 percent, if you take a look at this 
chart, less than 6 percent of U.S. cargo 
coming through our ports is physically 
inspected, Mr. Speaker. Ninety-five 
percent is not inspected, 5 percent is 
inspected. 

And that is in spite of the fact that 
Democrats have repeatedly proposed 
increasing the funding so that we can 
ensure more of the cargo coming 
through our ports is inspected. Lit-
erally what I learned when I went to 
the Port of Miami, Mr. MEEK, is that in 
the last 5 years we have increased our 
security funding at our airports by $18 
billion, which is a good thing. I mean 
that is absolutely essential. 

And we have increased our port secu-
rity funding by $700 million. Now, if 
you remember, I just went over the dif-
ference of what a billion means. So $18 
billion on airport security, less than 
$700 million on port security. 

I mean, you cannot rest our Nation’s 
security on taking your shoes off as 
you go through the magnetometer at 
an airport. That cannot be the sum 
total of the additional security that we 
have increased since 9/11. I yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
think the point was, and we were all 
campaigning during the initial vote for 
the war. But I remember making the 
argument as I was campaigning, as I 
think a lot of other Democrats were 
here in the House, instead of going off 
to war, the alternative was, now we are 
spending a billion and a half dollars a 
week in Iraq, I think one of the alter-
native proposals was to fund this stuff, 
take care of the Nation’s security, take 
care of the ports, make sure that we 
have enough people to do the kind of 
real inspection that we think needs to 
be done instead of spending the money 
elsewhere. 

And when you think about it in a log-
ical way, that this money is going to 
be spent to hire American workers to 
protect America, it makes a lot of 
sense. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. It has 
just been astonishing to me. I literally 
have had more calls in a shorter period 
of time on this issue from constituents, 
and not the organized calls, not the 
calls that groups generate, that they, 
you know, send an e-mail out to their 
members and say, call your Congress-
woman, here is her phone number. 

This is Joe and Jane Average Con-
stituent who saw the news or read the 
newspaper or listened to the radio and 
called me and said, you know, what is 
going on here? Do these people not get 
it? How could they not get it? I have 
had little old ladies crying on the other 
end of the phone in my district office 
because the flames that have been 
fanned so much by this administration 
on the terror threat and national secu-
rity, which is understandable because 
we really needed to raise the level of 
concern in America about being con-
scious of our own security. That is un-
derstandable. 

But for the President to be shocked 
by the American people’s reaction, 
that is what is so astonishing, that 
they are really the victims, I guess. 
Their decision is really the result of 
their own magnification of this issue. 
And, you know, that they have not re-
sponded with the funding that we need 
to enhance port security is just truly 
shocking. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I just want to 
make this point too, Mr. Speaker, that, 
you know, we are not saying that when 
the Democrats take over in January 
that all of a sudden we are going to in-
spect every single ship that comes into 
the United States of America. That is 
not what we are saying. 

But what we are saying, first is be-
cause we are going to have to start bal-
ancing the budget and start plugging a 
lot of the holes that the Republican 
majority will have left us to clean up, 
what we are saying is, 5 percent of the 
cargo coming in is a small amount. 

And when the Democrats are in 
charge, we want to refocus our efforts 
on port security and make a little bit 
more of an effort. So it may not be 100 
percent, but we are saying that it is a 
priority for us to make this kind of in-
vestment. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. The question, 
Mr. Speaker here is, does the Repub-
lican majority have the will and the 
desire to make the kind of change we 
need to take or make to protect this 
country? The will and the desire. 

Now, the will may be there, but the 
desire is questionable. And I think it is 
important, because there are other pri-
orities that the Republican majority, 
and I would say some of them join in 
with some of us Democrats, very few, 
unfortunately, it is in the single digits, 
because we are not able to promote 
some of things that we need to promote 
to protect this country. 

Now over the weekend, there were a 
lot of pundits out there talking about, 
wow, you know, this thing may very 
well change, this thing meaning the 
U.S. House of Representatives, the U.S. 
Senate, because the Republican major-
ity, Mr. Speaker, has fumbled the ball 
time after time again. 

Since this is now NCAA time, they 
have lost the ball when they were sup-
posed to shoot a shot on behalf of pro-
tecting this country. The other team is 
taking it the other way. I think it is 
important to get in the spirit. We have 
to break this thing down so that we all 
understand. Some people say we need 
to put the cookie on the bottom shelf 
so that everyone can reach. 

I think it is important. I am using a 
metaphor, but I think it is important 
that everyone understands. Folks are 
wondering why we are alarmed. Now I 
can tell you, I speak here with great 
confidence, Mr. Speaker, because I 
have the facts here not fiction. I think 
it is important, Mr. RYAN, that we 
share with people that on January 29, 
2005, during a meeting of the House and 
Senate conferees, our ranking Member 
on Appropriations, Mr. OBEY, offered, 
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along with Senator BYRD, one of the 
longest-serving Senators over in the 
Senate, offered an amendment to in-
crease funding for port and container 
security by $300 million. 

The house conferees defeated the 
amendment along party lines. When we 
say along party lines, I want to make 
sure the Members understand. That 
means Republicans voted one way 
against that, increasing the funding so 
that we can be able to do what was 
said, secure the containers more. 

Can we get that container chart up 
here, because I want to make sure, just 
in case the Republican majority, some 
of the Members have their television 
turned down, that they are able to see 
what we are talking about. Because I 
think it is important. There it is right 
there. It is already there. 

These containers here that are being 
checked, the 5 percent of them, and I 
am questioning that as a Member of 
the Homeland Security Committee if it 
is really 5 percent. As Democrats, Mr. 
Speaker, we are not saying that we 
want to do something about it, we are 
trying to do something about it. But 
the Republican majority is not allow-
ing us to do so. 

And we want to make sure that we 
share with them, because we want 
their constituents to know and we 
want our constituents to know that we 
are fighting on their behalf. All of us 
are Americans saluting one flag. 

On October 7, 2005, during a meeting 
of House and Senate conferees, that is 
when House and Senate Members come 
together. When the House and Senate 
pass their individual bills, they select 
certain Members to be able to go into 
a room and work out the differences 
between that bill. 

That goes back to in our generation 
a cartoon, I am Just a Bill on Capitol 
Hill. Again, Senator BYRD and Rep-
resentative OBEY, offered an amend-
ment to increase funding to enhance 
port security by $150 million, Repub-
licans defeated it on a party-line vote. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I know you are 
getting on a roll. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I wanted to do 
a couple more. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
just want to make a point here. The 
last chart that we had up said that the 
Coast Guard is saying they need a $7 
billion increase in funding. Now you 
are reading these amendments. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, 
wait. Hasn’t the President and the Re-
publican majority said, we want to lis-
ten to people in the field and give them 
what they need when they ask for it? 
Am I correct? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That is right. 
Again this is a third-party validator. 
This is from the Federal Register. 
Coast Guard estimate to implement 
the Maritime Transportation Security 
Act, how much money do we need to 
protect ourselves? $7 billion. 

What has the Republican Congress 
appropriated? $900 million, .9 billion. 
So we have got a long way to go here 

as you can see. So as Mr. MEEK is going 
to start reading this stuff, Mr. Speak-
er, this is billions. 

Democrats were trying to put amend-
ments on that were like $150 million. 
We are not even trying to increase it 
all that much. But we are saying we 
tried a billion. We tried $500 million. 

b 2320 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We are trying 
to work in a bipartisan way. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. There 
is a $6 billion gap between what the 
Coast Guard says they need and what 
the Republican Congress appropriated. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You are making a 
strong point here, Mr. MEEK. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, it is 
not a point. This is fact, Mr. Speaker. 
I think it is important that we say 
June 18, 2004, Democrats supported an 
amendment to increase port container 
security by $400 million. Republicans 
have refused to allow it to be consid-
ered, the amendment to be considered. 
That means they moved on a proce-
dural way. 

June 9, 2004, Democrats supported 
Obey amendment once again in Appro-
priations Committee to increase con-
tainer security by $400 million. Repub-
licans defeated it on a party-line vote. 
That is House report 108–541, page 128. 

Now, we have all of this stuff that 
will be on the Web site, Mr. Speaker, so 
that other Members can get to it, and 
it goes on and on and on. 

Enough of this, the Democrats do not 
have plans. That is what the majority 
wants you to believe. We have plans. 
Unfortunately, they cannot be reality 
because the Republican majority does 
not want to work in a bipartisan way. 
And it is upsetting. It is beyond upset-
ting because our country is being jeop-
ardized. Meanwhile, we have individ-
uals that are hired by the Republican 
majority going out here talking to 
these cable shows and Sunday shows on 
spend. This is not about spend. This is 
about making America stronger and 
more secure. 

The bottom line is the reason why, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, many of the 
Republicans are getting a little shaky 
now, because on this subject, Mr. 
Speaker, we have been on top of it. The 
record speaks for itself. Fiscal respon-
sibility: we have been on top of it. On 
securing America: we have been on top 
of it. On innovation: there is not an 
issue that Americans are looking for 
that we have not tried to address and 
continued to try to address even 
though we are in the minority. Being 
in the minority is not an excuse for us. 
It is just something that does not allow 
us procedurally to allow these Amer-
ican ideas to bubble up and allow the 
American people to be prepared. 

You want to talk about fuel. We can 
talk about that too. You can talk 
about energy. We can do all of these 
things. But until the American people 
truly understand that what they hear 
from the Republican majority is not 
necessarily fact, then we are going to 

continue to go in the wrong direction 
as it relates to the history of this coun-
try. 

Being a Member of this Congress, I 
almost feel that we are just as impor-
tant as the Continental Congress, the 
first Congress, because now, no other 
time in the history of the country have 
we been in this kind of posture as a 
country, not due to the fact what folks 
are doing on foreign soil. It is what the 
Republican majority is doing to us 
right now based on friends and family 
and a number of things that have 
taken place in this Chamber unprece-
dented. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, I am sorry, 
I wanted to make sure I got that out 
because I think it is important, not 
only third-party validators, the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and actions we 
have taken, because it does not upset 
me, the fact that this stuff is not being 
reported the way it should be reported; 
but I am extremely concerned about 
the fact that we have the Republican 
majority that is not even shaken by 
this. Meanwhile, 50 percent of our debt, 
almost 50 percent of our debt is being 
owned by foreign interests. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. What 
is amazing, and you are so right, what 
has happened in the last several weeks 
is there has been an effort by the Bush 
administration since this DPW port 
deal has come to light to portray this 
as people who have a problem with 
Middle Eastern countries and even 
have gone so far as to say, well, why 
are you concerned, because Federal 
agencies control and conduct all port 
security. 

I learned and knew this, but it was il-
luminated even more clearly when I 
went to the port that that is not the 
case. Yes, on the external port prop-
erties the government body running 
the port, in our case, in Miami it is the 
Board of County Commissioners in 
Miami, they are responsible for exter-
nal security. But at a terminal in the 
Port of Miami Terminal Operating 
Company and under the five other ter-
minals that DPW would take over, 
they are responsible for their own in-
ternal security. They will have inti-
mate knowledge of the external secu-
rity on the port property, and they are 
responsible for security internally. 

This is a foreign government-owned 
company. This is not a private com-
pany from a foreign country. It is a for-
eign government-owned company. 

Would it be okay with anyone in this 
country, not the least of which should 
be the Bush administration, if the 
same situation occurred in an airport? 
Would we let a foreign government- 
owned company run a terminal in our 
airports? Would we let them control 
loading and off-loading passengers or 
cargo coming into an airport? Not in a 
billion, no pun intended, years. Really. 

Why are they so unconcerned about 
port security? 

Let us look at what the Coast Guard 
is responsible for. Again, third-party 
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validators. The Coast Guard on a typ-
ical day saves 15 lives, assists 117 peo-
ple in distress, protects $2.8 million in 
property, interdicts 30 illegal migrants 
at sea, conducts 90 search and rescue 
cases, seizes $21 million worth of illegal 
drugs, responds to 11 oil and hazardous 
chemical spills, and boards and in-
spects 122 vessels. 

There are 361 ports in this country 
that they are responsible for, and we 
have 95,000 miles of coastline. And the 
difference between what the Coast 
Guard has said they needed, $7.2 billion 
to really complete their mission in 
terms of port security, and what the 
Republican leadership here has appro-
priated, $910 million, is $6 billion. 
There is a disconnect from the top to 
the bottom here. It is shocking. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. When you think 
about the $16 billion in corporate wel-
fare that we have given to the energy 
companies; when you think about the 
billions and billions and billions of dol-
lars in subsidies we have given to the 
health insurance industry through the 
prescription drug program that has 
been a total debacle, you will see that 
what the Democrats are saying is that 
we have a better plan. 

We will not give $16 billion to the oil 
industry, the most profitable industry 
in the world, Mr. Speaker. We want to 
spend that money prudently, in a fash-
ion that best represents the interests 
of the American people. And that is 
what we have been trying to do as Mr. 
MEEK went through, Mr. Speaker. 
Amendment after amendment after 
amendment, the Democrats and the 
minority tried to attach to the major-
ity Republican Party’s bills. And we 
tried to get September 29, and you can 
get all of this, and we should put all of 
this on our Web site so everyone can 
see Democrats have tried and tried and 
tried to get increased funding for 
homeland security and for the protec-
tion of our ports, whether it was Mr. 
OBEY from Wisconsin, Mr. SABO, Sen-
ator BYRD, Mr. OBEY, Mr. SABO again 
and again and again. All throughout. 

This sheet goes from 2001, 2003, 2003, 
2003, 2003, 2004, 2004. Time and time 
again the Democratic Party has tried 
to get amendments on spending bills 
that would increase funding for port se-
curity by $100 million, by $500 million, 
by more if we could try to plug this 
gap. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. The 
thing that we did not mention yet that 
is the most outrageous is the President 
in his budget that he just proposed ac-
tually eliminates direct port security 
grants. He literally says, no, no, no, we 
do not need to directly appropriate 
grant money to individual ports for 
port security. I have a bright idea. He 
has a bright idea. He wants to let ports 
compete for security grant funding 
with railway stations and airports and 
have any one of these transportation- 
related entryways to our country com-
pete for security grants. 

I mean, I do not understand that. He 
proposed it last year, and the response 

from the Republican Congress was a 
$910 million appropriations for port se-
curity. And now he is proposing it yet 
again. 

b 2330 

Where are their priorities? If we are 
going to propose cuts to try to get the 
budget deficit situation under control, 
do we start with port security? I mean, 
when they are sitting down around the 
table in the Roosevelt Room, I really 
want to be a fly on the wall sometimes. 
Who in there is saying port security 
grants, that is what we should, that is 
how we are going to solve the deficit? 
Medicaid funding, we have got all the 
poor people covered with health care; 
who are the people the most in need, 
where are our most significant needs, 
let us cut those. It is astonishing. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Again, I just want 
to make this point because we are not 
demagoguing this issue. What we are 
saying is 95 percent of the cargo com-
ing into the country is not inspected. 
All we are saying is it should not be 5 
percent. Should it be 90 or 80 or 70 or 50 
or 40? It should be certainly something 
more than 5 percent, and all we are 
saying is we are giving corporate sub-
sidies to the oil industry, giving cor-
porate subsidies to the energy compa-
nies, giving corporate subsidies, to-
tally, billions and billions and billions, 
to the health industry. You are giving 
tax cuts to Bill Gates, and this is going 
on. 

So Democrats, Mr. Speaker, want to 
say let us increase this gradually as we 
are able to balance the budget and 
hopefully make investments in this. 
You are going to hire American people, 
hire American worker, protect the 
country, send a signal across the world 
that do not even try it, okay. That is 
the bottom line. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. There 
is also specifically related to this 
Dubai Ports World deal a way to deal 
with it. There is the bigger issue of 
port security, and then there is this 
deal. What is it that is so darn impor-
tant about this deal that it caused the 
President to threaten his first veto 
that if, God forbid, the Congress would 
do something crazy like pass legisla-
tion to stop it, to slow it down to con-
duct the national security review that 
should be done? I have the legislation 
that I have introduced on the House 
side and Senators MENENDEZ and CLIN-
TON and BILL NELSON from our State 
that have introduced on the Senate 
side that would say that we should not 
allow foreign government companies to 
own or lease ports from us in this coun-
try and we should stop this deal and we 
should review the other foreign govern-
ment-owned terminals that currently 
already are in the United States and 
give congressional oversight in that 
area. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is a no-brainer, and we called for a vote 
last week, Mr. Speaker, to stop the 
port deal, period. Forty-five days for 
what? What do we have to think about 

here? That 45 days later we are going 
to say it is okay for foreign interests 
to be able to operate six of our major 
ports, including New York, that the 
whole thing, 9/11, should mean some-
thing? Our major ports, fine, that is 
okay, but let me tell you something, 
we do not have to wait 45 days to not 
do the deal. You got folks in the Re-
publican majority who say, well, you 
know, after 45-days we are going to— 
after 45 days, the facts are still going 
to be the facts. 

The Coast Guard raised the question 
of security as it relates to this port 
deal, and deals like this happen every 
day here in Washington, D.C., under 
this Republican majority and this 
White House. The President dared the 
Congress to pass a bill because he 
would veto it. That is on the record. I 
did not say it. He said it. 

You know something, I would like to 
tell the Republican majority to leader 
it. We are trying to call for a vote, and 
I guarantee you there will be another 
attempt to call a vote this week. We 
want to separate the leaders from the 
followers. We say we want to balance 
the budget, which we have done. The 
Republican majority say they want to 
cut it in half. You take the choice what 
you want. Do you want to continue to 
have foreign countries buy our debt? 
But that is for individuals willing to be 
followers. The thing about the United 
States is we believe in leadership. We 
want to lead. We do not want to follow. 

The bottom line is the Republican 
majority is fine with following eco-
nomically, following as it relates to 
leadership on this port deal. They have 
a problem because they have been rub-
ber stamping everything that the 
President has said. The President says 
let us turn right, okay, let us turn 
right; okay, let us turn left, they turn 
left. That is not what the Constitution 
says. 

We did not stand out in front of the 
precinct saying, hey, I am running for 
Congress; I am willing to do everything 
that the President asks me to do, re-
gardless of how you feel about it. That 
is not what we ran for office for, Mr. 
Speaker. 

So when we look at these deals, I 
think it is very, very important. Sec-
retary Snow is asking us to raise the 
debt ceiling by $82 billion. Who is going 
to buy that debt? Who is going to buy 
it? 

Can I for a minute talk about who is 
buying it and who will buy it? Here is 
my map here again. This is not a 
weather map. This is a map to talk 
about who is going to buy this $821 bil-
lion that Secretary Snow is calling for, 
not because he feels like it. It is be-
cause he has to. 

I am going to start off with the big 
one. Japan, $862 billion of our debt. 
Japan is not a county anywhere in any 
of these States. China, Red China, 
China has all the jobs. China, that has 
a positive trade with the United States 
but we do not have positive trade with 
them, are buying up our country while 
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the Republican majority is sitting here 
saying do not worry about it America, 
trust us. The UK, $223.2 billion owned 
of the United States of America debt. 
Taiwan, $71.3 billion. Korea, that 
should ring a bell with some people and 
especially some of our veterans, $66.5 
billion. Germany, Germany should ring 
a bell with some of our veterans, $65.7 
billion of our debt, and Canada, just 
north of, us $53.8 billion. OPEC Na-
tions, oh, wow, who are they? It hap-
pens to be Saudi Arabia, happens to be 
Iran, happens to be Iraq. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. UAE. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. $67.8 billion. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when we start talking 
about raising the debt ceiling and re-
sponsibility, we balanced the budget. 
We did not have these issues. When I 
say ‘‘we,’’ I am saying the Democratic 
Congress balanced the budget without 
a single Republican vote. 

The reason why I speak boldly on 
this issue is the fact that it is fact and 
it is not fiction and that we are sharing 
it with them. The real issue, when you 
talk about the ports, some Members 
may say the bill that you have and a 
number of Members signed on to in the 
Senate, a number of Members who have 
signed on to it, Mr. Speaker, they are 
saying, well, you know, I do not rep-
resent a port city or a coastal city so I 
do not have anything to worry about. 
Well, guess what, these containers that 
we see here are all throughout America 
because these containers are loaded on 
to trucks and trains, and they go 
through America. If a terrorist wants 
to put a nuclear device in one of these 
containers to be put into activation in 
a certain U.S. city, they have the 
power to do so because they know that 
we only check 5 percent. That is not 
because we cannot check more. It is be-
cause we cannot get amendments 
passed here as Democrats in the minor-
ity to check more and protect America. 
So I think it is important we do it. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think it is im-
portant for us to say, Mr. Speaker, to 
the Members of this chamber that this 
is brinksmanship now with the debt 
ceiling. We are on the line here, and 
Secretary Snow, and I do not know if 
you went over this before. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I did but go 
over it again. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. March 6 sent a 
letter to John Spratt who is our rank-
ing Democrat on the Budget Com-
mittee. Today, it was reported in the 
Associated Press the Secretary told 
Congress yesterday in this letter, the 
administration is taking, quote, all 
prudent and legal actions, end quote, 
including tapping certain government 
retirement funds. Now they are tapping 
retirement funds to keep from reaching 
the $8.2 trillion national debt limit, 
and in the letter to Congress he said 
that we need to raise the debt ceiling 
immediately to avoid the first govern-
ment default on its obligations in U.S. 
history. 

b 2340 
If this outfit hasn’t gotten us into a 

real predicament, I don’t know what a 

predicament is. If we don’t raise the 
debt ceiling, we are going to default on 
our obligations. The United States of 
America, Mr. Speaker, for the first 
time in our history. 

I would be happy to yield. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. There 

is a very simple solution: we return to 
PAYGO rules. We return to the days 
when we spent what we had, like people 
in American households try to do every 
single day and struggle to do. But we 
have the ability to establish a rule. We 
have the ability to follow a rule that 
says we will only spend what we have. 
We have advocated, as Democrats, re-
storing the PAYGO rule, and we have 
been repeatedly rejected by the Repub-
lican leadership because they just want 
to continue to borrow and spend, bor-
row and spend. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. So let us look at 
this. We talked about two things basi-
cally tonight. We talked about the 
ports and the debt ceiling. On the port 
deal, to try to increase spending, the 
Democrats offered, I don’t know, a 
dozen different amendments to try to 
increase funding from U.S. ports, and 
each time the Republican majority 
shot our idea down. 

We had ideas. We offered solutions. 
The Republican majority, Mr. Speaker, 
shot us down. Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
just talked about the pay-as-you-go 
system, where if you pay more for a 
program, you have to find money some-
where. You have to raise revenue or 
cut spending, but you have to pay for it 
so we don’t have to borrow from all 
these foreign countries. 

Former Member Mr. Stenholm of-
fered an amendment to try to imple-
ment PAYGO rules into the budget 
process. Mr. THOMPSON from California 
tried to do it, Mr. MOORE from Kansas 
tried to do it, and Mr. SPRATT tried to 
do it on numerous occasions, to imple-
ment pay-as-you-go rules to try to con-
strain the reckless spending from our 
Republican colleagues, Mr. Speaker. 
And in each instance, Mr. MEEK, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, it was the Repub-
lican majority who said we will not ac-
cept fiscal discipline, we will not ac-
cept increased funding for our ports; 
and the Democrats were the party of-
fering the ideas and offering the 
amendments time and time and time 
and time again to prevent this from 
happening, where we owe Japan $682 
billion, we owe China $250 billion, and 
we owe OPEC countries, Mr. MEEK, 
$67.8 billion. 

Now, that is a shame. And I don’t 
like that. And I don’t think the Amer-
ican people like that. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, you 

are 110 percent right. As we close, Mr. 
Speaker, since we have only 3 minutes 
or so left, once again we have seen this 
chart, and as I have said before, it will 
be in the National Archives. We are not 
trying to make history, but just to re-
port what is going on here so the 
American people will know this. 

In 224 years of great history in this 
great country of ours, 1776 to 2000, 42 

Presidents, $1.01 trillion was borrowed 
from foreign nations. That is 224 years. 
And in 4 years, from 2001 to 2005, Presi-
dent Bush, and we don’t want to leave 
out the Republican Congress, borrowed 
$1.05 trillion from foreign nations, in 4 
years, jeopardizing the financial secu-
rity of this country. 

Mr. RYAN, you are 110 percent right 
to be alarmed. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Thank you. 
Thank you. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. You are 110 
percent right to be alarmed. 

Mr. Speaker, I challenge the Repub-
lican majority to give us a good way to 
talk about this. They can’t. They can’t, 
Mr. Speaker. We hope we can have 
what we call a paradigm shift, a change 
in the way we do business here in 
Washington, D.C., not on behalf of the 
Democratic Party but on behalf of the 
American people. 

So we are looking for a comprehen-
sive game plan, Mr. Speaker, because 
we have one. We have one on this side. 
History is on our side. The precedent is 
on our side of trying to do something 
about it. We ask for the majority to 
join us in this. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
MEEK, the point I want to add is this 
body has openings for people of cour-
age, and we encourage them to apply 
for those jobs over the next several 
months. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Job openings. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. There 

are job openings for people of courage. 
We need a few more people of courage. 
There are a couple on that side, but we 
need a whole lot more. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
www. House Democrats.gov/ 
30something. That is 
www.HouseDemocrats.gov/ 
30something. Members of Congress can 
go to this Web site and access all of the 
charts, see our third-party validators, 
and see why we are so alarmed at what 
is going on here in our Nation’s cap-
ital. 

I yield to my good friend, Mr. MEEK. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 

with that we would like to thank not 
only the Democratic leadership but 
also many of us here in the House who 
are trying to work hard on behalf of 
the American people. I know we all are, 
but I think it is important that we 
bring these issues to the forefront. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). The 
Chair would remind Members to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair and 
not to persons outside the Chamber. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. COSTA (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week. 
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Mr. CUELLAR (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today. 
Mr. HINOJOSA (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today and March 8. 
Mr. REYES (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today. 
Mr. SWEENEY (at the request of Mr. 

BOEHNER) for today on account of ill-
ness. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana (at the re-
quest of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on ac-
count of illness. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mrs. MCCARTHY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today and 
March 8. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today and March 8 and 9. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, today March 8 and 9. 

Mr. KING of Iowa, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today and 

March 8 and 9. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 2320. An act to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 
for the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, March 8, 2006, at 10 a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Speaker-authorized official travel during the 
second, third and fourth quarter of 2005 and the first quarter of 2006, pursuant to Public Law 95–384 are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MR. GERASIMOS C. VANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN NOV. 20 AND NOV. 28, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Gerasimos C. Vans .................................................. 11 /20 11 /28 Australia ............................................... .................... 748.00 .................... 9,738.62 .................... .................... .................... 10,487.62 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 10,487.62 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

GERASIMOS C. VANS, Dec. 12, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN DEC. 2 AND DEC. 6, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Alcee L. Hastings ............................................ 12 /3 12 /6 Slovenia ................................................ 79,357 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 79,357 390.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... 79,357 390.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 79,357 390.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ALCEE L. HASTINGS, Chairman, Jan. 8, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, MR. DANIEL SCANDLING, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 13 AND JAN. 20, 2006 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Daniel Scandling ..................................................... ............. 1 /13 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,457.25 .................... .................... .................... 6,457.25 
1 /14 1 /17 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 867.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 867.00 
1 /17 1 /19 Lebanon ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
1 /15 1 /20 France ................................................... .................... 375.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 375.54 
1 /20 ................. USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,242.54 .................... 6,457.25 .................... .................... .................... 7,699.79 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DANIEL SCANDLING, Feb. 6, 2006. 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO DENNARK, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 16 AND APR. 19, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Alcee L. Hastings ............................................ 4 /16 4 /19 Denmark ............................................... .................... 546.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 546.00 
Fred Turner .............................................................. 4 /16 4 /19 Denmark ............................................... .................... 546.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 546.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,092.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,092.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ALCEE L. HASTINGS, Chairman, Feb. 15, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LITHUANIA AND LATVIA, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 11 AND OCT. 14, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

John M. Shimkus ..................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. 255 1,007.36 .................... .................... .................... .................... 255 1,007.36 
10 /12 10 /14 Latvia .................................................... 235.32Ls 405.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... 235.32Ls 405.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,412.36 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,412.36 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JOHN SHIMKUS, Nov. 11, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO NATO PARLIAMENTARIAN ASSEMBLY FALL MEETING IN COPENHAGEN, DENMARK, HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN NOV. 11 AND NOV. 15, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Michael Bilirakis ............................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Dan Burton ...................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. John Boozman ................................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Ben Chandler .................................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Jo Ann Emerson .............................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Paul Gillmor .................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Joel Hefley ....................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Dennis Moore .................................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Mike Ross ........................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Tom Tancredo .................................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. John Tanner ..................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Ellen Tauscher ................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Hon. Tom Udall ........................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Melissa Adamson .................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Kathy Becker ............................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Paul Gallis ............................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Beverly Hallock ........................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Kay King .................................................................. 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Susan Olson ............................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Scott Palmer ............................................................ 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,170.00 .................... 2,940.11 .................... .................... .................... 4,110.00 
Patrick Prisco .......................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Mark Wellman .......................................................... 11 /11 11 /15 Denmark ............................................... .................... 1,664.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,664.00 
Delegation expenses: 

Representational functions ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,014.14 .................... 2,014.14 
Miscellaneous ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 342.70 .................... 342.70 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 36,114.00 .................... 2,940.11 .................... 2,356.84 .................... 41,410.95 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JOEL HEFLEY, Chairman, Jan. 20, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO COSTA RICA, EL SALVADOR, GUATEMALA, DOMINICAN REPUBLIC, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
EXPENDED BETWEEN DEC. 19 AND DEC. 23, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Roy Blunt ........................................................ 12 /19 12 /20 Costa Rica ............................................ .................... 2,873.00 .................... 941.31 .................... 4,893.45 .................... 8,707.76 
Mike Caraway .......................................................... 12 /20 12 /20 El Salvador ........................................... .................... .................... .................... 185.00 .................... 471.94 .................... 656.94 
Hon. Mark Foley ....................................................... 12 /20 12 /22 Guatemala ............................................ .................... 5,356.00 .................... 6,376.00 .................... 4,242.00 .................... 15,974.00 
Hon. Rubén Hinojosa ............................................... 12 /22 12 /23 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 3,120.00 .................... 1,125.00 .................... 3,329.00 .................... 7,574.00 
Hon. Greg Meeks ..................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Dennis Moore .................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Solomon Ortiz .................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Brian Diffell ............................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Michelle Hawks ........................................................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Scott Palmer ............................................................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Amy Burnside Steinmann ........................................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Susan Burson Taylor ............................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Wilson Livingood ...................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 11,349.00 .................... 8,627.31 .................... 12,936.39 .................... 32,912.70 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ROY BLUNT, Chairman, Jan. 10, 2006. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH630 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO INDIA, THAILAND, VIETNAM, AND SINGAPORE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 10 

AND JAN. 20, 2006 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar equivalent or 
U.S. 

currency 2 

Hon. Paul E. Gillmor ..................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Jerry F. Costello .................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Sam Johnson ........................................ 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Kay Granger ......................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Dennis J. Kucinich ............................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Greg Walden ......................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Bobby Jindal ......................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Rev. Daniel P. Coughlin ............................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Chris Walker ................................................. 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Rachel Perry ................................................. 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Martha Morrison ........................................... 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Steve Rusnak ................................................ 1 /10 1 /13 India ............................................ .................... 1,338.65 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,338.65 
Hon. Paul E. Gillmor ..................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Jerry F. Costello .................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Sam Johnson ........................................ 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Kay Granger ......................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Dennis J. Kucinich ............................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Greg Walden ......................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Hon. Bobby Jindal ......................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Rev. Daniel P. Coughlin ............................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Chris Walker ................................................. 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Rachel Perry ................................................. 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Martha Morrison ........................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Steve Rusnak ................................................ 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 694.72 
Mark Wellman ............................................... 1 /13 1 /16 Thailand ....................................... .................... 694.72 .................... 3,563.50 .................... .................... .................... 4,258.22 
Hon. Paul E. Gillmor ..................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Jerry F. Costello .................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Sam Johnson ........................................ 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Kay Granger ......................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Dennis J. Kucinich ............................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Greg Walden ......................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Bobby Jindal ......................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Rev. Daniel P. Coughlin ............................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Chris Walker ................................................. 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Rachel Perry ................................................. 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Martha Morrison ........................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Steve Rusnak ................................................ 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Mark Wellman ............................................... 1 /16 1 /18 Vietnam ....................................... .................... 464.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 464.00 
Hon. Paul E. Gillmor ..................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Jerry F. Costello .................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Sam Johnson ........................................ 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Kay Granger ......................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Dennis J. Kucinich ............................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Greg Walden ......................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Hon. Bobby Jindal ......................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Rev. Daniel P. Coughlin ............................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Chris Walker ................................................. 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Rachel Perry ................................................. 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Martha Morrison ........................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Steve Rusnak ................................................ 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 
Mark Wellman ............................................... 1 /18 1 /20 Singapore ..................................... .................... 1,375.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,375.00 

Committee total .............................. ............. ................. ...................................................... .................... 52,565.66 .................... 3,563.50 .................... .................... .................... 52,565.66 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, Chairman, Feb. 2. 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO LEBANON AND FRANCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 23 AND JAN. 28, 2006 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Robert Lawrence ...................................................... 1 /23 1 /27 Lebanon ................................................ .................... 808.00 .................... (3) 6,913.69 .................... .................... .................... 7,721.69 
Thomas Ross ........................................................... 1 /23 1 /27 Lebanon ................................................ .................... 808.00 .................... (3) 6,913.69 .................... .................... .................... 7,721.69 
Robert Lawrence ...................................................... 1 /27 1 /28 France ................................................... .................... 453.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 453.00 
Thomas Ross ........................................................... 1 /27 1 /28 France ................................................... .................... 453.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 453.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,522.00 .................... 13,827.38 .................... .................... .................... 16,349.38 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Transportation expense is for entire trip. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 
BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Janice Helwig ........................................................... ............. 7 /11 USA ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,225.07 .................... .................... .................... 4,225.07 
7 /12 9 /30 Austria .................................................. .................... 19,415.03 .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... 19,683.03 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 19,415.03 .................... 4,493.07 .................... .................... .................... 23,908.10 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, Chairman, Oct. 25, 2005. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H631 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 

BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Janice Helwig ........................................................... 10 /1 12 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 16,078.09 .................... 72.13 .................... .................... .................... 16,150.13 
12 /2 12 /7 Slovenia ................................................ .................... 1,535.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,535.00 
12 /7 12 /19 Austria .................................................. .................... 4,360.16 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,360.16 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 21,973.25 .................... 72.13 .................... .................... .................... 22,045.29 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, Chairman, Jan. 13, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FRIENDS OF IRELAND, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 15 AND JAN. 19, 2006 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. James T. Walsh ............................................... 1 /16 1 /17 Ireland .................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
1 /17 1 /18 N. Ireland .............................................. .................... 361.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 361.00 
1 /18 1 /19 England ................................................ .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

Hon. Tim Murphy ..................................................... 1 /16 1 /17 Ireland .................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
1 /17 1 /18 N. Ireland .............................................. .................... 361.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 361.00 
1 /18 1 /19 England ................................................ .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

Hon. Brian Higgins .................................................. 1 /16 1 /17 Ireland .................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
1 /17 1 /18 N. Ireland .............................................. .................... 361.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 361.00 
1 /18 1 /19 England ................................................ .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

Timothy Drumm ....................................................... 1 /16 1 /17 Ireland .................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
1 /17 1 /18 N. Ireland .............................................. .................... 361.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 361.00 
1 /18 1 /19 England ................................................ .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

William Tranghese ................................................... 1 /16 1 /17 Ireland .................................................. .................... 692.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 692.00 
1 /17 1 /18 N. Ireland .............................................. .................... 361.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 361.00 
1 /18 1 /19 England ................................................ .................... 542.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 542.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 7,975.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JIM T. WELCH, Feb. 1, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Dave Ebersole .......................................................... 12 /13 12 /18 Hong Kong ............................................ .................... 895.00 .................... 7,821.18 .................... .................... .................... 8,716.18 
Bryan Dierlam .......................................................... 12 /19 12 /20 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 362.00 

12 /20 12 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 136.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 136.00 
12 /21 12 /21 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... (3) Military .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /21 12 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Hon. John Barrow .................................................... 11 /19 11 /20 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /20 11 /20 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... (3) Military .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Hon. Collin Peterson ................................................ 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /29 12 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... (3) Military .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /30 1 /3 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 1,117.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 1,117.00 
12 /31 1 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 (3) Military .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
1 /3 1 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... .................... (3) Military .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 4,704.00 .................... 7,821.18 .................... .................... .................... 12,525.18 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

BOB GOODLATTE, Chairman, Jan. 25, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 
DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Jim Kolbe ......................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 
10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 672.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 672.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Betsy Phillips ........................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 622.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 622.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Rob Blair ................................................................. 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 622.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 622.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. John Carter ...................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 672.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 672.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH632 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 

DEC. 31, 2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Denny Rehberg ................................................ 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 672.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 672.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. James Moran ................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 672.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 672.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Martin Sabo .................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 672.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 672.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,161.81 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,161.81 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 270.58 .................... .................... .................... 270.58 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Beverly Pheto ........................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 510.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 510.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 622.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 622.00 
10 /14 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 827.35 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 827.35 

Misc. Embassy Costs ..................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,565.36 .................... 2,565.36 
Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,684.08 .................... .................... .................... 2,684.08 

............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
Chester Lee Turner III .............................................. 10 /2 10 /11 Russia ................................................... .................... 3,568.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,568.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,813.16 .................... .................... .................... 5,813.16 
Hon. Jim Kolbe ......................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 536.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 536.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
12 /2 12 /3 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,127.76 .................... .................... .................... 10,127.76 
Hon. Mark S. Kirk .................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 536.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 536.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
12 /2 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 9,054.79 .................... .................... .................... 9,054.79 
Elizabeth A. Phillips ................................................ 11 /28 11 /29 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 536.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 536.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
12 /2 12 /3 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,595.26 .................... .................... .................... 8,595.26 
Nisha Desai ............................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 536.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 536.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
12 /2 12 /3 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00 

Commercial Airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,595.26 .................... .................... .................... 8,595.26 
Hon. Jack Kingston .................................................. 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 

11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Part Commercial Airfare ................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,018.97 .................... .................... .................... 3,018.97 
............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Denny Rehberg ................................................ 11 /28 11 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.08 

Commitee total .......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 24,227.82 .................... 20,519.06 .................... 20,522.88 .................... 65,269.76 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JERRY LEWIS, Chairman. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, OFFICE OF SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 
BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Susan G. Joseph ...................................................... 10 /29 10 /31 Japan .................................................... .................... 278.25 .................... 9,020.58 .................... 37.00 .................... 9,335.83 
10 /31 11 /1 Japan .................................................... .................... 321.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 321.25 
11 /1 11 /2 Korea ..................................................... .................... 231.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 231.00 
11 /2 11 /3 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /3 11 /4 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /4 11 /5 Korea ..................................................... .................... 231.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 231.00 

John N. Phillips ....................................................... 10 /26 10 /29 Guam .................................................... .................... 731.25 .................... 7,821.90 .................... 26.00 .................... 8,579.15 
10 /30 10 /31 Japan .................................................... .................... 278.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 278.25 
10 /31 11 /1 Japan .................................................... .................... 321.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 321.25 
11 /1 11 /2 Korea ..................................................... .................... 231.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 231.00 
11 /2 11 /3 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /3 11 /4 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /4 11 /4 Korea ..................................................... .................... 308.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 308.00 
11 /27 11 /28 England ................................................ .................... 353.75 .................... 11,008.95 .................... 320.24 .................... 11,682.94 
11 /28 11 /29 England ................................................ .................... 487.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 487.50 
11 /30 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 946.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 946.00 
12 /2 12 /6 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 1,188.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,188.00 
12 /6 12 /8 Singapore .............................................. .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 

Daniel C. Sparks ..................................................... 10 /26 10 /29 Guam .................................................... .................... 731.25 .................... 7,821.90 .................... .................... .................... 8,553.15 
10 /30 10 /31 Japan .................................................... .................... 278.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 278.25 
10 /31 11 /1 Japan .................................................... .................... 321.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 321.25 
11 /1 11 /2 Korea ..................................................... .................... 231.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 231.00 
11 /2 11 /3 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /3 11 /4 Korea ..................................................... .................... 142.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 142.00 
11 /4 11 /4 Korea ..................................................... .................... 308.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 308.00 

L. Michael Welsh ..................................................... 10 /26 10 /28 Guam .................................................... .................... 450.00 .................... 7,044.02 .................... 13.58 .................... 7,507.60 
Douglas D. Nosik ..................................................... 11 /27 11 /28 England ................................................ .................... 353.75 .................... 11,008.95 .................... 213.39 .................... 11,576.09 

11 /28 11 /29 England ................................................ .................... 487.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 487.50 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H633 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, OFFICE OF SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED 

BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

11 /30 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 946.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 946.00 
12 /2 12 /6 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 1,188.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,188.00 
12 /6 12 /8 Singapore .............................................. .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 

H.C. Young ............................................................... 11 /30 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 860.00 .................... 9,162.32 .................... 144.04 .................... 10,166.36 
12 /2 12 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 1,039.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,039.50 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 14,793.00 .................... 62,888.62 .................... 754.25 .................... 78,435.87 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JERRY LEWIS, Chairman, Jan. 9, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 
DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Visit to Kuwait, Iraq, Ireland, September 30–Octo-
ber 4, 2005: 

Hon. Thelma Drake ......................................... 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
10 /1 10 /3 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Jeanette James ............................................... 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
10 /1 10 /3 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Andrew Hunter ................................................ 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
10 /1 10 /3 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Visit to Germany, Kazakhstan, Georgia, Azerbaijan 
with Codel Issa, October 7–17, 2005: 

Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..................................... 10 /8 10 /8 Germany ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /8 10 /12 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 934.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 934.00 
10 /12 10 /13 Georgia ................................................. .................... 295.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 295.00 
10 /13 10 /14 Azerbaijan ............................................. .................... 378.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 378.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,074.10 .................... .................... .................... 4,074.10 
Visit to Italy, November 4–7, 2005: 

Hon. Curt Weldon ........................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 
Hon. Roscoe Bartlett ...................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 
Hon. G.K. Butterfield ...................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 
Douglas Roach ............................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 
Mark Lewis ..................................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,153.00 
Delegation Expenses ....................................... 11 /5 11 /7 Italy ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,317.16 .................... 3,317.16 

Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, Germany, November 18–22, 
2005: 

Hon. John Kline ............................................... 11 /19 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /19 11 /20 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

John Wason ..................................................... 11 /19 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /19 11 /20 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Heath Bope ..................................................... 11 /19 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /19 11 /20 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, Germany, Afghanistan, Qatar 
With Codel Murphy, November 22–27, 2005: 

Hon. Ike Skelton ............................................. 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /27 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /27 12 /1 Germany ................................................ .................... 358.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 358.00 

Hon. Jim Marshall .......................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /27 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /27 11 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 358.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 358.00 

Mary Ellen Fraser ........................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /27 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /27 11 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 358.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 358.00 

Erin Conaton ................................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /27 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /27 12 /1 Germany ................................................ .................... 358.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 358.00 

Miriam Wolff ................................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /27 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /27 11 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 358.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 358.00 

Delegation Expenses ....................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,416.21 .................... 1,416.21 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,564.55 .................... 2,564.55 

Visit to India, Pakistan, France, November 26–De-
cember 3, 2005 With Codel Burton: 

Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Visit to Switzerland, Belgium, The United Kingdom 
With Codel Issa, November 27–December 4, 
2005 

Hon. Silvestre Reyes ....................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 764.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 764.00 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,320.00 

Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, Germany, the Netherlands, 
November 27–December 1, 2005: 

Hon. Bill Shuster ............................................ 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH634 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 

DEC. 31, 2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

Hon. Adam Smith ........................................... 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

Hon. Kendrick Meek ........................................ 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

Hon. Tim Ryan ................................................ 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

William Ostendorff .......................................... 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

Robert DeGrasse ............................................. 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /29 11 /30 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
11 /30 12 /1 The Netherlands ................................... .................... 261.80 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.80 

Delegation Expenses ....................................... 11 /27 11 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... .................... .................... 273.78 .................... 759.71 .................... 1,033.49 
Visit to Israel, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Italy 

With Codel Hagel, November 27–December 4, 
2005: 

Hon. Ellen Tauscher ....................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Israel ..................................................... .................... 206.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 206.00 
11 /29 11 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 187.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 187.00 
11 /30 12 /1 Saudi Arabia ......................................... .................... 197.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 197.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 
12 /2 12 /2 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /2 12 /3 Jordan ................................................... .................... 186.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 186.00 
12 /3 12 /4 Italy ....................................................... .................... 540.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 540.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7,075.53 .................... .................... .................... 7,075.53 
Visit to Iraq, Kuwait, the United Kingdom, Decem-

ber 20–28, 2005: 
Hon. Jim Saxton .............................................. 12 /24 12 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 

12 /25 12 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /26 12 /28 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 880.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 880.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 4,503.24 .................... .................... .................... 4,503.24 
Hon. Jim Marshall .......................................... 12 /24 12 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 

12 /25 12 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /26 12 /28 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 880.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 880.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,995.66 .................... .................... .................... 3,995.66 
Roger Zakheim ............................................... 12 /22 12 /24 United Kingdom .................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

12 /25 12 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
12 /25 12 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /26 12 /28 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 880.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 880.00 

Commercial Transportation ............................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,230.84 .................... .................... .................... 6,230.84 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 35,993.80 .................... 26,153.15 .................... 8,057.63 .................... 70,204.58 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DUNCAN HUNTER, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Ron Kind ......................................................... 10 /8 10 /10 Jordan, Iraq .......................................... .................... 254.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 254.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JIM NUSSLE, Chairman, Jan. 26, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 
31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Tom Osborne ................................................... 12 /19 12 /21 Tel Aviv/Israel/Jordan ........................... .................... 362.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 362.00 
12 /21 12 /22 Kuwait/Iraq ........................................... .................... 147.41 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 147.41 
12 /22 12 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Hon. Charles Boustany ............................................ 12 /19 12 /21 Tel Aviv/Israel/Jordan ........................... .................... 362.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 362.00 
12 /21 12 /22 Kuwait/Iraq ........................................... .................... 147.41 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 147.41 
12 /22 12 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Hon. Carolyn McCarthy ............................................ 12 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 4,157.82 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 4,157.82 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

JOHN BOEHNER, Chairman, Jan. 27, 2006. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:29 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00062 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 8634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H07MR6.REC H07MR6C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H635 March 7, 2006 
(ADDENDUM) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN 

OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Addendum to 3rd Quarter Report Regarding Codel 
Stearns’ Per Diem to Kuwait on September 23– 
25, 2005: 

Hon. Sam Johnson 3 ........................................ 9 /23 9 /25 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,450.00 
Hon. David Wu 3 ............................................. 9 /23 9 /25 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,450.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,900.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,900.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Please note that a per diem of $788,000 was reported for Mr. Johnson and Mr. Wu on the third quarter report. The actual per diem for their trip to Kuwait is $1,450.00. 

JOHN BOEHNER, Chairman, Jan. 27, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 
2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Colleen O’Keefe ........................................................ 6 /27 7 /1 Brazil .................................................... .................... 1,188.00 .................... 7,176.66 .................... .................... .................... 8,364.66 
Christopher Knauer .................................................. 6 /27 7 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 1,386.00 .................... 6,565.15 .................... .................... .................... 7,951.15 
Hon. Michael Bilirakis ............................................. 8 /26 8 /28 Greece ................................................... .................... 855.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 855.00 

8 /28 8 /29 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 261.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.00 
8 /29 8 /31 Estonia .................................................. .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 
8 /31 9 /1 Iceland .................................................. .................... 422.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 422.00 

Hon. Cliff Stearns .................................................... 9 /23 9 /25 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... 20.84 .................... .................... .................... 808.84 
9 /23 9 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00 
9 /25 9 /26 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 327.00 .................... 10.42 .................... .................... .................... 337.42 
9 /26 9 /27 England ................................................ .................... 335.00 .................... 10.42 .................... .................... .................... 345.42 

Hon. Michael Bilirakis ............................................. 9 /23 9 /23 Jordan ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... 20.84 .................... .................... .................... 808.84 
9 /23 9 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00 
9 /25 9 /26 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 327.00 .................... 10.42 .................... .................... .................... 337.42 
9 /26 9 /27 England ................................................ .................... 335.00 .................... 10.42 .................... .................... .................... 345.42 

Christopher Knauer .................................................. 8 /22 8 /25 Japan .................................................... .................... 816.00 .................... 7,282.39 .................... .................... .................... 8,098.39 
8 /25 8 /27 China .................................................... .................... 740.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 740.00 

............. 8 /31 Hong Kong ............................................ .................... 1,644.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,644.00 
Hon. Marsha Blackburn ........................................... 7 /30 8 /10 China .................................................... .................... 556.53 .................... 277.85 .................... .................... .................... 1,834.38 
Hon. Nathan Deal .................................................... 8 /26 8 /29 Morocco ................................................. .................... 890.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 890.00 

8 /29 9 /31 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 660.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 660.00 
8 /31 9 /2 Israel ..................................................... .................... 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00 
9 /2 9 /6 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 874.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 874.00 

Hon. Rick Boucher ................................................... 8 /18 8 /23 Ireland .................................................. .................... 1,209.00 .................... 3,708.52 .................... .................... .................... 4,917.52 
Hon. Michael Burgess ............................................. 8 /16 8 /18 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00 

8 /16 8 /18 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
8 /18 8 /19 Germany ................................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 30.00 .................... 30.00 

Kelli Andrews ........................................................... 8 /20 8 /23 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,257.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,257.00 
8 /23 8 /25 Germany ................................................ .................... 260.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 260.00 
8 /25 9 /1 England ................................................ .................... 3,008.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,008.00 
8 /20 9 /1 Air flights ............................................. .................... .................... .................... 6,092.91 .................... .................... .................... 6,092.91 

Hon. Albert Wynn ..................................................... 8 /26 8 /29 Morocco ................................................. .................... 890.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 890.00 
8 /29 8 /31 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 660.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 660.00 
8 /31 9 /2 Israel ..................................................... .................... 724.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 724.00 
9 /2 9 /5 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 874.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 874.00 

Hon. Edward Markey ................................................ 8 /26 8 /28 Greece ................................................... .................... 805.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 805.00 
8 /28 8 /29 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 261.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 261.00 
8 /29 8 /31 Estonia .................................................. .................... 420.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 420.00 
8 /31 9 /1 Iceland .................................................. .................... 422.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 422.00 

Hon. John Shadegg .................................................. 8 /18 8 /19 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 181.00 .................... 9,196.88 .................... .................... .................... 9,377.88 
8 /19 8 /21 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 578.00 .................... 3,812.80 .................... .................... .................... 4,390.80 
8 /21 8 /24 Jordan ................................................... .................... 762.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 762.00 

Hon. David Nelson ................................................... 8 /21 8 /23 Sweden ................................................. .................... 1,257.00 .................... 6,092.91 .................... .................... .................... 7,349.91 
8 /23 8 /25 Germany ................................................ .................... 520.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 520.00 
8 /25 9 /1 England ................................................ .................... 3,108.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 3,108.00 

Jack Seum ............................................................... 9 /22 9 /24 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 1,450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,450.00 
9 /23 9 /25 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 0.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 0.00 
9 /25 9 /26 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... 10.42 .................... 179.00 .................... 337.42 
9 /26 9 /27 England ................................................ .................... 148.00 .................... 10.42 .................... 179.00 .................... 337.42 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 21,257.17 .................... 15,673.91 .................... 21,200.29 .................... 85,764.80 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JOE BARTON, Chairman, Dec. 20, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 
2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Gene Green ...................................................... 12 /18 12 /20 Israel ..................................................... .................... 576.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 576.00 
12 /20 12 /20 Jordan ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /20 12 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 136.00 
12 /21 12 /21 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /22 12 /23 Germany ................................................ .................... 58.45 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 58.45 

Hon. Jay Inslee ........................................................ 11 /19 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /21 11 /21 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /21 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Hon. Fred Upton ...................................................... 11 /26 11 /29 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 536.00 .................... 8,595.26 .................... .................... .................... 9,131.26 
11 /29 12 /1 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 440.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 440.00 

Hon. Cliff Stearns .................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH636 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 

2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 537.00 
Hon. Tim Murphy ..................................................... 11 /23 11 /24 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 347.00 

11 /24 11 /25 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
11 /25 11 /26 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
11 /26 11 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 467.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 467.00 

Sue Sheridan ........................................................... 12 /4 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 850.00 .................... 898.42 .................... .................... .................... 1,748.42 
Lorie Schmidt .......................................................... 12 /4 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 850.00 .................... 898.42 .................... .................... .................... 1,748.42 
Peter Spencer .......................................................... 12 /4 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 850.00 .................... 898.42 .................... .................... .................... 1,748.42 
Hon. Jay Inslee ........................................................ 11 /19 ................. Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. 11 /22 Ireland .................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 10,749.67 .................... 11,290.52 .................... .................... .................... 20,309.19 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

JOE BARTON, Chairman, Feb. 8, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Melissa L. Bean .............................................. 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 327.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 327.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Hon. Al Green 4 ........................................................ 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /2 12 /2 France ................................................... .................... (4) .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Melvin L. Watt ................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,211.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,211.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Reimbursed the U.S. Treasury for all per diem and travel. 

MICHAEL G. OXLEY, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Frederick Hill ........................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... .................... .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Larry Brady .............................................................. 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Hon. Candice Miller ................................................. 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Laurent Crenshaw ................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Hon. Christopher Shays ........................................... 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Andrew Su ............................................................... 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 153.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 153.00 
Nicholas Palarino .................................................... 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 10 /8 10 /11 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 934.00 .................... 4,074.10 .................... .................... .................... 5,008.10 

10 /11 10 /12 Georgia ................................................. .................... 295.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 295.00 
10 /12 10 /13 Azerbaijan ............................................. .................... 378.00 .................... .................... .................... 690.50 .................... 1,068.50 
10 /13 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,272.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,272.00 

Frederick Hill ........................................................... 10 /8 10 /11 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 934.00 .................... 4,074.10 .................... .................... .................... 5,008.10 
10 /11 10 /12 Georgia ................................................. .................... 295.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 295.00 
10 /12 10 /13 Azerbaijan ............................................. .................... 378.00 .................... .................... .................... 690.50 .................... 1,068.50 
10 /13 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,272.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,272.00 

Larry Brady .............................................................. 10 /8 10 /11 Kazakhstan ........................................... .................... 934.00 .................... 4,074.10 .................... .................... .................... 5,008.10 
10 /11 10 /12 Georgia ................................................. .................... 295.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 295.00 
10 /12 10 /13 Azerbaijan ............................................. .................... 378.00 .................... .................... .................... 690.50 .................... 1,068.50 
10 /13 10 /17 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,272.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,272.00 

Alexandra Teitz ........................................................ 12 /6 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 465.68 .................... 802.10 .................... .................... .................... 1,267.78 
Gregory Dotson ........................................................ 12 /4 12 /8 Canada ................................................. .................... 470.42 .................... 368.80 .................... .................... .................... 839.22 
Christopher Barkley ................................................. 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /30 1 /1 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 491.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 491.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 313.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 313.00 
1 /2 1 /5 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 178.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 178.00 

Jon Porter ................................................................. 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /30 1 /1 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 491.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 491.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 178.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 178.00 
1 /2 1 /5 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 313.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 313.00 

Michael Hess ........................................................... 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /30 1 /1 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 491.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 491.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 178.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 178.00 

Ronald Martinson .................................................... 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H637 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 

2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

12 /30 1 /1 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 491.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 491.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
1 /1 1 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 178.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 178.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 27,023.98 .................... 13,393.20 .................... 2,071.50 .................... 42,488.68 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

TOM DAVIS, Chairman, Jan. 30, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN SEPT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN SEPT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 
2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Robert W. Ney ................................................. 12 /19 12 /20 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00 
12 /20 12 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 136.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 136.00 
12 /21 12 /21 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /21 12 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 802.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 802.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ROBERT W. NEY, Chairman, Jan. 4, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 
2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Candace Abbey ........................................................ 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Hon. Gary Ackerman ................................................ 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 412.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 412.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

David Adams ........................................................... 10 /8 10 /12 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,248.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,248.00 
10 /12 10 /15 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 717.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 717.00 
10 /8 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 9,018.40 .................... .................... .................... 9,018.40 

David Abramowitz .................................................... 10 /11 10 /14 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 634.68 .................... 5,984.12 .................... .................... .................... 6,618.80 
Blaine Aaron ............................................................ 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 

11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Paige Anderson ........................................................ 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Ted Brennan ............................................................ 11 /6 11 /8 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 396.00 .................... 1,172.20 .................... .................... .................... 1,568.20 
11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Hon. Dan Burton ...................................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... 3 1,523.27 .................... 2,149.27 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Hon. Steve Chabot ................................................... 11 /29 12 /1 Russia ................................................... .................... 756.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 756.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 86.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 86.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
11 /29 12 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,686.59 .................... .................... .................... 8,686.59 

Hon. Eliot Engel ....................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Hon. Eni Faleomavaega ........................................... 10 /6 10 /10 Jordan ................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Jim Farr ................................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Brian Fauls .............................................................. 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 699.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 699.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Barbara Fleck .......................................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 606.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 606.00 

Barton Forsyth ......................................................... 10 /10 10 /11 Belgium ................................................ .................... 516.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 516.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH638 March 7, 2006 
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Country 
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U.S. dollar 
equivalent 
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equivalent 
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10 /10 10 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 
Dan Freeman ........................................................... 10 /10 10 /11 Belgium ................................................ .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

10 /11 10 /13 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 516.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 516.00 
10 /10 10 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 

Kristen Gilley ........................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Thailand ................................................ .................... 364.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 364.00 
10 /12 10 /14 Burma ................................................... .................... 166.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 166.00 
10 /14 10 /16 Thailand ................................................ .................... 204.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 204.00 
10 /10 10 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 

Daniel Getz .............................................................. 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Dennis Halpin .......................................................... 11 /30 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 716.00 .................... 3,616.20 .................... .................... .................... 4,332.20 
Hans Hogrefe ........................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Thailand ................................................ .................... 318.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 318.00 

10 /12 10 /14 Burma ................................................... .................... 106.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 106.00 
10 /14 10 /16 Thailand ................................................ .................... 279.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 279.00 
10 /10 10 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 

Hon. Henry Hyde ...................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 410.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 410.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Jonathan Katz .......................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 750.04 .................... 5,875.65 .................... .................... .................... 6,625.69 
11 /30 12 /1 Spain .................................................... .................... 380.00 .................... 4,093.34 .................... .................... .................... 4,473.34 

David Killion ............................................................ 10 /8 10 /11 Israel ..................................................... .................... 936.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 936.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 478.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 478.00 
10 /13 10 /15 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
10 /8 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,820.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,820.00 

Bob King .................................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 253.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 253.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Kay King .................................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Sheila Klein ............................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 BRAZIL .................................................. .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 DOMINICAN REPUBLIC .......................... .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Hon. Tom Lantos ..................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 
12 /10 12 /13 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,320.00 .................... 7,252.63 .................... .................... .................... 8,572.63 

Greg McCarthy ......................................................... 10 /8 10 /11 Israel ..................................................... .................... 936.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 936.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 478.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 478.00 
10 /13 10 /15 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
10 /8 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 10,390.27 .................... .................... .................... 10,390.27 

James McCormick .................................................... 10 /10 10 /12 Thailand ................................................ .................... 364.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 364.00 
10 /12 10 /14 Burma ................................................... .................... 166.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 166.00 
10 /14 10 /16 Thailand ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
10 /10 10 /16 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 .................... .................... .................... 7,292.42 

Hon. Thaddeus McCotter ......................................... 10 /15 10 /18 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 372.00 .................... 7,297.32 .................... .................... .................... 7,669.32 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... 3,566.10 .................... .................... .................... 4,103.10 

Alan Makovsky ......................................................... 11 /9 11 /15 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,600.00 .................... 7,900.80 .................... .................... .................... 9,500.80 
12 /10 12 /13 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 1,320.00 .................... 7,232.63 .................... .................... .................... 8,552.63 

John Mackey ............................................................ 10 /11 10 /16 Colombia ............................................... .................... 1,070.00 .................... 1,798.18 .................... .................... .................... 2,868.18 
Richard Mereu ......................................................... 10 /9 10 /12 Belgium ................................................ .................... 1,061.33 .................... 6,743.65 .................... .................... .................... 7,804.98 

11 /28 11 /29 Austria .................................................. .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Slovenia ................................................ .................... 201.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 201.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 268.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 268.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,271.06 .................... .................... .................... 6,271.06 

Thomas Mooney ....................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Eleanor Nagy ........................................................... 11 /11 11 /14 Peru ...................................................... .................... 795.00 .................... 2,817.44 .................... .................... .................... 3,612.44 
12 /1 12 /4 Vietnam ................................................ .................... 623.00 .................... 6,904.20 .................... .................... .................... 7,527.20 

Paul Oostburg Sanz ................................................. 11 /6 11 /8 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 396.00 .................... 1,172.20 .................... .................... .................... 1,568.20 
11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 117.49 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 117.49 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 594.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 594.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 273.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 273.00 

Hon. Donald Payne .................................................. 10 /9 10 /13 Liberia ................................................... .................... 352.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 352.00 
Patrick Prisco .......................................................... 10 /9 10 /11 Belgium ................................................ .................... 660.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 660.00 

10 /11 10 /13 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 516.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 516.00 
10 /9 10 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,872.12 .................... .................... .................... 6,872.12 
11 /29 11 /30 Austria .................................................. .................... 268.00 .................... 3,617.03 .................... .................... .................... 3,885.03 
11 /30 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 711.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 711.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Gregg Rickman ........................................................ 10 /8 10 /11 Israel ..................................................... .................... 936.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 936.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 478.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 478.00 
10 /13 10 /15 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
10 /8 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,820.06 .................... .................... .................... 7,820.06 

John Walker Roberts ................................................ 10 /17 10 /20 Austria .................................................. .................... 252.00 .................... 6,225.95 .................... .................... .................... 6,477.95 
Laura Rush .............................................................. 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Jonathan Scharfen ................................................... 10 /10 10 /11 Belgium ................................................ .................... 320.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 320.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Netherlands .......................................... .................... 516.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 516.00 
10 /10 10 /13 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 .................... .................... .................... 6,852.12 
11 /29 12 /1 Russia ................................................... .................... 756.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 756.00 
12 /1 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 86.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 86.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 180.00 
11 /29 12 /5 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 8,686.59 .................... .................... .................... 8,686.59 

Susan Schiesser ...................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Adam Schiff ............................................................. 12 /19 12 /21 Israel ..................................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00 
12 /21 12 /22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 147.41 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 147.41 
12 /22 12 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Doug Seay ................................................................ 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Gregory Simpkins ..................................................... 10 /5 10 /13 Liberia ................................................... .................... 704.00 .................... 7,078.33 .................... .................... .................... 7,782.33 
Hon. Christopher Smith ........................................... 11 /10 11 /14 Peru ...................................................... .................... 795.00 .................... 2,695.44 .................... .................... .................... 3,490.44 

12 /2 12 /4 Vietnam ................................................ .................... 684.00 .................... 6,904.00 .................... .................... .................... 7,588.00 
Linda Solomon ......................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 

11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 
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Cliff Stammerman ................................................... 10 /8 10 /11 Israel ..................................................... .................... 936.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 936.00 
10 /11 10 /13 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 478.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 478.00 
10 /13 10 /15 Cyprus ................................................... .................... 578.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 578.00 
10 /11 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 7,820.06 .................... .................... .................... 7,820.06 

Jason Steinbaum ..................................................... 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Sam Stratman ......................................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Mark Walker ............................................................. 10 /11 10 /16 Colombia ............................................... .................... 1,070.00 .................... 1,798.18 .................... .................... .................... 2,868.18 
11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Hon. Diane Watson .................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Lynne Weil ............................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 59.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 59.54 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 492.61 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 492.61 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 171.51 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 171.51 

Hillel Weinberg ........................................................ 11 /27 11 /29 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 824.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 824.00 
11 /29 12 /1 Belgium ................................................ .................... 907.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 907.22 
12 /1 12 /4 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 537.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 537.00 

Hon. Joe Wilson ....................................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Hon. Robert Wexler .................................................. 10 /10 10 /11 Belgium ................................................ .................... 375.02 .................... 5,875.65 .................... .................... .................... 6,250.67 
11 /13 11 /15 Israel ..................................................... .................... 772.00 .................... 6,693.68 .................... .................... .................... 7,465.68 
11 /30 12 /1 Spain .................................................... .................... 380.00 .................... 4,093.34 .................... .................... .................... 4,473.34 

Judith Wolverton ...................................................... 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... (4) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Matthew Zweig ........................................................ 10 /8 10 /12 Israel ..................................................... .................... 1,248.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,248.00 
10 /12 10 /15 Egypt ..................................................... .................... 717.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 717.00 
10 /8 10 /15 Round Trip Airfare ................................ .................... .................... .................... 9,018.40 .................... .................... .................... 9,018.40 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 94,929.83 .................... 243,245.43 .................... 3 1,523.27 .................... 339,698.53 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Indicates Delegation Costs. 
4 Military air transportation. 

HENRY J. HYDE, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 
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2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Daniel P. Coughlin .................................................. 11 /28 11 /29 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 
11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Republic ............................. .................... 333.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,170.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,170.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DANIEL P. COUGHLIN, Jan. 6, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005. 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Sheila Jackson ................................................ 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 
Hon. Peter Hoekstra ................................................. 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 
Hon. John Conyers ................................................... 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 
Hon. Charles Rangel ............................................... 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 
David Abruzzino ....................................................... 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 
Keenan Keller ........................................................... 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 285.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 285.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,710.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,710.00 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

F. JAMES SENBRENNER, Jr., Chairman, Jan. 24, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Todd Willens ............................................................ 11 /4 11 /8 Palau .................................................... .................... 1,200.00 .................... 7,766.46 .................... .................... .................... 8,966.46 
Chris Foster ............................................................. 11 /4 11 /7 Palau .................................................... .................... 900.00 .................... 8,061.16 .................... .................... .................... 8,961.16 

11 /7 11 /9 Micronesia ............................................ .................... 450.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 450.00 
Stevan Pearce .......................................................... 11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 999.00 

11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH640 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Kurt Christensen ...................................................... 12 /5 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 1,681.92 .................... 1,428.45 .................... .................... .................... 3,110.37 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 6,762.92 .................... 17,256.07 .................... .................... .................... 24,018.99 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

RICHARD P. POMBO, Chairman, Jan. 30, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Lincoln Diaz-Balart ......................................... 11 /29 12 /3 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 933.00 .................... 6,596.58 .................... .................... .................... 7,529.58 
Ana Carbonell .......................................................... 11 /29 12 /3 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 933.00 .................... 6,596.58 .................... .................... .................... 7,529.58 
Hon. Tom Cole ......................................................... 11 /19 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 394.00 

11 /19 11 /20 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 314.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,574.00 .................... 13,193.16 .................... .................... .................... 15,767.16 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

DAVID DREIER, Chairman, Feb. 6, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1, AND SEPT. 30, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Amy Chiang ............................................................. 9 /4 9 /12 China .................................................... .................... 3 1,896.07 .................... .................... .................... 2.302.47 .................... 4,198.34 

Committee total ........................................ ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,896.07 .................... .................... .................... 2,302.47 .................... 4,198.54 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Additional per diem. 

SHERWOOD BOEHLERT, Chairman, Dec. 6, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Lynn Woolsey ................................................... 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 394.00 
10 /1 10 /2 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Hon. J. Kevin Carroll ................................................ 12 /4 12 /9 Canada ................................................. .................... 404.80 .................... 4 348.33 .................... .................... .................... 753.13 
Hon. Brad Miller ...................................................... 10 /1 10 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 394.00 

10 /1 10 /2 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................
10 /2 10 /3 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 347.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 347.00 
10 /3 10 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... 320.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 320.00 

Hon. Shelia Jackson-Lee .......................................... 11 /30 12 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 626.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 626.00 
11 /27 11 /30 India ..................................................... .................... 999.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 999.00 
12 /2 12 /4 France ................................................... .................... 906.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 906.00 

Hon. David Wu ......................................................... 11 /26 12 /3 China .................................................... .................... 2,033.88 .................... 4 8,637.34 .................... .................... .................... 10,671.22 
Olwen Huxley ........................................................... 11 /26 12 /3 China .................................................... .................... 2,033.88 .................... 8,637.34 .................... .................... .................... 10,671.22 
Julie Tippens ............................................................ 11 /26 11 /28 China .................................................... .................... 746.25 .................... 8,637.34 .................... .................... .................... 9,383.59 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 9,871.81 .................... 26,260.35 .................... .................... .................... 36,132.16 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
4 Commercial airfare. 

SHERWOOD BOEHLERT, Chairman, Jan. 30, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 
DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Matthew Szymanski ................................................. 11 /17 11 /22 Korea/China .......................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,643.64 .................... 2,182.00 .................... 8,825.64 
Sean Deverey ........................................................... 11 /17 11 /22 Korea/China .......................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,643.64 .................... 2,182.00 .................... 8,825.64 
Matthew Szymanski ................................................. 12 /9 12 /19 India ..................................................... .................... 2,902.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

12 /20 12 /21 Nepal .................................................... .................... 476.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /22 12 /22 Bhutan .................................................. .................... 146.00 .................... 7,597.71 .................... .................... .................... 11,121.71 

Christopher Szymanski ............................................ 12 /9 12 /19 India ..................................................... .................... 2,902.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /20 12 /21 Nepal .................................................... .................... 476.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /22 12 /22 Bhutan .................................................. .................... 146.00 .................... 7,742.09 .................... .................... .................... 11,266.09 

Rich Beutel .............................................................. 12 /9 12 /16 India ..................................................... .................... 2,783.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /17 12 /20 China .................................................... .................... 1,164.00 .................... 7,908.15 .................... .................... .................... 11,855.15 

Sean Deverey ........................................................... 12 /9 12 /16 India ..................................................... .................... 2,783.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /17 12 /20 China .................................................... .................... 1,164.00 .................... 7,908.15 .................... .................... .................... 11,855.15 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H641 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 

DEC. 31, 2005—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Kenneth Shaw .......................................................... 12 /11 12 /16 India ..................................................... .................... 2,255.00 .................... 7,637.43 .................... .................... .................... 9,892.43 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 73,732.81 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 CODEL returned $3,798.21 USD 

DONALD A. MANZULLO, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND 
SEPT. 30, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DOC HASTINGS, Chairman, Nov. 15, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND 
DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

DOC HASTINGS, Chairman, Jan. 10, 2005. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 
AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Michael Capuano ............................................ 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
Hon. Mike Sodrel ..................................................... 11 /18 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 

11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
Hon. Mark Kennedy .................................................. 11 /18 11 /21 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 394.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 394.00 

11 /21 11 /22 Germany ................................................ .................... 314.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 314.00 
Rep. Luis Fortuño .................................................... 11 /28 11 /28 Aruba .................................................... .................... 148.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 148.00 

11 /29 12 /2 Brazil .................................................... .................... 689.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 689.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Dominican Rep ..................................... .................... 333.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 333.00 

Hon. Mario Diaz-Balart ............................................ 12 /1 12 /2 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 86.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 86.00 
12 /2 12 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 180.00 .................... 8,237.49 .................... .................... .................... 8,417.49 

Hon. John Boozman ................................................. 12 /19 12 /21 Israel/Jordan ......................................... .................... 362.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 362.00 
12 /21 12 /22 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 136.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 136.00 
12 /22 12 /23 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 3,908.00 .................... 8,237.49 .................... .................... .................... 12,145.49 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

DON YOUNG, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

FOR HOUSE COMMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

STEVE BUYER, Chairman, Jan. 31, 2006. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH642 March 7, 2006 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Earl Pomeroy ................................................... 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 254.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 254.00 
10 /9 10 /10 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Michael McNulty .............................................. 10 /8 10 /9 Jordan ................................................... .................... 204.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 204.00 
10 /9 10 /10 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 154.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 154.00 

Hon. Charles Rangel ............................................... 10 /9 10 /10 Haiti ...................................................... .................... 235.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 235.00 
David Kavanaugh .................................................... 12 /15 12 /19 Hong Kong, China ................................ .................... 2,731.08 .................... 7,949.68 .................... .................... .................... 10,680.76 
Julie Herwig ............................................................. 12 /15 12 /19 Hong Kong, China ................................ .................... 2,731.08 .................... 7,538.68 .................... .................... .................... 10,269.76 
Melissa Hart ............................................................ 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 

12 /28 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /30 01 /2 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 982.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 982.00 
01 /2 01 /3 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
01 /3 01 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Kenny Hulshof .......................................................... 12 /27 12 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 304.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 304.00 
12 /28 12 /29 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 788.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 788.00 
12 /29 12 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /30 12 /30 Kuwait ................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
12 /30 12 /31 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 804.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 804.00 
12 /31 01 /2 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 90.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 90.00 
01 /2 01 /3 Pakistan ................................................ .................... 178.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 178.00 
01 /3 01 /4 Ireland .................................................. .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 10,637.16 .................... 15,488.36 .................... .................... .................... 26,125.52 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

WILLIAM M. THOMAS, Chairman, Feb. 14, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

ROBERT W. NEY, Chairman, Jan. 4, 2006. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND DEC. 31, 2005 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

WILLIAM M. THOMAS, Chairman, Jan. 12, 2006. 

h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

6473. A letter from the President and 
Chairman, Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, transmitting a report on trans-
actions involving U.S. exports to India pur-
suant to Section 2(b)(3) of the Export-Import 
Bank Act of 1945, as amended, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

6474. A letter from the Secretary, 
Deparment of the Threasury, transmitting a 
six month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Zimbabwe that 
was declared in Executive Order 13288 of 
March 6, 2003, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); 
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions. 

6475. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, a copy of Trans-
mittal No. 06-06 which informs of an intent 
to sign a Project Arrangement between the 
United States and Singapore for Analysis 
and Testing of Braided Composite Structures 

and Joints, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

6476. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, a copy of Trans-
mittal No. 07-06 which informs of an intent 
to sign a Project Arrangement between the 
United States and Singapore for Motheye 
Antireflective Structure for ZGP Crystal, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

6477. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, a copy of Trans-
mittal No. 01-06 which informs of an intent 
to sign a Project Arrangement to the Re-
search and Development Projects Memo-
randum of Understanding between the 
United States and the United Kingdom, pur-
suant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f); to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

6478. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

6479. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Education, transmitting 
a report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies 
Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

6480. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration & Management, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting a report pursu-
ant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 
1998; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

6481. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
a report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies 
Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

6482. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting a re-
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

6483. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, OARM, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

6484. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, OARM, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

6485. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, OARM, Environmental Protection 
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Agency, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

6486. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, OARM, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

6487. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

6488. A letter from the Deputy Director, Of-
fice of Protected Resources, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Taking and Importing Marine Mammals In-
cidental to Rocket Launches from Kodiak Is-
land, AK [Docket No. 011011247-6006-03; I.D. 
082701E] (RIN: 0648-AP62) received February 
13, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

6489. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Pacific Halibut Fisheries; Subsistence Fish-
ing [Docket No. 040607171-5078-02; I.D. 051804C] 
(RIN: 0648-AR88) received February 14, 2006, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

6490. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Operations, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva-
tion and Management Act Provisions; Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; At-
lantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Fishery; 
2006 and 2007 Fishing Quotas for Ocean Qua-
hogs [Docket No. 051017270-5339-02; I.D. 
093005B] (RIN: 0648-AT85) received February 
27, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

6491. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Operations, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva-
tion and Management Act Provisions; Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; Ex-
tension of Emergency Fishery Closure Due 
to the Presence of the Toxin That Causes 
Paralytic Shellfish Poisoning [Docket No. 
050613158-5262-03; I.D. 090105A] (RIN: 0648- 
AT48) received February 27, 2006, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6492. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Operations, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [I.D. 
122805B] received January 17, 2006, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6493. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel Lottery in Areas 
542 and 543 [Docket No. 041126332-5039-02; I.D. 
011306A] received February 3, 2006, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6494. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [I.D. 011206I] received 
February 3, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6495. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-

anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [I.D. 011906B] received 
February 3, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6496. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Northeast Multispecies Fish-
ery; Haddock Incidental Catch Allowance for 
the Atlantic Herring Fishery [Docket No. 
050517132-5132-01; I.D. 051105D] (RIN: 0648- 
AT36) received January 3, 2006, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

6497. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Carib-
bean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 
Shrimp Fishery Off the Southern Atlantic 
States; Amendment 6 [Docket No. 050314071- 
5230-02; I.D. 030105E] (RIN: 0648-AS16) re-
ceived January 17, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6498. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Allocating 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands King and 
Tanner Crab Fishery Resources; Correction 
[Docket No. 040831251-5309-05; I.D. 082504A] 
(RIN: 0648-AS47) received January 17, 2006, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

6499. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the 
Northeatsern United States; Atlantic Blue-
fish and Summer Flounder Fisheries [Docket 
No. 050708184-5235-02; I.D. 070105B] (RIN: 0648- 
AT50) received January 23, 2006, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6500. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Carib-
bean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 
Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Gulf 
Grouper Recreational Management Measures 
[Docket No. 050708183-5183-01; I.D. 070505D] 
(RIN: 0648-AT45) received February 3, 2006, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

6501. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Spiny Dogfish; 
Framework Adjustment 1; Establishing a 
Multiple-year Specifications Process [Docket 
No. 051104291-5350-02; I.D. 100405F] (RIN: 0648- 
AT29] received February 6, 2006, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6502. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Summer Flounder, 
Scup, and Black Sea Bass Fisheries; 2006 
Summer Flounder, Scrup, and Black Sea 
Bass Specifications; Preliminary 2006 Quota 
Adjustments; 2006 Summer Flounder Quota 

for Delaware [Docket No. 051104293-5344-02; 
I.D. 102705B] (RIN: 0648-AT27) received Feb-
ruary 27, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6503. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; North Pacific Halibut and 
Sablefish Individual Fishing Quota Cost Re-
covery Program [I.D. 120805C] received Feb-
ruary 3, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6504. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
610 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
041126333-5040-02; I.D. 012006A] received Feb-
ruary 8, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6505. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exlcusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Ber-
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No. 041126332-5039-02; I.D. 
011806K] received February 8, 2006, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6506. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exculsive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
630 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
041126333-5040-02; I.D. 030805C] received Feb-
ruary 8, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6507. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal Migra-
tory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico 
and South Atlantic; Trip Limit Increases 
[Docket No. 001005281-0369-02; I.D. 012406A] re-
ceived February 14, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6508. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 
610 of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 
041126333-5040-02; I.D. 012506A] received Feb-
ruary 17, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6509. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Ves-
sels 60 Feet (18.3 Meters) Length Overall and 
Using Pot Gear in the Bering Sea and Aleu-
tian Islands Management Area [Docket No. 
041126332-5039-02; I.D. 020106A] received Feb-
ruary 17, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6510. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Sablefish Managed Under 
the Individual Fishing Quota Program [I.D. 
020606B] received February 22, 2006, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 
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6511. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-

fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pollock 
from the Aleutian Islands Subarea to the 
Bering Sea Subarea [Docket No. 041126332- 
5039-02; I.D. 020606A] received February 22, 
2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

6512. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva-
tion and Management Act Provisios; Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Modifica-
tion of the Yellowtail Flounder Landing 
Limit for Western and Eastern U.S./Canada 
Areas [Docket No. 040804229-4300-02; I.D. 
010606A] received February 22, 2006, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

6513. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and 
Butterfish Fisheries; Closure of the Quarter I 
Fishery for Loligo Squid [Docket No. 
051209329-5329-01; I.D. 020306B] received Feb-
ruary 27, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

6514. A letter from the Acting Director, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting notification that funding under 
Title V, subsection 503(b)(3) of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act, as amended, has exceeded $5 
million for the response to the emergency 
declared as a result the influx of evacuees 
from areas struck by Hurricane Katrina be-
ginning on August 29, 2005 in the State of 
Florida, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

6515. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army, Civil Works, Department of the 
Army, transmitting a copy of the Central 
and Southern Florida Project Indian River 
Lagoon-South Feasibility Study; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HUNTER: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. House Resolution 645. Resolution re-
questing the President and directing the Sec-
retary of Defense to transmit to the House of 
Representatives all information in the pos-
session of the President or the Secretary of 
Defense relating to the collection of intel-
ligence information pertaining to persons in-
side the United States without obtaining 
court-ordered warrants authorizing the col-
lection of such information and relating to 
the policy of the United States with respect 
to the gathering of counterterrorism intel-
ligence within the United States; adversely 
(Rept. 109–384). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA: Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence. House Resolution 641. 
Resolution requesting the President to pro-
vide to the House of Representatives certain 
documents in his possession relating to elec-
tronic surveillance without search warrants 

on individuals in the United States; ad-
versely (Rept. 109–385). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. GINGREY: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 710. Resolution providing for fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R. 4167) to 
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act to provide for uniform food safety warn-
ing notification requirements, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 109–386). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. 
SAXTON, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. DAVIS of 
Kentucky, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Vir-
ginia, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, 
Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. POE, 
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. NEY, 
Mr. TURNER, and Mr. DUNCAN): 

H.R. 4881. A bill to promote the national 
defense by establishing requirements for the 
ownership, management, and operation of 
critical infrastructure in the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committees on Armed Services, Energy and 
Commerce, International Relations, and 
Homeland Security, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. POMBO (for himself, Mr. RA-
HALL, Mr. PEARCE, and Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN): 

H.R. 4882. A bill to ensure the proper re-
membrance of Vietnam veterans and the 
Vietnam War by providing a deadline for the 
designation of a visitor center for the Viet-
nam Veterans Memorial; to the Committee 
on Resources. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania 
(for himself and Mr. SCHIFF): 

H.R. 4883. A bill to provide justice for 
crime victims’ families, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota: 
H.R. 4884. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to include in gross income 
the value of assets set aside under an em-
ployer nonqualified deferred compensation 
plan when the employer defined benefit plan 
has a funding target attainment percentage 
of less than 80 percent; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. BERKLEY: 
H.R. 4885. A bill to amend the Defense Pro-

duction Act of 1950 to prohibit acquisitions, 
mergers, or takeovers of persons engaged in 
interstate commerce in the United States by 
entities controlled by or acting on behalf of 
foreign governments that do not recognize 
countries that are member states of the 
United Nations, participate in boycotts 
against countries that are friendly to the 
United States, or provide support for inter-
national terrorism; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, and Inter-
national Relations, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. KUCINICH, and Mr. 
DELAHUNT): 

H.R. 4886. A bill to designate Colombia 
under section 244 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act in order to make nationals of 

Colombia eligible for temporary protected 
status under such section; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. BERKLEY: 
H.R. 4887. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come amounts awarded to qui tam plaintiffs; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself, Mr. 
BAKER, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. 
MELANCON, and Mr. JINDAL): 

H.R. 4888. A bill to amend the provision re-
garding the emergency watershed protection 
program in the Department of Defense, 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations to 
Address Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico, 
and Pandemic Influenza Act, 2006, to restore 
the discretion of the Secretary of Agri-
culture to waive or reduce the non-Federal 
cost share requirements of the program; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GINGREY: 
H.R. 4889. A bill to grant the power to the 

President to reduce budget authority; to the 
Committee on the Budget, and in addition to 
the Committees on Rules, and Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for him-
self, Mr. DREIER, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. 
CHOCOLA, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. ISTOOK, 
Mr. SHAYS, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RYUN of 
Kansas, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, 
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. CANTOR, Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. INGLIS of South Caro-
lina, Mr. PENCE, Mr. FORTUÑO, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. UPTON, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. MCHENRY, 
Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. POMBO, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. 
BEAUPREZ, Mrs. BONO, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
MACK, Mr. TERRY, Mr. KENNEDY of 
Minnesota, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. KLINE, 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. RENZI, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. UDALL of Colorado): 

H.R. 4890. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
to provide for the expedited consideration of 
certain proposed rescissions of budget au-
thority; to the Committee on the Budget, 
and in addition to the Committee on Rules, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. ENGEL, and 
Mrs. KELLY): 

H.R. 4891. A bill to require the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission to conduct an Inde-
pendent Safety Assessment of the Indian 
Point Nuclear Power Plant; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina): 

H.R. 4892. A bill to require the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System to 
continue to make available to the public on 
a weekly basis information on the measure 
of the M3 monetary aggregate, and its com-
ponents, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. POMBO: 
H.R. 4893. A bill to amend section 20 of the 

Indian Gaming Regulatory Act to restrict 
off-reservation gaming; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

By Mr. PORTER: 
H.R. 4894. A bill to provide for certain ac-

cess to national crime information databases 
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by schools and educational agencies for em-
ployment purposes, with respect to individ-
uals who work with children; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 
H.R. 4895. A bill to amend the Foreign As-

sistance Act of 1961 to limit the provision of 
United States military assistance and the 
sale, transfer, or licensing of United States 
military equipment or technology to Ethi-
opia; to the Committee on International Re-
lations. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr. 
LANTOS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. MILLENDER- 
MCDONALD, Ms. KILPATRICK of Michi-
gan, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, and Mr. GUTIERREZ): 

H.R. 4896. A bill to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission to promulgate a 
consumer product safety standard for each 
durable infant or toddler product, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself 
and Mr. LATHAM): 

H.R. 4897. A bill to reauthorize the Renew-
able Energy Systems and Energy Efficiency 
Improvements Program of the Department of 
Agriculture through fiscal year 2011 and to 
increase the annual level of Commodity 
Credit Corporation funding for the program; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REGULA (for himself, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. BECERRA): 

H.J. Res. 81. A joint resolution providing 
for the appointment of Phillip Frost as a cit-
izen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. REGULA (for himself, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. BECERRA): 

H.J. Res. 82. A joint resolution providing 
for the reappointment of Alan G. Spoon as a 
citizen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H. Con. Res. 352. Concurrent resolution rec-

ognizing the contributions of the New York 
Public Library’s Schomburg Center for Re-
search in Black Culture in educating the 
people of the United States about the Afri-
can-American migration experience, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. COSTA (for himself, Mr. 
GILLMOR, Mr. REGULA, Mr. HOBSON, 
and Mr. SHADEGG): 

H. Res. 711. A resolution recognizing and 
honoring the 150th anniversary of the found-
ing of the Sigma Alpha Epsilon Fraternity; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota: 
H. Res. 712. A resolution commending the 

United States men’s and women’s curling 
teams on their accomplishments at the 2006 
Winter Olympic Games in Torino, Italy; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

262. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
relative to House Concurrent Resolution No. 
30 memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to take such actions as are necessary 
to amend the No Child Left Behind Act to 
provide that paraprofessionals who are em-
ployed in Title I schools prior to the enact-
ment of the No Child Left Behind Act shall 
be deemed to have met the definition of 
‘‘highly qualified’’ for purposes of such legis-

lation due to such employment and the expe-
rience gained as a result of such employ-
ment; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

263. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 32 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to close the 
Mississippi River Gulf Outlet; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

264. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 5 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to require the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency to 
honor the preferences of local governing au-
thorities in determining the location of tem-
porary housing sites; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

265. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 20 urging the 
Louisiana congressional delegation to ensure 
enactment of legislation to require the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency to pro-
vide the same level assistance to the resi-
dents of certain parishes who were affected 
by Hurricane Rita as the residents of Lou-
isiana affected by Hurricane Katrina, includ-
ing funding assistance with demolition and 
removal of damaged housing; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

266. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 24 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to immediately 
close the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet and 
return the are to essential coastal wetlands 
and marshes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

267. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 26 urging the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers to 
provide a listing of all Hurricane Katrina 
and Hurricane Rita related projects, includ-
ing specific details including the type of 
work, the name of the contractor, and the 
total price of the contract; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

268. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 17 memorializing 
the Congress of the United States to take 
such actions as are necessary to allow a five 
hundred dollar federal tax deduction for peo-
ple who housed evacuees rent free for at 
least sixty continuous days as a result of 
Hurricane Rita; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
H.R. 95: Mr. HOLT and Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 147: Mrs. NORTHUP. 
H.R. 198: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 200: Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. 
H.R. 282: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 

MARKEY, and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 283: Mr. MOORE of Kansas. 
H.R. 354: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 363: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. BACA, and 

Mr. EMANUEL. 
H.R. 503: Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin and Mr. 

GERLACH. 
H.R. 515: Mr. MURPHY. 
H.R. 517: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. BACA, and Mr. 

BRADY of Texas. 

H.R. 550: Ms. NORTON, Mr. STRICKLAND, and 
Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 552: Mr. LATHAM and Mr. ROGERS of 
Kentucky. 

H.R. 586: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 611: Ms. WATERS and Mr. BURTON of 

Indiana. 
H.R. 615: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 669, Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 752: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 

PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
PAYNE, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 
Mr. Dingell, and Mr. GONZALEZ. 

H.R. 769: Mr. DELAHUNT. 
H.R. 791: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 807: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. CONYERS, and 

Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 808: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mrs. KELLY, 

Mr. DELAHUNT, and Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 838: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 888: Mr. MURPHY. 
H.R. 898: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. JEFFERSON, and 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 998: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. WILSON of 

South Carolina, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and 
Mr. PUTNAM. 

H.R. 1053: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
HYDE, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Ms. HART, Ms. 
HARRIS, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
WATSON. 

H.R. 1120: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. STRICKLAND. 
H.R. 1227: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1262: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1345: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 1366: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 1393: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. GUT-

KNECHT, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, 
and Mrs. MCCARTHY. 

H.R. 1447: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 1494: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. GREEN of 

Wisconsin, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. BASS. 
H.R. 1498: Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. LEE, Mr. 

BONNER, Mrs. MCCARTHY, and Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 1558: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 1578: Mr. SHAYS, Mr. OWENS, and Mr. 

RYUN of Kansas. 
H.R. 1588: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 

Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. EMAN-
UEL. 

H.R. 1649: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. SODREL. 
H.R. 1806: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1951: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 2045: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 2073: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 2230: Mrs. MCCARTHY. 
H.R. 2317: Mr. MOLLOHAN and Ms. KIL-

PATRICK of Michigan. 
H.R. 2348: Mr. RENZI. 
H.R. 2369: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. 

ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. HAYES, Mr. KLINE, 
Mr. BERMAN, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. ENGLISH 
of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2390: Mr. MARKEY. 
H.R. 2421: Mrs. CAPITO and Ms. MOORE of 

Wisconsin. 
H.R. 2534, Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2592: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2642: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 2669: Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 2684: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota and 

Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 2716: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Ms. BALD-

WIN. 
H.R. 2793: Mr. OBEY and Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 2804: Mr. PUTNAM. 
H.R. 2939: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 3004: Mr. GRAVES. 
H.R. 3167: Mr. WELDON of Florida. 
H.R. 3255: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-

ida. 
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H.R. 3318: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 3352: Mr. HOSTETTLER. 
H.R. 3361: Ms. HERSETH and Ms. WATSON. 
H.R. 3476: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 

DAVIS of Florida, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Mr. WALSH, Mr. BACA, Mr. ENGLISH of Penn-
sylvania, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 3478: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Miss 
MCMORRIS, Mr. SALAZAR, and Ms. HARRIS. 

H.R. 3861: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. GON-
ZALEZ. 

H.R. 3954: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 3986: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 4005: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 

SABO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MARSHALL, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 4015: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina. 

H.R. 4019: Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, and Mr. GOOD-
LATTE. 

H.R. 4188: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. SAND-
ERS. 

H.R. 4197: Mr. BECERRA. 
H.R. 4201: Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Ms. MAT-

SUI. 
H.R. 4211: Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Ms. CORRINE 

BROWN of Florida, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. MEEKS of New York, and Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 4217: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 4236: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, and 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H.R. 4244: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 4291: Mr. CLAY, Ms. MOORE of Wis-

consin, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 4315: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 4319: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 4338: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 4341: Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. HULSHOF, 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. 
MURTHA, and Mr. SHUSTER. 

H.R. 4357: Ms. MCKINNEY, and Mr. JONES of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. 4364: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Mr. OTTER, Mr. SULLIVAN, Ms. FOXX, Mr. 
FRANKs of Arizona, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, and Mr. RAHALL. 

H.R. 4403: Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 4423: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 

ROYCE, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. TANCREDO, 
Mr. SABO, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, and Mr. 
BOYD. 

H.R. 4434: Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 4460: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 4474: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 4493: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. MCCARTHY, 

and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 4542: Mr. HOLT, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. AL 

GREEN of Texas, Mr. INSLEE, and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 4547: Mr. BOREN, Mr. HERGER, Mr. 

GORDON, and Ms. HART. 
H.R. 4551: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 4562: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 

MCCOTTER, Mr. KIND, Mr. ROTHMAN, Ms. HAR-
RIS, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. MCNULTY, and 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 

H.R. 4623: Mr. TERRY and Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 4625: Mr. BOUSTANY. 

H.R. 4646: Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, 
Mr. POMBO, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. SOLIS, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mrs. 
BONO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. JONES of North Caro-
lina, Mr. HONDA, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, 
Ms. MATSUI, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. MCKEON, Ms. WATERS, Ms. LORET-
TA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. GARY G. MIL-
LER of California, Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. HERGER, 
Mr. NUNES, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
BUYER, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 4662: Mr. WYNN and Mr. ENGLISH of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 4668: Mr. LOBIONDO and Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 4681: Mr. LUCAS, Ms. GINNY BROWN- 

WAITE of Florida, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. BOSWELL, 
Mr. MATHESON, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. EMERSON, Miss MCMORRIS, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
STRICKLAND, Mr. WYNN, Mr. PORTER, Mr. 
BARROW, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. SIM-
MONS, Mr. KLINE, Mr. DENT, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. PUTNAM, Mr. FOLEY, and Mr. GORDON. 

H.R. 4685: Mr. FATTAH and Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio. 

H.R. 4687: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 4696: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 4704: Mr. JEFFERSON and Ms. JACKSON- 

LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 4709: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 4727: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 4736: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. MCCOLLUM 

of Minnesota. 
H.R. 4740: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina and 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 4747: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. 

KILPATRICK of Michigan, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 4751: Mr. MCHUGH and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 4755: Mr. STARK, Mr. RYAN of Wis-

consin, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. RUSH, and Ms. 

DELAURO. 
H.R. 4761: Mr. WAMP, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. 

ROGERS of Alabama, and Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka 

H.R. 4764: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. JEF-
FERSON, Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. ENGLISH of Penn-
sylvania. 

H.R. 4774: Mr. FORD, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. 
ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, and Mr. SABO. 

H.R. 4780: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. TANCREDO, 
Mr. CASE, and Ms. HARRIS. 

H.R. 4790: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 4799: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, 

and Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. 
H.R. 4800: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 4807: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 

WALSH, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. 
RENZI, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. WAMP, Mr. 
WEINER, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, and Mr. MOORE of Kan-
sas. 

H.R. 4808: Mr. SANDERS, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. MCCOTTER, 
Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. GOODE, Mr. 
DOYLE, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 4813: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. NEAL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, 
Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 

H.R. 4820: Mr. EMANUEL, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 4830: Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. FORD, Mr. GIB-
BONS, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SOUDER, and Mr. CONAWAY. 

H.R. 4843: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
BRADLEY of New Hampshire, Mr. BROWN of 
South Carolina, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS. 

H.R. 4859: Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
H.R. 4864: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr. 

ROGERS of Alabama. 
H.J. Res. 78: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Con. Res. 3: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H. Con. Res. 24: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H. Con. Res. 222: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H. Con. Res. 235: Mr. GERLACH and Mr. PE-

TERSON of Minnesota. 
H. Con. Res. 320: Mr. TOWNS, Mr. SAM JOHN-

SON of Texas, and Mr. FORTENBERRY. 
H. Con. Res. 336: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 338: Mr. WEXLER. 
H. Con. Res. 346: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BURTON 

of Indiana, and Mr. HALL. 
H. Res. 295: Mr. OWENS and Mr. PALLONE. 
H. Res. 316: Mrs. MUSGRAVE and Mr. MCIN-

TYRE. 
H. Res. 566: Mr. MATHESON, Mr. SIMMONS, 

Mr. RENZI, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. HINCHEY, and 
Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 

H. Res. 578: Mr. MORAN of Kansas, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H. Res. 608: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Ms. HARRIS, Ms. HART, Mr. KEL-
LER, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. NUNES, Mr. SHIMKUS, 
Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr. WELLER, 
Mr. RENZI, Mr. CONAWAY, and Mr. SHUSTER. 

H. Res. 616: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Mr. 
MICHAUD. 

H. Res. 658: Mr. COSTELLO and Mr. 
SERRANO. 

H. Res. 673: Ms. HART, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. CARDIN. 

H. Res. 680: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H. Res. 681: Mr. CARNAHAN. 
H. Res. 698: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan 

and Mr. DINGELL. 
H. Res. 699: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H. Res. 700: Ms. HARRIS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 

ENGEL, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. DENT, and Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania. 

H. Res. 701: Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 415: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 9:45 a.m. and was 

called to order by the PRESIDENT pro 
tempore (Mr. STEVENS). 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer. 
Let us pray. 
Our Father in heaven, today we 

praise You because Your loving kind-
ness endures forever. You have blessed 
this land with freedom and abundance. 
Thank You for spacious skies and 
amber waves of grain. 

Teach us to be thankful even when 
we face problems and pain as Your spir-
it opens our eyes to Your unfailing 
goodness. 

Bless the Members of this body. May 
their labors today flow out of a pure 
heart, a good conscience, and a sincere 
faith. Give them trust and confidence 
in Your guidance and a reverence and 
humility in Your presence. 

Keep us all from trying to please 
both others and You. We pray in Your 
holy Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore led the 

Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 

United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 

the previous order, leadership time is 
reserved. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, today we 
will begin a 1-hour period for debate 

prior to the cloture vote with respect 
to the LIHEAP bill. I ask unanimous 
consent that the 1 hour be for debate 
only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I expect 
that vote to occur sometime shortly 
before 11 a.m. this morning. If cloture 
is invoked—and I hope it will be—then 
we will be working toward an agree-
ment that will allow us to finish the 
bill as quickly as possible today. 

We will be returning to the lobbying 
reform bill today. We will begin consid-
ering amendments. Therefore, in addi-
tion to the LIHEAP bill, we will have 
votes in relation to the amendments to 
the lobbying reform bill. 

I also expect the Senate to recess 
from 12:30 until 2:15 for the weekly 
party luncheons. 

I say again to all colleagues who 
want to finish the lobbying bill this 
week that we certainly want to allow 
adequate time for Members to offer 
amendments. I urge Members to come 
forward early. We would like to lock in 
a filing deadline as soon as possible. As 
a matter of fact, I hope that we could 
lock in a filing deadline for today and 
therefore give our managers their best 
opportunity to schedule consideration 
of the amendments as soon as possible. 

Again, we expect to be working into 
the evening each night in an effort to 
finish the bill as soon as possible. 

f 

FLAG PROTECTION AMENDMENT 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, every 
morning we open the Senate by recit-
ing, as we just did a few moments ago, 
the Pledge of Allegiance. Hand over 
heart, we pay solemn tribute to the 
American flag, that sacred symbol of 
America’s history, values, and prin-
ciples. 

We are reminded that we are but 
servants, momentary players in the 
great unfolding of the American story. 
The flag—transcendent, noble, still— 

commands our humility and binds us in 
the common project of serving the 
body politic. It is with this under-
standing that, before Congress ad-
journs for the Fourth of July recess, I 
intend to bring the flag protection 
amendment to the floor. 

The proposed amendment is simple. 
It is a one-sentence statement that 
reads: ‘‘The Congress shall have the 
power to prohibit the physical desecra-
tion of the flag of the United States.’’ 

Along with 80 percent of the Amer-
ican public and all 50 of our State legis-
latures, I believe the Constitution 
should allow laws that protect our flag. 

Unfortunately, in 1989, the Supreme 
Court overturned 200 years of precedent 
and struck down all laws that prohibit 
flag desecration. I believe their deci-
sion was misguided. In my view, dese-
crating the flag is not speech but an 
act of physical assault. We know this 
when we see rioting mobs in foreign 
countries setting our flag on fire. We 
can see clearly that they are engaged 
in a specific act of physical aggression 
against our country and everything for 
which we stand. Whether inside or out-
side our borders, burning the American 
flag is intended to intimidate, not to 
engage in constructive speech. 

I believe the amendment process is 
the appropriate remedy to the Court’s 
1989 decision. As Harvard law professor 
Richard Parker explains: 

The amendment process is essential to the 
Constitution’s deepest foundation—the prin-
ciple of popular sovereignty affirmed in its 
first words, ‘‘We the people.’’ Making use of 
this process reaffirms and thus preserves 
that foundation. 

Since I first came to the Senate in 
1995, I have supported a constitutional 
amendment to protect our flag. 

The flag is not only the physical 
symbol of our Nation, our pride, and 
our in history, but also of our values: 
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freedom, justice, independence, equal-
ity, and, ultimately, we the people. 
Protecting the flag won’t stop Ameri-
cans from exercising their first amend-
ment right to free speech. 

Countless brave men and women have 
died defending the American flag. It is 
but a small, humble act to vote to de-
fend it. 

In the words of our esteemed col-
league, Senator HATCH: 

Whatever our differences of party, race, re-
ligion, or socio-economic status, the flag re-
minds us that we are very much one people, 
united in a shared destiny, bonded in a com-
mon faith in our Nation and the profound be-
lief in personal liberty that our Nation pro-
tects. 

I look forward to bringing the flag 
protection amendment to the floor for 
debate, and I am hopeful that we will 
be able to once and for all give the 
American people the opportunity to de-
fend this noble symbol of our shared 
legacy. 

f 

MAKING AVAILABLE FUNDS FOR 
THE LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM, 2006 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 2320 which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2320) to make available funds in-

cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 
for the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006, and for other 
purposes. 

Pending: 
Kyl/Ensign amendment No. 2899, to make 

available funds included in the Deficit Re-
duction Act of 2005 for allotments to States 
for the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006. 

Inhofe amendment No. 2898, to reduce en-
ergy prices. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ALLEN). Under the previous order, 
there will be 1 hour of debate equally 
divided between the Senator from 
Maine, Ms. SNOWE, and the Senator 
from Nevada, Mr. ENSIGN, or their des-
ignees. 

Who yields time? 
The Senator from Maine. 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, first of 

all, I thank the majority leader for his 
considerable effort, patience, and per-
severance in bringing this legislation 
to the floor on the basis of the commit-
ment which the leader made in Decem-
ber prior to our adjournment that we 
would have this legislation to increase 
low-income fuel assistance for those 
States that clearly need it, given the 
rising prices of home heating oil and 
natural gas, given the fact that we are 
in the midst of the winter, and given 
the fact that this has a major impact 
on families across the country. 

I hope we will get beyond today, be-
yond the cloture vote and be able to se-
cure the additional funding that is so 
essential to so many of the States and 
to so many individuals and families 
who depend upon it. It is absolutely 
critical that we provide these funds for 

this fiscal year in order to prepare for 
the summer and also to address the 
contingency necessity of providing ad-
ditional funding this winter. 

I am joined in my efforts and I wish 
to thank my colleague, Senator COLE-
MAN, my colleague from Maine, Sen-
ator COLLINS, Senator GRASSLEY, Sen-
ator SUNUNU, Senator SPECTER, and 
Senator SANTORUM, as well as Senator 
SMITH and Senator KERRY. I express 
my deep appreciation for their support. 

I first want to address some of the 
criticisms that were engendered last 
week because I think there has been a 
lot of misunderstanding and misinter-
pretation about exactly where we stand 
today and what the facts are. 

First of all, my underlying bill shifts 
the funding from fiscal year 2007 to 
2006. There is an additional $1 billion 
for the purposes of ‘‘contingency’’ 
funding, otherwise known as emer-
gency funding for emergency purposes. 
So it is budget neutral. We are just ad-
vancing it 1 year because of the un-
usual circumstances and because of 
events between rising oil prices and a 
difficult winter which have eroded the 
value of the low-income fuel assist-
ance. This would help to make it more 
consistent with the authorization level 
because of the dire need in so many 
States across the country, including 
my own. 

It does nothing to modify how those 
funds are disbursed to the States. The 
Senate decided 1 month ago when it 
passed the Deficit Reduction Act that 
25 percent of the $1 billion would be ap-
propriated through a formula funding 
and 75 percent would go to emergency 
contingency funding. 

The Congress decided—including the 
Senate, and it became law just a month 
ago—that the President would con-
tinue to have the emergency funding 
capability in order to disburse that 
part of the funding, 75 percent to those 
States that needed it at that moment 
in time because there was an emer-
gency. Emergencies are just that— 
emergencies. 

What the critics are saying about my 
approach is they now want to change it 
for the first time ever and take away 
the capability of having emergency 
funding under the low-income fuel as-
sistance. It doesn’t make sense. Be-
cause the States are facing an emer-
gency, they ought to be able to have 
their funding. That would be taken 
away by the Kyl amendment, and it 
would be distributed to States irrespec-
tive of whether they need it, irrespec-
tive of the fact that no emergency oc-
curred in their State. 

I understand that under the low-in-
come fuel assistance program, you 
have part emergency and part formula. 
That is what it is all about. 

All my underlying bill says is ad-
vance the funding from 2007 to 2006 for 
$1 billion. So we are not increasing the 
net level of funding for low-income fuel 
assistance. We have already agreed to 
it in the budget. It is not increasing 
spending. It is budget neutral. I don’t 

change the way it is distributed. I am 
doing just exactly what was dictated 
by the U.S. Senate, and it became law 
in the Deficit Reduction Act a month 
ago. 

Now we are saying let us change the 
entire formula, let us change the entire 
approach through the Kyl amendment 
by distributing all of the funds through 
a formula and we will have no emer-
gency funding. 

Let me remind my colleagues that 
just last fall, we had four States that 
benefited from the emergency funding 
as a result of the hurricane. Alabama 
received $2 million; Florida, $1.35 mil-
lion; Louisiana, $12 million; Mississippi 
$11.75 million—exactly because it was 
an emergency. The President had the 
authority, had the discretion to dis-
burse those funds from the contingency 
funds under the low-income fuel assist-
ance program. Under the Kyl amend-
ment, the President wouldn’t have that 
capability. It would be given to States 
that didn’t experience the hurricane, 
that didn’t have an emergency. We 
would not be able to have any emer-
gency funding if we passed the Kyl 
amendment. 

I hope the Senate will continue the 
way in which we have approached it in 
the past. I hope we pass the underlying 
bill at the very least to advance that 
funding. 

Emergency contingency funds exist 
because we cannot predict the weather, 
whether it is in the South or the 
Northeast or the West. We can’t pre-
dict. That is why we created an emer-
gency fund under low-income fuel as-
sistance. Now, for the first time ever, 
we take away that capability. 

I think it is important for my col-
leagues to understand what is at stake. 
All of the funding under low-income 
fuel assistance would be distributed ac-
cording to a formula. There would be 
no separate funding for emergency pur-
poses as we provided in the gulf last 
fall. So four States were able to benefit 
from the emergency distribution as a 
result of the President’s action. 

We need that discretionary capa-
bility because we are not weather fore-
casters. We do not know what will hap-
pen in America wherever it is going to 
happen. This is not a regional program. 
This benefits all 50 States. In fact, in 
January 2005, in looking at the dis-
tribution, all 50 States historically 
have benefited at some point from the 
emergency funding. 

Unfortunately, on Thursday night 
there was a chart distributed in the 
Senate that was misrepresentative of 
the facts. Even the Congressional Re-
search Service said it was misleading. 
The fact is, it did not portray the facts. 
It showed a distribution of the funds in 
January 2005 according to the emer-
gency funding at that moment in time. 
But if you looked at it in February or 
March or April or this year, it might be 
radically different because the emer-
gencies might have occurred elsewhere. 
That distribution was for that moment 
in time because of the emergencies 
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that resulted. That is not a constant 
pattern of distribution. It was a mis-
leading chart. I don’t blame my col-
leagues for voting for the interests of 
their respective States, absolutely. But 
I want my colleagues to realize and un-
derstand that chart was misleading. It 
does not represent what the emergency 
funding is all about. We cannot predict 
an emergency. So there were emer-
gencies back in January 2005 that rep-
resented those distributions, but that 
is not the way it happens all the time 
because we do not know when the 
emergencies are going to occur. 

I regret that chart was distributed on 
the basis that it represents how these 
funds are circulated and dispensed ac-
cording to the States. They are dis-
pensed according to need and necessity. 
That is what the emergency funding is 
all about. 

It is important to realize the value of 
the low-income fuel assistance pro-
gram overall. In fact, it is one that 
many of the States have come to de-
pend on, rightfully. I was in the House 
of Representatives when we first cre-
ated this program during an energy cri-
sis back in 1979 on the essential basis of 
helping to mitigate people’s fuel bills, 
particularly for the low income and 
those who are disadvantaged who can-
not possibly pay for the total cost of 
their oil bills, or in the summer for air- 
conditioning bills. We know it has pro-
found implications on people’s budgets, 
their inability to meet the rising costs, 
and especially so this year with 30 to 50 
percent increases in their energy bills. 
That is in addition to the increases 
that occurred last year that were 20 to 
30 percent. 

My constituents in the State of 
Maine cannot meet those rising prices. 
We are just attempting to hold them 
harmless with this funding, to hold 
them harmless to last year to maintain 
the status quo. What is the status quo? 
It is about meeting maybe a quarter of 
their fuel bill during the winter. 
Maybe. That depends on the rising 
price, and as we know, it has been an 
unpredictable pattern of rising prices. 
It is a very different thing when we 
have a price for a barrel of oil at $29 
compared to where we are today, with 
a fluctuation anywhere from $61 or $66 
for a barrel of oil. That has a major im-
pact on a family’s budget. The value of 
low-income fuel assistance today from 
where it was back in the mid-1980s has 
declined to 19 percent of the real value 
of this program based on what we have 
provided under low-income fuel assist-
ance. 

Back in the 1980s it represented, in 
real terms, 50 percent to families 
across this country. Now it has de-
clined to more than 19 percent. 

There was a survey recently con-
ducted that illustrated this situation 
and why this program is so critical to 
so many families in my State and 
across America. It illustrated this 
point. It is tragic. It said that 73 per-
cent of households would cut back and 
even go without other necessities such 

as food and prescription drugs and 
mortgage and rent payments to pay for 
heat. We have seen that illustrated in 
the State of Maine. We have had some 
very dire and tragic situations where 
people have had to be hospitalized be-
cause of hypothermia. 

People say it is a mild winter. I in-
vite Members to come to Maine and 
tell me about it. It has been a very cold 
winter. 

But this is also about the price. In 
the State of Maine, the price has risen 
30 to 50 percent in addition to the price 
increases last year. Yet the funding for 
low-income fuel assistance has main-
tained the status quo. So there has 
been an erosion of support for families 
who depend upon this program just 
barely to meet, perhaps, a quarter of 
their overall fuel bills depending on the 
price. 

That is why I have asked, along with 
my colleague from Minnesota, Senator 
COLEMAN, my colleague from Maine, 
Senator COLLINS, and so many others 
who have cosponsored this legislation, 
to advance the funding by 1 year. It has 
already been provided for. It is budget 
neutral. 

I heard one possibility of using TANF 
funds to pay for this. Let me remind 
my colleagues, under the law, TANF 
funds are to go for families with chil-
dren. It does not allow for the use of 
TANF funds for any other purpose. If 
States do so for ineligible individuals 
or families, the State is penalized up to 
5 percent. Using TANF funds cannot be 
allowed for low-income seniors, for ex-
ample, who otherwise are not eligible 
under the TANF law. 

I remind my colleagues that it is im-
portant to look at the facts and how 
the law works and what the implica-
tions are. I hope we can get beyond the 
regionalization of this low-income fuel 
assistance program bill and look at 
what is in the best interest of America, 
irrespective of where the necessity lies. 
Whether it is in the North, East, South 
or West, is it a need? Is it vital? Is it 
important? That is what this legisla-
tion is all about. 

That is why, in the wisdom of the 
Congress and the President, we estab-
lished the contingency fund for emer-
gency purposes so the President would 
have the discretionary authority to 
distribute those funds on the basis of 
need at that moment in time. The 
other funding is distributed according 
to a formula. I don’t change any of 
that. I do not change existing law. I do 
not change what this Senate and the 
House passed that became law a month 
ago. I do not change that. 

The amendment offered by Senator 
KYL changes all of that and places 100 
percent of the funding under the low- 
income fuel assistance program on a 
formula basis so there is no emergency 
funding. 

I hope my colleagues would vote for 
cloture so we can proceed. Whether we 
have amendments remains to be seen. 
But I am prepared to work with my 
colleagues, those who have differences 

of opinion regarding this legislation, to 
work it out, work it out for their State 
and what is in the best interest of their 
State, our States, and for all of Amer-
ica. This should not be a North, South, 
East, West issue. This should be an 
issue on the basis of what is right, 
what is fair, what is required, and what 
is needed. That is what this is all 
about. An emergency is an emergency. 
That is what the emergency funding is. 
That is what this contingency funding 
is. 

I impress upon my colleagues how 
important it is. It would be a dramatic 
departure to accept the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Arizona to 
redistribute all of the funds through a 
formula and have no capacity whatever 
for the President to distribute it on an 
emergency basis. 

I remind my colleagues this is not 
just about Maine or the North, it is 
about the South and the East and the 
West. This shouldn’t be about a com-
pass. This should be about America. 

I hope Members will look at the 
facts. The facts are we distributed 
funding under the emergency contin-
gency fund last fall to help those 
States in the gulf as a result of the 
hurricanes for four States, including 
Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Mis-
sissippi. We gave them $15 or $14 mil-
lion distributed by the President, 
rightfully, in response to an emer-
gency. 

Taking the emergency funding and 
distributing it on the basis of a for-
mula means that States are going to 
receive funding when there is no emer-
gency. How did that make sense? That 
was not the intent, ever. The intent 
was to maintain the separate funding 
for this capability. That is what it was 
all about. 

Eleven States have totally obligated 
their winter heating fund for this win-
ter, including my own State: Arkansas, 
California, Georgia, Iowa, Maine, New 
Hampshire, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Rhode Island, Utah, and many 
of the other States. In fact, 34 Gov-
ernors have written requesting this ad-
ditional assistance. They are facing a 
crisis because applications are up and 
the funding is down. Increases of at 
least 20 percent are expected in 15 
States alone. 

The funds expended for the low-in-
come fuel assistance is equivalent to 
the amount Congress allocated in 1983. 
That was 23 years ago. What about the 
price of a barrel of oil? It is important 
to my State of Maine where 84 percent 
of the people qualify for low-income 
fuel assistance, and the State in gen-
eral is around 80 percent; 80 percent for 
those dependent on home heating oil. A 
barrel of oil in 1983 was $29. 

By the way, the price should be going 
down as we go away from winter and 
toward the summer. But there is a dra-
matic change this year. The price is ac-
tually going up. And the future price 
for oil is much higher in January of 
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2007. That should raise a serious con-
cern among all Members about the po-
tential for price increases with respect 
to home heating oil and natural gas. 

A barrel of oil in 1983 was $29; today 
it is at least $61 a barrel. That is a dif-
ference of $32. We are basically losing 
the value of low-income fuel assistance 
because the funding has remained the 
same. It has declined to about 19 per-
cent of the real value of what it rep-
resented when we first created the pro-
gram almost 27 years ago when I was 
serving in the House of Representa-
tives. 

I have offered the underlying bill to 
advance the funding based on the re-
cent formula. I do not change the fund-
ing. It is 75–25, 75 for emergency and 25 
percent on formula. I am prepared to 
offer a 50–50 that would actually allow 
many States to gain or stay the same 
if we want to talk about the formula 
but do not do away with the emergency 
funding. That would be the first time 
ever under this program, and we will 
not have the capability and the Presi-
dent will not have the authority or the 
prerogative to respond to those States 
that are in an emergency crisis, as was 
the case last fall with Hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita. That is the major de-
parture, historically, from how we have 
obligated funds, both to formula and 
for emergency. 

Mr. President, 54 percent of my col-
leagues have voted for an increase in 
funding for low-income fuel assistance 
last year, requiring 60 votes. That was 
requiring 60 votes. We worked very 
hard. We got 66 votes last week on pro-
ceeding to this vital issue. 

So I hope my colleagues will support 
this cloture motion so we can move be-
yond and get to the heart of the mat-
ter, so we can discuss the differences 
and the implications of the underlying 
bill versus the amendments offered. I 
am prepared to work with my col-
leagues in any way to work it out. It is 
not, in my view, a matter of North 
versus South, East versus West or 
whatever. It is not sectional interests 
we are talking about. 

What we are talking about is doing 
what is right for whoever needs this 
program and depends upon it in a mo-
ment in time. That is what the emer-
gency funding provides. It gives us that 
flexibility and that capability that will 
be done away with by the Kyl amend-
ment. I truly regret there was this 
chart that was distributed last week 
because it gave an erroneous picture of 
the accurate distribution of funding be-
cause with emergency funding you can-
not have a fixed picture because it de-
pends on the emergency. And unless 
someone around here is a soothsayer, 
there is no way to know how that fund-
ing will be distributed. 

Yes, it was distributed at that mo-
ment in time that way. That is pre-
cisely because there were emergencies. 
But you do not know what the emer-
gency is going to be a year from now, 
a month from now, 6 months from now. 
We are coming upon the hurricane sea-

son again. God forbid if anything else 
happens. The fact is, we need to have 
that flexibility, as we did last fall. We 
need to have that capability similarly 
for our States that need it, in Maine 
and the other cold-weather States cur-
rently. 

If we need more funding, I am all for 
it. But I know there is resistance by 
many to increasing the funding, regret-
tably. But this has fallen far short of 
the real value of this program, as I il-
lustrated. We have not provided a real 
increase in the low-income fuel assist-
ance program since it was created back 
in 1979 during my first term in the 
House of Representatives. 

Those are the facts. So I urge my col-
leagues to vote to proceed to the final 
consideration of this bill. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to be recognized for 
5 minutes. 

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

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise in 
support of the efforts of the Senator 
from Maine. She has been our leader 
and our champion on this issue of fund-
ing LIHEAP. It has been a bipartisan 
effort, too. Senator JACK REED of 
Rhode Island, on this side of the aisle, 
and many others, have spoken in favor 
of what she is attempting to do. 

To describe it very briefly, for those 
who are following this debate, it would 
put $1 billion more in the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program 
across America. We said we thought we 
would need $5 billion this year. Then 
we only appropriated $2 billion. And in 
some parts of the country the winter 
has been fairly mild, including the 
Midwest. In other parts it is still harsh 
and cold. But wherever you live, you 
have found the cost of heating your 
home has gone up dramatically, be-
tween 30 and 50 percent. 

Now, imagine if you are on a fixed in-
come, that you are a retired single 
woman, for example, a widow, and you 
turn to this program, as you have in 
years past, and this year you need it 
more than ever. Or imagine you are a 
woman I met, a mother in the city of 
Rockford, with three small children. 
She is divorced. She is working. She is 
trying to keep this little frame house 
she is living in warm enough so her 
kids can be well enough to go to 
school. 

She needs a helping hand from this 
program. She is a minimum wage 
worker. She works as a waitress. She 
does not make a lot of money, but, God 
bless her, she is trying. And this pro-
gram says we will give her a helping 
hand. The sad reality is, as the Senator 
from Maine told us, there is not enough 
money in this program. So many of 
these people find themselves without 
the helping hand that we have prom-
ised all across the United States. 

All the Senator from Maine and oth-
ers are saying is, let’s put enough 

money in this program to help the 
truly vulnerable people in America. 
These people are our neighbors. These 
are fellow Americans, the parents and 
grandparents of people who made this 
the great country it is today. 

You look at the situation and say, 
this has so many echoes and memories 
of what happened in New Orleans. In 
New Orleans, when some of the nicest 
people in this world, who happen to be 
caught up in a flood, had nowhere to 
turn—and the Government was not 
there—the sad reality is that many of 
them suffered. We look back now, 6 
months later, in horror to think that 
great city is still struggling to get 
back on its feet. Despite the best prom-
ises of President Bush and this admin-
istration, it is not happening. 

I wonder if that would have been the 
case anywhere else in America. Would 
that have happened anywhere else in 
America, that a city would have been 
devastated, and 6 months later it is 
still not receiving the attention it 
needs because of a lack of leadership 
from this Administration? 

What the Senator from Maine is say-
ing, what we are saying, is that for in-
dividual families faced with the reali-
ties of life today, some of these pro-
grams make all the difference in the 
world. And the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program is one. 

I met with a woman in Rock Island, 
IL, a retired lady, a beautiful lady, who 
works down at the senior center now 
just doing volunteer work. She coun-
sels the seniors on how to apply for 
LIHEAP assistance so they can pay 
their gas bills, which, of course, is 
what we use to heat the majority of 
our homes in the Midwest. 

So many of us believe that when we 
face these natural disasters and chal-
lenges in America, that it is a chal-
lenge to each one of us to come to-
gether as the American family. I can 
understand how the Senator from 
Maine feels. People say: Oh, this is just 
a big New England problem. Now, don’t 
worry me because I happen to live 
somewhere else. 

It is an American problem, my 
friends. It was an American problem in 
New Orleans. It is an American prob-
lem in New England. It is an American 
problem when American families strug-
gle for the basic necessities to survive. 
Those who would divide us on sectional 
lines, on lines of economic benefit, on 
lines of racial differences—those people 
are just wrong because this country is 
strongest when it stands together. And 
we stand together when some members 
of the American family are in need, 
and they are in need today. 

We need to stand behind the Senator 
from Maine on a bipartisan basis. We 
need to say to this administration: Do 
not leave more Americans behind—as 
happened in New Orleans. We cannot 
have it repeated in New England or in 
northern Illinois or anyplace across the 
United States. We need to come to-
gether. 

As I look at this bill, I think this is 
reasonable. It is reasonable for us to 
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stand up for our fellow Americans who 
need a helping hand with low-income 
home energy assistance. 

Let me add something as well. 
Wouldn’t it be great if America had an 
energy policy? Wouldn’t it be terrific if 
we really had a plan that would move 
us away from our dependence on for-
eign oil? When the Senator quotes oil 
prices, do you know what control we 
have over oil prices? None. When the 
OPEC cartel and the sheiks decide pro-
duction levels, and oil prices go up, 
America reaches into its wallet for its 
credit cards and cash, and the money 
goes right on the line, and not just to 
them but to the oil companies. 

It is similar with natural gas. 
Wouldn’t it be great if we had vision 
and leadership in America today that 
moved us toward less dependence on 
energy from overseas? We wouldn’t be 
caught when we stopped to fill up our 
cars, or provide energy to our homes 
and businesses, with dependence on oil 
cartels or fossil fuels that leave us dan-
gling on the ends of strings, as the pro-
ducers control the dance like puppet-
eers? 

That is the fact today because for too 
long we have let the national energy 
debate—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s 5 minutes have expired. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 1 additional 
minute. 

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

Mr. DURBIN. For too long, we have 
focused this energy debate on where 
can we drill for more oil. Can we go to 
a wildlife refuge in Alaska? The honest 
answer is, all the oil in that wildlife 
refuge would not provide the energy 
this country needs for more than 6 
months over a 20-year period. It is not 
an answer. It is not a solution. We con-
trol less than 3 percent of the oil re-
serves in this world. Yet we consume 25 
percent of the oil resources. There is no 
way we can drill ourselves to a point of 
self-sufficiency. 

We need leadership. We need innova-
tive, sustainable, renewable sources of 
energy. We need better fuel-economy in 
our cars and trucks. America should be 
moving forward as some other coun-
tries are with a new vision on energy. 
Instead, we are faced with these crip-
pling bills to heat our homes, and at 
the gas station to fuel our vehicles. 

Today, we need to vote to support the 
motion for cloture, bring the LIHEAP 
bill up, provide a helping hand to the 
most vulnerable Americans, and then 
sit down and get down to business 
about an energy policy that really 
works for our future. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, how 

much time is remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine has 6 minutes 52 sec-
onds, and the Senator from Nevada has 
30 minutes. 

Ms. SNOWE. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

I just want to make a couple points, 
and then I will reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

The Senator from Illinois mentioned 
Senator REED, and I, too, would be re-
miss if I did not mention Senator REED 
from Rhode Island, who has worked 
mightily on this issue and seeking in-
creases in low-income fuel assistance 
and, in fact, has worked on that 
throughout the last year and this year 
as well. So I thank him for all of his ef-
forts in that regard. 

Finally, regarding low-income fuel 
assistance contingency funds, under 
the law—I would like to read it to my 
colleagues because I think it is impor-
tant to understand the purpose that 
was underlying the design and how this 
program would allocate the funding in 
emergency situations. The low-income 
fuel assistance contingency funds are 
released at the discretion of the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services. I 
quote from the law, the law we all sup-
ported: 
. . . to meet the additional home energy as-
sistance needs of one or more States arising 
from a natural disaster or other emergency. 

That is the purpose of the contin-
gency fund that is currently in law. 
That was supported by this Senate, by 
the House, and became law. It is what 
the White House wants. The President 
wants it. He wants to continue that au-
thority and flexibility to be able to re-
spond to emergencies when they arise. 
We have no way of predicting when 
they might arise. Therefore, it is im-
portant to have those funds set aside 
for exactly and precisely that purpose. 

The funding distribution is not al-
tered under the underlying legislation 
that is pending before the Senate. It 
would be significantly altered by the 
amendment offered by the Senator 
from Arizona because we would no 
longer, for the first time in the history 
of the low-income fuel assistance pro-
gram, have emergency funding capa-
bility, none whatsoever. So where we 
have provided millions of dollars to 
Alabama and Mississippi and Louisiana 
and Florida as a result of the hurri-
canes last fall, we would not have that 
capability in the future. We do not 
have any capabilities. 

I want to reiterate the fact that the 
graph that was distributed last week 
fundamentally misrepresented the allo-
cation of funds. That was for one snap-
shot in time because emergencies ex-
isted at that moment in time. So if 
your State got that kind of money at 
that moment in time, it does not mean 
you get it the next time unless you had 
an emergency. That is what it is all 
about. You want your State to have 
the benefit of emergency funding under 
this program when an emergency 
arises, in the event it is necessary. If it 
is not, then you do not need that fund-
ing at that moment in time. 

We have the formula capabilities 
under the low-income fuel assistance 
program to provide and distribute the 

money to various States. That is an-
other part of the program. But to do 
away with the emergency capabilities 
under this program, for the first time 
ever, is a dramatic departure from 
where we have been in the past, a dra-
matic departure even in the alteration 
of the funding formula, as represented 
by the amendment offered by the Sen-
ator from Arizona. It would be a dra-
matic departure in all respects, and it 
would have implications all across 
America. 

Let me remind my colleagues. I 
quote: 

[It is] to meet the additional home energy 
assistance needs of one or more States aris-
ing from a natural disaster or other emer-
gency. 

As I said earlier, 34 of our Nation’s 
Governors have recognized the crisis 
and have written to the Senate and 
House leadership respectively and said: 
Despite significant State contributions 
to emergency relief funds or 
supplementing existing State-Federal 
programs, with the record cost of en-
ergy nationwide, the Federal fiscal 
year 2006 funding for LIHEAP reflects a 
net decrease from the previous year’s 
total. Exactly, because of the rising 
prices. That is what it is all about. It 
has been the status quo, as I said, for 
funding under LIHEAP, essentially 
since it was created, but most espe-
cially since 1983. That is a long time 
ago. 

I think we ought to do what is right. 
It will benefit all of our States depend-
ing on the need and whether an emer-
gency arises. Then we have the formula 
to distribute the other funding accord-
ing to the States and to a formula upon 
which we have all agreed. And it is fair 
and equitable. What is underlying all of 
this is to do what is right for all of 
America, for all of our States, and not 
to pit one State against another, one 
region against another. That is not 
what this is all about. This program is 
for all 50 States based on formula and 
based on emergencies. 

I hope we will not significantly alter 
this in a way that removes emergency 
funding capability that the President 
now has and what we certainly need 
and depend on in the event that occurs 
in any one of our States. 

So with that, I reserve the remainder 
of my time and suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the clerk will please call the 
roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KYL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

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

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, let me say a 
few words about this before Senator 
ENSIGN comes to the floor. The first 
vote we will have shortly will be the 
vote to proceed with the consideration 
of this legislation, a so-called cloture 
vote. After that, the subject the Sen-
ator from Maine has primarily been ad-
dressing will be the pending business. 
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It is an amendment which would estab-
lish how this additional billion dollars 
would be made available to the States 
to meet their emergency needs for ei-
ther home heating or home cooling, as 
conditions warrant. 

There has already been about $2 bil-
lion spent, almost all of which is for 
the heating needs of those in the colder 
part of our country. Those of us who of-
fered the amendment to provide a way 
in which the third billion dollars would 
be distributed have had in mind some 
very difficult circumstances in our 
home States over the last year or so. In 
fact, part of the problem is the fact 
that the money that is available in the 
fiscal year is used pretty much at the 
front end of the time to treat the cold 
climate problems. By the time we get 
to the summer, when the heavy heat 
requirements would authorize funding 
to be spent in States such as Arizona 
and Nevada, there has been little 
money available. 

Last summer, in response to the heat 
emergency there, when air condi-
tioning bills were skyrocketing and a 
lot of people could not afford to pay 
them, bills which are much higher per 
household than home heating bills fre-
quently are, there was no money avail-
able. We tried to get a contingency 
amount of money to apply to the prob-
lem. We literally had some people die. 
Yet by the time the money became 
available, it was too late. 

One of the things we are trying to do 
with this amendment is to preserve 
some of the money pursuant to a for-
mula so that it is not all sitting in a 
contingent fund to be spent in cold 
States in the beginning of the year 
with nothing left at the end of the 
year. 

Let me cite some statistics from the 
city of Phoenix, for example: Arizona’s 
LIHEAP program can only assist 4 per-
cent of those who are eligible; 73 per-
cent of the homes have an elderly or 
disabled or child under 5—this is in the 
city of Phoenix; these figures don’t 
necessarily apply to everywhere in the 
State—18 percent have an energy bur-
den of over 25 percent of their income. 
This is what I think folks don’t realize. 
Air conditioning is a necessity when 
you have 115, 116, 118-degree days. It is 
not optional. Especially if you are el-
derly or very young, you have to have 
air conditioning. When you are paying 
25 percent or more of your income for 
that air conditioning, it is a burden 
that too many people can’t bear. That 
is why we are trying to get more of the 
funds allocated through a formula to 
the States that need that kind of help 
at the end of the year and not have it 
all sitting in a contingency where it is 
not available, as was the case last year. 

We need to fix this problem. There is 
already appropriated for fiscal year 
2006 $2.183 billion—$2 billion pursuant 
to the existing formula, almost all of 
which goes to the cold States in the 
Northeast and elsewhere, and $183 mil-
lion for contingency. So to the extent 
that there are contingency require-

ments, as the Senator from Maine has 
spoken to, there is funding currently 
available for that. What we are trying 
to do is ensure that the next billion 
dollars not only provides for that con-
tingency funding and some additional 
contingency funding but that about 
three-fourths of it be distributed pursu-
ant to a formula which is much fairer 
to those States that have not gotten 
the money in the past to assist their 
low-income folks to provide primarily 
for air conditioning. That is what the 
debate is all about. 

The pending amendment is my 
amendment that would provide for a 
formula distribution of the next billion 
dollars. There is still contingency 
money available but not as much as 
there would be under the proposal of 
the Senator from Maine. 

There is probably somewhere be-
tween zero and 100 an opportunity to 
try to work things out. It is my hope 
that in the time between now and the 
time we begin debating my amend-
ment, we will be able to do so. I am 
certainly open to discussion about it. 
We need to make sure that wherever 
people are located, they are well taken 
care of. In the past, however, the way 
the money is distributed, virtually all 
goes to people in the colder States, 
with nothing left over for those folks 
who have to rely upon air conditioning. 
It is time we recognize that fact and 
modify the formula for the additional 
amount of money that is going to be 
spent if, in fact, money will be allo-
cated, so it more accurately reflects 
the needs of the people in the hotter 
climates as well as those who have 
been the recipients of most of the 
money that has been allocated so far. 

I reserve the balance of the time for 
others, in particular the Senator from 
Nevada, when he arrives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

The Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. COLEMAN. How much time do 

we have remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine has 1 minute 18 sec-
onds, and there is approximately 24 
minutes reserved to the Senator from 
Nevada and counting. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that we use an 
extra 3 minutes of the other side’s time 
for my discussion. 

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

Mr. COLEMAN. I rise to respond to 
my friend and colleague from Arizona. 
We are in agreement on the idea that 
the money should go where it is need-
ed. What I would disagree with is that 
there is nothing left for those from 
other States, warm weather States. 
That is not what we are dealing with 
here. 

Two things about LIHEAP: One, it is 
not just another Federal acronym; it is 
a lifeline. I held hearings on this in St. 
Paul, where I heard from a woman 
named Lori Cooper, a working profes-
sional wife, mother of a 21-month-old 

baby. It is about scraping by on salary 
alone, and even with assistance paying 
the heating expense, it was a real hard-
ship. We had a senior named Lucille 
Olson who told a story of the struggle 
to balance the cost of high health in-
surance and prescription drugs with 
ever-rising heating bills that represent 
about 30 percent of her monthly in-
come. 

We are not talking about a Federal 
acronym. It is a helping hand. 

You may hear some of my colleagues 
contending that a warmer-than-usual 
winter has somehow lessened the need. 
It may be a mild winter by Minnesota’s 
standards, but certainly not by Vir-
ginia’s. It was about minus 19 in St. 
Paul a couple weekends ago. If it is 
only 25 degrees, mild by Minnesota’s 
standards, you still have to put about 
an extra 40 something degrees in there 
to heat your home so seniors and work-
ing people can live there with some 
measure of comfort. 

We have 60 percent of all LIHEAP 
households in Minnesota heating their 
homes with natural gas. The price of 
natural gas has risen severely. It is a 
severe winter by national standards. 
LIHEAP is designed to soften that. We 
have heard it firsthand. 

I want to make clear the bill which I 
cosponsored would designate an addi-
tional $250 million for formula funding. 
But due to the nature of the formula 
governing allotments to States, this 
additional formula funding for Min-
nesota would provide a negligible in-
crease. The 25/75 split is exactly the 
same split the Senate approved a few 
months ago in the Deficit Reduction 
Act. What we do is we change the date 
assistance is available from 2007 to 
2006. Again, 25 percent of the funding 
goes to predominantly warm weather 
States. 

This is about emergencies. It is about 
meeting the needs of emergencies. I 
have to say that we have been there. 
Senators from the northern States 
have been there when there has been 
flooding and tornadoes and hurricanes 
and other crises around the country. 
We haven’t divided up regions. We 
didn’t do that with Katrina and Rita 
when they swept across the gulf. We 
didn’t do it in areas of Florida hit hard 
by hurricanes. We didn’t do it in west-
ern States affected by wildfires. We are 
one great Nation. We come to the aid 
of those in need. This is about those in 
need. It is a severe winter where they 
can’t afford the cost of natural gas, a 
lifeline, a helping hand, not an acro-
nym for a program. 

The Senate has a tradition of putting 
aside its regional and partisan divi-
sions. When Americans face desperate 
situations, the Senate comes together 
in the name of the same Nation with 
the spirit of cooperation. I have heard 
the President speak eloquently about 
the spirit of America, of what it is all 
about. That is what we are asking for 
today. Hurricanes Katrina and Rita 
have already made natural gas prices 
worse. In northern States such as mine, 
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this is about hardship. I have seen the 
faces of those who need this assistance, 
those who work hard to get back on 
their feet, to build a better life. A dra-
matic increase in heating costs like 
those experienced in Minnesota this 
year is a cruel burden. They deserve a 
lifeline, a helping hand. Please support 
me in providing increased LIHEAP as-
sistance designed to meet the needs of 
those who need it most. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I com-
mend Senator COLEMAN for his leader-
ship and all the efforts he has made in 
regard to the pending legislation. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. ENSIGN. How much time re-
mains on our side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 22 minutes 14 seconds, and the 
Senator from Maine has 57 seconds. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, my pref-
erence would have been that this bill 
not go forward simply because I believe 
this legislation is not paid for. It would 
be different if the proponents of this 
legislation had truly paid for it, in 
other words, offset this spending. In-
stead of offsetting this spending, they 
take in the money from next year, 
bring it into this year and then will try 
next year to restore the money. If they 
would have said: This is the priority, 
let’s reset our priorities and let’s cut 
some other type of spending to pay for 
this, the legislation would have been a 
lot more acceptable. 

That is the reason we raised the 
budget point of order last week against 
this legislation. We lost on that budget 
point of order. So now it looks as 
though the legislation has a chance of 
moving forward, and we have to deter-
mine how the money is spent. Is it fair 
to spend it across the country, or 
should it benefit some States at the ex-
pense of other States? 

The LIHEAP program is set up with 
a very complex formula. It is assist-
ance for those people who are low in-
come, who need help with their heating 
oil or with air conditioning expenses— 
for those who live in hot States such as 
myself, or in Arizona, or some of the 
other southern States around the gulf 
coast. 

The reason people are seeking this 
increase is because natural gas has ex-
ploded in price. Obviously, heating oil 
has done the same. So there is a need 
out there for assistance and we don’t 
deny that. We think there is legit-
imacy to meeting that need. But it is a 
question of how do we now disburse 
this money fairly to the States. 

Let me get back to the LIHEAP for-
mula—how we determine how the 

money goes to the various States. It 
was set up a long time ago when this 
program was first put in effect that it 
would benefit more of the colder 
States. When it was set up, the first 
amounts of money would go in and 
mostly benefit those cold weather 
States; and then if there was more 
money put into the program, it would 
be distributed more fairly to help 
States that are warmer. The proponent 
has put forward that three-quarters of 
the money would go to continue to 
help those States that are in the colder 
regions of the country, and 25 percent 
of the money would then be distributed 
kind of equally across the country. 
That is not the way the program was 
intended to be set up. 

Additional moneys are supposed to be 
distributed fairly across the board. Mr. 
President, 28 out of the 50 States would 
lose under Senator SNOWE’s bill; 22 
States would benefit. Those same 22 
States benefit under the moneys that 
have already been spent this year— 
more than the other States benefit. 

We are not going to win the cloture 
vote. We fully admit that. We lost on a 
budget point of order, so we know we 
are going to lose on a cloture vote. 
After the cloture vote, there will be at 
least one amendment to change the 
formula so that other States are more 
fairly treated in this program. 

I believe this billion dollars should be 
more fairly distributed across the 
country. So that is what we are going 
to attempt to do. We hope all of the 
Senators will look to see whether their 
States benefit more under the amend-
ment Senator KYL and I are going to 
put forward or benefit under Senator 
SNOWE. If they look from a selfish per-
spective to their own States, they will 
vote with our amendment. 

I think it is important when you are 
in the Senate to try to do what is best 
in the national perspective, but you 
also look to your State and your 
State’s interest. When there is a pot of 
money out there, it is our responsi-
bility to look to try to get our States’ 
fair share of that money. That is what 
I am going to do for Nevada, and I 
know the Senator from Arizona is 
going to do that for the State of Ari-
zona. 

While this cloture vote will go for-
ward, that doesn’t mean we won’t have 
germane amendments—which our 
amendment is—and that we won’t have 
germane amendments to vote on to 
more fairly distribute the money. 

How much time does the Senator 
need? 

Mr. KYL. A couple of minutes. 
Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, last 

year, we had a debate on increasing 
LIHEAP funding, but we had to pay for 
it last year. We paid for it by allowing 
drilling in ANWR. The ANWR provision 
got stripped out in the Senate. So the 
amount of money to pay for LIHEAP 
was no longer present. I would like to 
see drilling in ANWR. I think it is im-
portant to diversify our energy sup-
plies in America. The money would 

have been there and people would not 
have had objections. I agreed to that 
last year. This is purely deficit spend-
ing even though the proponents of the 
bill say it is not because of the phony 
budget games that are played around 
here. But because it is deficit spending, 
we are going to try to make sure that 
the money is spent fairly across the 
United States. That is what this whole 
debate is going to come down to in the 
next day or two. 

Mr. President, with that, I reserve 
the remainder of our time, and I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, since I last 
spoke, I want to get a couple of the 
specific numbers on moneys actually 
spent under the formula that currently 
exists for providing low-income energy 
assistance for both the cold weather 
States and the warm weather States. 

I have some statistics that relate to 
three of the States in comparison with 
the State of Maine, for example. Ne-
vada has about 40,000 more people, or 
eligible households than Maine. Under 
the current formula, it receives about 
$22.7 million less than Maine. In the 
case of Arizona, with a population of 
about four times that of Maine, Ari-
zona receives three times less money. 
In other words, Maine receives more 
than three times the money of Arizona, 
with Arizona having more than four 
times the population. Georgia had to 
spend $10 million, up from $3 million 
last year, for its energy needs and for 
needy families. 

We are all interested in seeing that 
the low-income families have assist-
ance. We want a formula that is fair. In 
the past, the formula has not been fair. 
Growing States such as Nevada and Ar-
izona, which have far more population 
than some of the other States, receive 
far less money. As I said, in compari-
son of air conditioning bills versus 
heating bills, the air conditioning bills 
can be far greater—sometimes more 
than 25 percent of the income. That is 
what we are talking about here. We are 
trying to achieve fairness with the for-
mula, not have the money all in a con-
tingency fund which is spent early in 
the year on the cold weather, with 
nothing left for the hot weather folks. 

If the Senator from Oklahoma is 
ready, I yield to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma is recognized. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I have 
been on the floor numerous times to 
talk about priorities. We are on an 
unsustainable course in our country. 
The GAO says that. Anybody who looks 
at our books, our budgets, and our defi-
cits would realize that. We have before 
us a $1 billion expenditure that I am 
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sure we are going to do. I have done ev-
erything I can to keep us from doing it. 
Without paying for it, we will transfer 
that money to our children. 

I think it is important for the Amer-
ican public to know how awry we are in 
this body. I want to put forward and 
into the RECORD what the cosponsors of 
this bill did. They did, collectively, 
$777 million worth of earmarks last 
year. Those States of the cosponsors 
are going to get $145 million in 
LIHEAP money. The fact is, we spent 
over $770 million on earmarks. 

I wish to spend a few minutes reading 
some of them so we can see whether 
the American people think it is a pri-
ority. Do we help people who need heat 
with their homes or do we build the 
Katahdin Ironworks in Maine? Or do 
we build a new industrial park in 
Maine? Do we buy new land—the Ra-
chel Carson land acquisition for 
$600,000? Do we pay for a new building 
for the city of Brewer, an administra-
tive building? I cannot find in the Con-
stitution where that is a responsibility 
of the Federal Government. We are 
going to build a new Bangor waterfront 
park. We spent $246,000 on earmarked 
lowbush blueberry research. Here is a 
George and Barbara Bush cultural cen-
ter at the University of New England, 
$300,000. Do we do that and charge it to 
our children and grandchildren, or do 
we help people with their heat? To me, 
it is an obvious choice. But we refuse 
to make those hard choices here. We 
would rather spend the money and 
charge it to our children and grand-
children. 

Here is a Franco-American Heritage 
Center renovation project in Lewiston. 
And Bowdoin College in Brunswick, 
ME, gets $100,000 for site planning and 
renovation. Here is a purchase of land, 
Brainard Lakes, MN. Here is Midtown 
Greenway, Minneapolis, $1.5 million. 
Here is Augsburg College, in Min-
nesota, $1 million. I didn’t know pri-
vate colleges were part of the responsi-
bility of funding from the Federal Gov-
ernment. Next we have Grand Portage 
in Minnesota, to establish a heritage 
center, $4 million. We are going to es-
tablish a heritage center for $4 million 
and we cannot help people with their 
heating bills. We are going to try to do 
both because it is politically expedient, 
but it is not politically expedient for 
our grandchildren. 

We gave $200,000 to the Hmong Amer-
ican Mutual Assistance Association. 
We gave $500,000 to the Minneapolis 
American Indian Center in Min-
neapolis. We sent $1 million to the Pine 
Technical College in Minnesota. We re-
habilitated the Ames Lake Neighbor-
hood, Phalen Place Apartments, in St. 
Paul with $150,000 of taxpayer money. 
Here is the Willard Pond in New Hamp-
shire, $550,000. Then we have Roseview, 
a purchase of land for $2 million. Here 
is the Hubbard Brook Foundation and 
the Daniel Webster College. Here is the 
city of Portsmouth, to build an envi-
ronmentally responsible library. We 
are going to build a library instead of 

paying for people’s heating bills, and 
we are going to charge it to our chil-
dren and grandchildren. 

We spent $150,000 for site preparation 
for improvements to White Park in 
Concord. We are going to restore Tem-
ple Town Hall in the town of Temple, 
$225,000. That is not a Federal responsi-
bility; it is a State responsibility. 

Yet the American people are right to 
ask the question: How is it that we can 
have $775 million in earmarks from five 
States, and those five States under this 
formula would get $145 million in 
LIHEAP? 

I suggest that we shouldn’t take it 
from our children and grandchildren. I 
suggest that we ought to pay for it, and 
the way to pay for it is either reduce 
the number of earmarks that are not 
legitimate under the Constitution, but 
are very politically expedient, or find 
the money elsewhere. 

I am not just picking on these items. 
This goes across this body throughout. 
The culture of earmarks is killing our 
country in terms of how much money 
we spend and who is paying for it. And 
who is actually paying for it is not us. 
We are shifting it to the next two gen-
erations. 

I will show this document in the 
RECORD—it lists the earmarks by the 
five cosponsors of this bill—and let the 
American public decide whether they 
think we ought to take $1 billion from 
our grandkids or cut out some of these 
projects that are not necessary right 
now. We are in a time of tremendous 
fiscal severity, and it is time we start 
acting as grownups. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
document that lists earmarks. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

WHAT ARE OUR PRIORITIES—EARMARKS OR 
LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE? 

(Estimated number and cost of earmarks 
in FY2006*; additional LIHEAP funding based 
on estimate of an additional $250 million al-
located through the standard formula and 
$750 million allocated through the contin-
gency fund; contingency fund allocation 
rates for each state are based on the average 
distribution rate from the five previous re-
leases from the contingency fund) 

State Number of 
earmarks 

Cost of 
earmarks 

Additional 
LIHEAP 
funding 

Maine ............................ 38 $29,362,000 $16,277,940 
Minnesota ..................... 85 127,383,000 29,089,755 
New Hampshire ............ 50 46,338,000 8,845,527 
Ohio .............................. 171 238,005,026 39,060,740 
Pennsylvania ................ 286 336,210,500 52,561,169 

Total .................... 630 777,298,526 145,835,131 

*Note: The number and cost estimate of earmarks for each state likely 
underestimate the total number and cost of earmarks. Only earmarks where 
a state is clearly and readily identifiable are used in the estimates. 

Sources: Congressional Research Service, LIHEAP Clearinghouse, staff cal-
culations. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I want 
to help those people who cannot help 
themselves, but I have also discovered 
that there is very limited authoriza-
tion for us in the Constitution for us to 
be paying the heating bills of people in 
this country. There is no such thing as 
compassion when you are using some-
body else’s money to offer compassion. 

The real answer to heating bills is 
solving our energy crisis and local 
communities taking care of their local 
citizens with their assets. 

I will not vote for cloture, although I 
know cloture is going to be invoked, 
but I think this is a great time that ev-
erybody in this country ought to be 
questioning the process here and the 
utilization of earmarks which could 
have paid for the heating bill, but in-
stead we did things to help us back 
home, help us get reelected. 

I remind the Members of this body, 
Mr. President, when they take the oath 
of this body, they don’t take an oath to 
protect their State or bring home the 
bacon. They take an oath to do what is 
in the best long-term interest of this 
country, not what is in their best 
short-term political interest. 

I believe, as the American people 
look at this—I know this recent polling 
said 69 percent of the people in this 
country think we ought to eliminate 
earmarks, even if it hurts them. The 
only way we will get out of the finan-
cial mess we are in is start attacking 
the process of earmarks that greases 
the sled for spending that is out of con-
trol. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

yields time? The Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I yield 

back the remainder of our time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Maine yield back her 57 
seconds? 

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I yield 
the remainder of my time to my col-
league, Senator COLLINS from Maine. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senator from 
Maine have an additional minute and 
only 2 minutes be reserved on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Senator 
from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleagues for their cooperation. I 
realize I need to talk very rapidly. 

I understand that the Senator from 
Oklahoma listed earmarks that the 
Senator from Maine and I have jointly 
sponsored. I want to tell my colleagues 
that I am very proud of those projects, 
and I will stand here and defend every 
single one of them. But the fact is, that 
is irrelevant to the debate before us 
right now. 

I think it is so unfortunate to see 
this breakdown as certain States in 
certain parts of the country oppose 
what is a program that is absolutely 
essential to those of us who live in 
colder States. 

I supported all of the aid for Hurri-
cane Katrina’s victims in the gulf re-
gion. I routinely support programs that 
benefit other regions of the country. I 
think it is unfortunate and unfair and 
very disappointing for colleagues to op-
pose a program simply because it 
doesn’t benefit their region as much as 
others. 

This is a program that is a matter of 
literally life and death to those of us 
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representing low-income and elderly 
constituents. 

I realize my time has expired. I urge 
my colleagues to support the motion to 
invoke cloture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I will con-
clude by making two points. First of 
all, the question on cloture is not 
whether to allow the program to go 
forward but whether it will be paid for 
or, in effect, the money taken from 
next year, in which case then next 
year’s money will have to be taken 
from the year after that, and so forth. 
So it is a question of how we pay for it. 

The average temperature in July of 
last year in Arizona was just under 100 
degrees. It was about 98 degrees. It is a 
matter of life and death. Eighteen peo-
ple died in Arizona, and there was no 
money available in Arizona for this 
program. By the time we found we 
could get a contingency of $183 million, 
it was too late. 

So while we would like to see the 
program continue, we would like to see 
it paid for and also we would like to see 
the formula modified so those people 
who suffer from the heat have as much 
of an opportunity to participate as 
those who have trouble from the cold 
weather. As a result, assuming that 
cloture is invoked, what we will be urg-
ing is that the next billion dollars be 
spent pursuant to a formula that more 
fairly divides the money among the 
various States, all of which have prob-
lems, but they are just different kinds 
of problems. And we will be able to de-
bate that at that time. 

Mr. President, I yield back all of the 
remaining time so we can go ahead 
with the vote. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, pursuant to rule 
XXII, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the pending cloture motion, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on S. 2320: a 
bill to make available funds included in the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 for the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Program for 
fiscal year 2006, and for other purposes. 

William Frist, Lamar Alexander, Ted 
Stevens, Pat Roberts, R.F. Bennett, 
George Allen, Pete Domenici, Rick 
Santorum, Gordon Smith, John Thune, 
Richard G. Lugar, Arlen Specter, John 
E. Sununu, Mitch McConnell, Lincoln 
D. Chafee, Lisa Murkowski, Mike 
DeWine, David Vitter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on S. 2320, a bill to 
make available funds included in the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 for the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006, shall be 
brought to a close? The yeas and nays 

are mandatory under the rule. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 
The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 75, 

nays 25, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 33 Leg.] 

YEAS—75 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Allen 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Burns 
Burr 
Byrd 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chafee 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dayton 
DeWine 
Dodd 
Dole 
Domenici 

Dorgan 
Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Frist 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Inouye 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
McConnell 
Menendez 

Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (FL) 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Warner 
Wyden 

NAYS—25 

Allard 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeMint 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 

Martinez 
McCain 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thomas 
Vitter 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURR). On this vote, the yeas are 75, 
the nays are 25. Three-fifths of the Sen-
ators duly chosen and sworn having 
voted in the affirmative, the motion is 
agreed to. 

Mr. FRIST. I move to reconsider the 
vote and to lay that motion on the 
table. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 2913 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2899 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask for 

the regular order with respect to 
amendment No. 2899 and now call up 
amendment No. 2913 as the pending 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRIST], 

for Ms. SNOWE, proposes an amendment num-
bered 2913 to amendment No. 2899. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To improve the distribution of 

funds to States under the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program) 
Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 

that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

DEATH OF DANA REEVE 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I awak-
ened this morning to some very, very 
sad news: the death of Dana Reeve last 
night at the age of 44. With her death, 
I lost a dear friend and our American 
family lost a very, very special mem-
ber of our family. 

The world will remember Dana in 
many ways—as a fine actress, as a tire-
less advocate for spinal cord and em-
bryonic stem cell research, and as the 
wife who stood by her husband through 
incredible adversity. I will remember 
her as a person of extraordinary grace 
and decency, always thinking of oth-
ers, passionately committed to making 
a difference in the world. 

Over the years, I was privileged to 
get to know and to work with both 
Dana and Christopher Reeve. Whoever 
coined the phrase that ‘‘life is unfair’’ 
must have had the Reeve family in 
mind. But these two people faced ad-
versity with unflinching courage. 

They taught us the most valuable of 
lessons. Christopher taught us how to 
transcend suffering and to live life to 
its fullest and to make every moment 
count. Dana taught us about the true 
meaning of love and commitment and 
loyalty. 

Together, Dana and Christopher 
Reeve expanded access to new treat-
ments and therapies for countless 
thousands of paralyzed Americans. 
Through their Christopher Reeve Foun-
dation, they were tireless advocates for 
medical research. 

Dana Reeve was also a superb politi-
cian, and I mean that in the best sense 
of the word. She knew exactly which 
committees to target, which levers to 
pull, which elected officials to cul-
tivate and pressure and plead with. She 
also knew how to go over the heads of 
certain political leaders who got in her 
way, by taking her case directly to the 
American people. That is how Dana— 
and Chris, too—did so much to put em-
bryonic stem cell research front and 
center on the national agenda. That is 
how she rallied support for spinal cord 
research. 

But Dana spoke up passionately for 
all people living with disabilities. She 
spoke up for Parkinson’s and ALS re-
search. She advocated for more gen-
erous funding for the National Insti-
tutes of Health. Of course, she wanted 
a cure for her husband, but she fought 
for a cure for others as well, including 
all those children whom she and Chris 
met with spinal cord injuries. And, my 
friends, so must we. We must fight 
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also. Dana continued full speed ahead 
because of her drive and determination, 
because of the incredible work of all 
the dedicated people at the Christopher 
Reeve Foundation. And now Dana’s 
work must continue full speed ahead 
because of our commitment and deter-
mination. 

We must continue because we have 
an unfinished agenda. As long as mis-
guided leaders deny our best scientists 
access to embryonic stem cells, we 
have an unfinished agenda. As long as 
people with disabilities are forced to 
live in nursing homes because Medicaid 
will not cover home care, we have an 
unfinished agenda. As long as there is 
hope for a cure to spinal cord injuries, 
Parkinson’s, ALS, and other diseases, 
we have an unfinished agenda. 

If we have just half of the commit-
ment and tenacity and courage that 
Dana Reeve and her husband had, then 
we will complete this agenda. 

Helen Keller, who knew plenty about 
adversity and disability, said some-
thing that applies very much to Dana 
Reeve in her last months. ‘‘Life,’’ said 
Helen Keller, ‘‘is either a daring adven-
ture, or nothing. To keep our faces to-
ward change and behave like free spir-
its in the presence of fate is strength 
undefeatable.’’ 

That is the Dana Reeve I will always 
remember and cherish. Even when her 
husband was gravely injured and then 
taken from her, even a few months 
after that when she was cruelly strick-
en with lung cancer—a person who had 
never smoked in her entire life—she 
never gave up her fight for a better 
world and a better future for other peo-
ple, especially those struggling with 
disabilities. 

Dana Reeve was an extraordinary 
person, a passionate advocate, a won-
derful mother, a loyal, committed, lov-
ing wife. As I said, she has taught us a 
lot about what commitment really 
means. We are grateful to God for the 
many gifts she shared with the world. 
We are grateful for all she has done to 
enrich our lives and to instruct us in 
how to live. Today, we grieve her pass-
ing. 

May she rest in peace, and may her 
work continue. 

Just on behalf of the Harkin family, 
Ruth and I and our children send our 
condolences to Will and to all the other 
members of the Reeve family. May 
they know we are going to continue 
the work. Through the Christopher 
Reeve Paralysis Foundation, we will 
find a cure for paralysis and spinal cord 
injuries. We cannot afford to give up. 
Dana Reeve never gave up. We cannot 
afford to either. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today we 
heard the sad news of the death of 
Dana Reeve. My wife Marcelle and I 
got to know, first, Christopher Reeve, 
who often traveled to Vermont. We met 
with him there, did things with him 
there, and with members of his family; 
and then, subsequently through Chris, 
with Dana Reeve. We know they had 
only been married for 3 short years 

when Christopher Reeve had a terrible 
accident which left him paralyzed from 
the neck down. 

Like so many of the friends of both of 
them, we saw how Dana kept by his 
side. They raised their young son, she 
encouraging Chris at every step along 
the way. 

It was my privilege to see and be 
with the two of them many times 
throughout that, as she helped him 
with his foundation, to help those with 
spinal cord injuries. And I heard him 
say so many times he could not have 
possibly done this without her stead-
fast help. 

She said at one point that she 
learned that life does not take the 
turns you might think it would but 
that she would continue to stay with 
Chris and help him. 

I remember when the sad time came 
for the end of his life, and the funeral 
and the eulogies and discussions that I 
had with her after that, and her com-
mitment to go forward to help with the 
foundation and to raise their son. 

Then, with the stunning news just a 
few months ago that she had lung can-
cer, in typical fashion, she said she felt 
she could beat that and would do—she 
had the best doctors—all the steps pos-
sible. Then in the last few days she got 
more and more ill. And, of course, 
today we received the news she had 
died. 

I think of her talking about her years 
at Middlebury College in Vermont, 
going to Vermont with Chris—the two 
of them giving us so much. 

A devoted wife and mother, a tal-
ented singer and actress, a determined 
and dedicated activist, Dana Reeve was 
the embodiment of grace and courage 
in the face of so many staggering chal-
lenges. 

A graduate of Vermont’s Middlebury 
College, Dana pursued both acting and 
singing, appearing on television pro-
grams, on Broadway, and on other 
stages across the country. When she 
married Christopher Reeve, a dear 
friend of so many of us across this 
land, she could not know what direc-
tion her life would take. 

I first met Chris in the 1980s and had 
the good fortune of spending time with 
him in my home State of Vermont. 
Over the years, Marcelle and I came to 
count Chris among our friends. I am 
privileged to say that Dana became a 
dear friend of ours as well. 

When tragedy struck Chris and 
Dana’s lives in 1995, just 3 short years 
after their marriage, Dana’s love and 
courage became the focal point of so 
many stories. Left a quadriplegic in a 
tragic equestrian accident, Chris re-
peatedly credited Dana’s constant care, 
companionship, and love with bringing 
him out of shadowy sadness he felt in 
the first months after the accident. To-
gether they opened the Christopher and 
Dana Reeve Paralysis Resource Center, 
designed to teach paralyzed people to 
live more independently. They also 
chaired the Christopher Reeve Paral-
ysis Foundation, which provides funds 
for research on paralysis. 

When Chris died in 2004, Dana—her 
courage never wavering—assumed the 
foundation’s chairmanship, and she 
came to the Halls of Congress to make 
the case for easing the restrictions on 
stem cell research. Her unrelenting ef-
forts to improve the quality of life for 
sufferers of paralysis have led to the 
distribution of more than $8 million in 
grant funding to support programs de-
signed to improve the daily lives of 
paralyzed people. Despite being diag-
nosed with lung cancer in 2005, Dana 
continued her advocacy efforts. In 2005, 
the American Cancer Society named 
her Mother of the Year. 

Both Chris and Dana instilled in so 
many a hope and inspiration that can 
only come from conquering adversity. 
Their generous, vibrant, and compas-
sionate souls have touched an entire 
nation. Their young son Will will no 
doubt look to that strength as he con-
tinues through life. Two years ago, I 
mourned the loss of my friend, Chris 
Reeve. Today, I join so many in mourn-
ing the loss of Dana, his inspiration, 
and ours as well. 

It is sad when two good people like 
this are taken so early. I know I speak 
for so many tens of thousands of their 
friends not just around this country 
but around the world. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise to pay tribute to a remarkable 
woman who has shown Americans what 
courage is all about. That woman is 
Dana Reeve. 

I knew Dana as a smiling, beautiful 
woman standing behind Christopher 
Reeve’s wheelchair, accompanying him 
to DC to testify in support of advanc-
ing stem cell research. Since Chris’s 
death, Dana was the face of this fight 
on behalf of patients across the coun-
try with spinal cord injury, Parkin-
son’s, juvenile diabetes and countless 
other illnesses. 

I thought that after everything Dana 
had gone through with Chris that she 
would have time to smell the flowers 
and be in the sun. But apparently that 
was not meant to be. 

My heart goes out to Dana and 
Chris’s son William, Dana’s step-
children Matthew and Alexandra, and 
the entire Reeve and Morosini families 
during what is and has been a very dif-
ficult time. 

Dana was the picture of steadfast 
loyalty and compassionate care. She 
and Chris taught us all that life is 
short and that we should all have the 
courage and hope to ‘‘go forward.’’ 

Dana carried that spirit with her in 
her drive to push Congress to expand 
embryonic stem cell research and to 
expand access to new treatments and 
therapies for thousands of Americans 
with spinal cord injuries. 

Dana was an activist, actress, singer, 
motivational speaker and published au-
thor. Dana was a founding board mem-
ber of the Christopher Reeve Founda-
tion and succeeded her late husband as 
chairperson in 2004. She created and led 
the Foundation’s Quality of Life initia-
tives. 
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She received numerous awards for 

her work, most notably the Shining 
Example Award from Proctor & Gam-
ble in 1998, an American Image Award 
from the AAFA in 2003, and the Amer-
ican Cancer Society named her Mother 
of the Year in 2005. 

Dana, the person, was a tireless advo-
cate for people with spinal cord inju-
ries. For me personally, she and Chris 
will forever be the shining lights in the 
great national debate for advancing 
medical research. 

It is with sadness that I stand before 
this body, more than 9 months after 
the historic vote in the House to ex-
pand Federally funded embryonic stem 
cell research, and still there has been 
no vote in the Senate. 

With each day that passes the re-
search that could one day lead to cures 
and treatments for millions of Ameri-
cans with deadly and debilitating dis-
eases is being held up. 

It is incomprehensible to me that we 
have a bill, which has already passed 
the House, that may help millions of 
Americans but instead is just sitting, 
languishing in the Senate despite some 
overtures or promises that it would be 
taken up by this body. 

It is time for the Senate to do ex-
actly what the House did. It is time for 
the Senate to take up and pass the 
Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act, 
the Castle-DeGette bill, with no 
amendments and no alternatives. I be-
lieve we have the votes to pass this bill 
today and send it to the President. 

I want to take a moment to acknowl-
edge Dana’s last struggle, her battle 
against cancer. This terrible disease is 
a very personal one for me. I have lost 
many loved ones to it. The elimination 
of death and suffering due to cancer 
has been one of my highest priorities 
since coming to the Senate. 

Dana died of lung cancer and, as 
many of you have read in the papers, 
Dana was a non-smoker. I believe she 
had stage one metastatic lung cancer. 
In fact, over 60 percent of new lung 
cancers are diagnosed in people who 
never smoked or who managed to quit 
smoking even decades ago. 

While cigarette smoking is by far the 
most important risk factor for lung 
cancer, many other factors play a role. 

Lung cancer remains the deadliest 
form of cancer. In 2006, it will account 
for more than 162,000 cancer deaths, or 
about 29 percent of all cancer deaths. 
Since 1987, more women have died each 
year of lung cancer than from breast 
cancer. 

Screening for lung cancer is years be-
hind screening for other cancers, which 
means that when it is diagnosed, the 
disease is often already in its late 
stages, which is what I suspect hap-
pened to Dana Reeve. 

The 5-year survival rate for all stages 
of lung cancer is only 15 percent. Com-
pare this to the overall 5-year survival 
rate of 65 percent for all cancers diag-
nosed between 1995 and 2001. 

Clearly we can and must do better. 
Increased NIH research for lung cancer 
is essential and we must press for bet-
ter screening tools for lung cancer. I 
plan to address both of these issues in 

comprehensive cancer legislation I 
plan to introduce shortly. 

In closing, it is my sincere hope that 
the love Dana and Chris shared for 
each other will reunite them wherever 
their journeys take them from here. 
Dana left us far too soon—in her mid- 
40s—but she left us with her fighting 
spirit and the will to push forward so 
that one day we may find treatments 
and cures for those living with spinal 
cord injuries and other disabling condi-
tions. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator withdraw his suggestion of an 
absence of a quorum? 

Mr. HARKIN. Yes. I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In my 

capacity as a Senator from the State of 
North Carolina, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand in recess 
until 2:15 p.m. to accommodate the 
weekly party lunches and that the 
time will be counted postcloture. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 12:24 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m. 
and reassembled when called to order 
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. ISAKSON). 

f 

MAKING AVAILABLE FUNDS FOR 
THE LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM, 2006— 
Continued 
Mr. MARTINEZ. I suggest the ab-

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. DAYTON. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak as in morning business 
for 10 minutes with the time charged 
against my hour under cloture. 

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

KIRBY PUCKETT 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I rise 

today to note with sorrow the passing 
of one of Minnesota’s greatest sports 
heroes, Kirby Puckett, who suffered a 
stroke on Sunday and died yesterday 
at the age of 45. Kirby Puckett was 
born and raised in Chicago, but he be-
came a Minnesotan when he was draft-
ed at the age of 22 by the Minnesota 
Twins. 

After two seasons in the minor 
leagues, he played his first major 
league game for the Twins on May 8, 
1984, where he became the ninth player 
in baseball history to get four hits in 
his first game. Three years later, he ap-
peared in the first of eight consecutive 
All Star games during which time he 
also won the American League’s Most 
Valuable Player honors and Most Valu-
able Player in the American League 
championship series. 

When his great career was cut short 
by blurred vision caused by glaucoma 

in 1996, he sported a lifetime major 
league batting average of .318 with 2,304 
hits, 207 home runs, and 1,085 runs bat-
ted in in 1,783 games. But even those 
extraordinary statistics comprise only 
part of Kirby Puckett’s greatness. He 
played baseball with an enthusiasm, a 
devotion, and an excitement that was 
thrilling to watch. Whether at bat or in 
center field, where he was a Golden 
Glove outfielder, he brought Twins fans 
out of their seats with spectacular 
game-winning plays. 

No Minnesota Twins fan old enough 
to remember our team’s two world 
championships will ever forget Kirby 
Puckett. In 1987, with the Twins trail-
ing the St. Louis Cardinals three 
games to two, Kirby tied World Series 
records by reaching base five times and 
scoring four runs to lead the Twins to 
victory in game No. 6. The next night 
the Twins won game 7 to win their first 
world championship and a Minnesota 
team’s first professional world cham-
pionship in almost 30 years. 

Four years later in another World Se-
ries game 6 with the Twins, this time 
playing the Atlanta Braves three 
games to two, Kirby Puckett was unbe-
lievably even more spectacular than 
before. His over-the-wall catch saved 
the game-winning Braves home run and 
sent the game into extra innings which 
he then won with a home run in the 
bottom of the 11th inning. The next 
night the Twins won another game 7 
and another World Series. 

During those years, Kirby Puckett 
was a wonderful representative of the 
Minnesota Twins and Major League 
Baseball. He hosted celebrity events for 
local charities, made countless appear-
ances for others, signed endless auto-
graphs, all with his infectious Kirby 
Puckett smile. Andy MacPhail, now 
president of the Chicago Cubs, and gen-
eral manager of the Twins during those 
World Series years, said yesterday: 

Kirby Puckett was probably the greatest 
teammate I’ve ever been around. You always 
felt better when you were around Kirby. He 
just had that way about him. 

The years following his retirement 
from baseball stardom were more dif-
ficult ones with his sterling reputation 
tarnished by marital discord and other 
public incidents. When his contract as 
executive vice president for the Twins 
expired at the end of 2002, Kirby 
Puckett retired from baseball and later 
moved to Scottsdale, AZ where he 
passed away. He is survived by his two 
children Catherine and Kirby, Jr. and 
his fiance Jodi Olson, to whom I extend 
my deepest condolences. 

The Kirby Puckett I will remember, 
as will a generation of Minnesota 
Twins fans young and old, will always 
be wearing a Minnesota Twins uniform, 
No. 34, leaping for flyballs, racing 
around the bases, making his greatest 
plays in the most important games, 
and doing so with a zest for the game 
and for life that was unmistakable and 
unforgettable. 
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Thank you, Kirby, for those treas-

ured moments, now forever our memo-
ries. Thank you, Kirby. May you rest 
in peace. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to proceed for 10 minutes as in morning 
business. 

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

TRIBUTE TO DANA REEVE 
Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, today, we 

learned of the unbelievably tragic pass-
ing of a remarkably courageous, 
strong, and dedicated woman, Dana 
Reeve. Most Americans knew Dana as 
the wife of Christopher Reeve, and 
most Americans new Christopher as 
Superman and, as this unbelievable fig-
ure, capable of overcoming so many ob-
stacles. 

I think the whole Nation was 
shocked and touched when they 
learned that Dana, not too long after 
the loss of Chris, herself was battling 
lung cancer. She was always ebullient 
and strong in that effort. At times, she 
was filled with doubt about her kids 
and the future, as anyone would be, but 
always unbelievably courageous. She 
was a passionate advocate after Chris 
passed away, and even before. She was, 
herself, an accomplished actress and 
singer, appearing off Broadway and on 
Broadway. She was, above all, a loving 
mother and a stunningly supportive 
and nurturing wife. 

Through her very selfless effort to be 
part of Chris’s life in gigantic ways, 
bigger than most people could describe, 
after his accident, she became an inspi-
ration to millions of Americans. This is 
no way for anybody who was touched 
by that family to adequately express 
our shock and our sorrow to her imme-
diate family—to Will, age 13, and her 
stepchildren, Matthew and Alexandra, 
and to her friends, who were with her 
until the end. 

Dana was always a crusader, but with 
Chris’s accident, she became an even 
more tireless, passionate crusader for 
the particular promise of medical re-
search into stem cell treatments. After 
Chris’s paralysis, she and Chris to-
gether created the Christopher Reeve 
Foundation, which has raised and dis-
tributed over $55 million in research 
grants, much of it aimed at speeding 
the development of stem cell treat-
ments. 

I can remember visiting Chris at his 
home in New York. He had this elabo-
rate exercise setup, which he went 
through, I think, almost every day, or 
whenever possible, always keeping his 
muscles as alive and growing as pos-
sible under the circumstances, with the 

belief that he was going to walk again. 
Dana believed in him and she believed 
in that possibility. Together with Chris 
she was deeply involved in the fight for 
increases in medical research funding, 
and she was an active advocate for the 
rights of the disabled. 

Many of my colleagues in the Senate 
had the opportunity to get to know her 
or talk with both she and Chris in the 
course of that advocacy. After Chris’s 
death in 2004, Dana courageously kept 
up the battle to advance medical re-
search. She became the chairwoman of 
the foundation, picking up where Chris 
had left off. She was responsible for de-
veloping the foundation’s Christopher 
and Dana Reeve Paralysis Resource 
Center and for a program that has now 
distributed more than $8 million for 
projects that improved the daily lives 
of people with paralysis. 

In October of 2004, I was particularly 
honored and moved to be joined by 
Dana on the campaign trail in Ohio. I 
cannot tell you how incredible it was 
that within 2 weeks of Chris passing 
away—less than 2 weeks—Dana took 
the time, found the strength and cour-
age and the sense of purpose some-
where, which she described to me as 
coming directly from Chris himself, to 
come out on the trail and fight for 
what he had been fighting. 

I will never forget the grace and the 
strength that she showed that day, and 
even a glow that she exuded in her love 
for Chris and her passion about the 
issue. 

Let me share, if I may, a few of the 
words that she spoke that day which I 
found so moving, but I also find impor-
tant for all of us to focus on today. She 
said: 

Chris struggled for 91⁄2 years, but it was es-
sential to him that every day bring some 
kind of forward progress, either personally 
or globally. Despite the enormous challenges 
he faced each morning, he awoke with fo-
cused determination and a remarkable zest 
for life. Chris was able to keep going because 
he had the support of his loved ones, a dedi-
cated nursing staff, the belief of his fans, and 
members of the disabled community, and be-
cause he had hope—hope that one day 
science would restore some of his function. 
Chris actively participated in clinical trials. 
He was on a strict exercise regimen and was 
recently in a clinical trial right here in Ohio 
to breathe on his own. Chris could breathe 
off his ventilator for hours at a time, thanks 
to science, and scientists taking bold steps. 

Chris understood that all journeys begin 
with a single step, and to take that first step 
one needs hope. His vision of walking again, 
his belief that he would reach this goal for 
himself and others in his lifetime was essen-
tial to the way that he conducted his life. 

Dana went on to describe that while 
Chris led the crusade for research, she 
in turn put her energy into improving 
the quality of life for people who were 
living with diseases, inspired by indi-
viduals who could still benefit from re-
search. She talked about how right 
there in Ohio, where we stood that day, 
the Christopher Reeve Paralysis Foun-
dation had funded a number of items 
that kept people healthy and active de-
spite the challenge of living with a dis-

ability. She did all of this because both 
she and Chris imagined living in a 
world where politics would never get in 
the way of hope. 

Dana shared that vision and she 
worked tirelessly to help achieve it. 
Today, the whole country will again re-
member this couple. They will remem-
ber them together and their dedication 
to furthering stem cell research. Here 
in the Senate, we have an opportunity 
to honor their memories and that work 
by fighting to advance stem cell re-
search. We can do it. Mindful of all the 
ethical considerations that we under-
stand, there is a way to do it and to re-
spect life. We have the opportunity to 
take the steps that Dana and Chris 
would have been so thrilled to see, 
worked so hard to achieve, to finally 
see a stem cell bill passed through the 
Senate. 

In the end, none of their efforts, nor 
their lives were about policy. It was 
about hope and it was about values. It 
is about honoring their lives now that 
we should set about that task. They 
shared an unquenchable belief in the 
genius of America when we put our 
minds to it. They drew strength from 
the talent and dedication of the sci-
entists they met and, in turn, they in-
spired them to go out and do even 
more. Chris stunned doctors by regain-
ing some sensation in over 70 percent 
of his body and moving most of his 
joints, which people said he would 
never do. He did that because of 
science. 

Dana and Chris never lost faith that 
America and American science was the 
greatest hope for humanity. That is a 
faith that all of us should share for 
Chris and Dana and the millions of peo-
ple who believe in the possibilities of 
this remarkable time and our remark-
able country. A lot of people ask, How 
can we do that? The answer is simple. 
How can we commit ourselves to any-
thing less? 

So to Will, Matthew, Alexandra, and 
Dana and Chris’s friends and families, 
colleagues and supporters, I say the 
best thing we can do to complete their 
journey is by doing our best in ours. If 
we do that, we will give even greater 
meaning to two remarkable lives. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EN-
SIGN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

FOREIGN TRADE AND NATIONAL SECURITY 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, in news 
reports last evening and this morning 
there was a suggestion that some sort 
of deal was being reached in the Con-
gress, between the Congress and the ad-
ministration, on the issue of the Dubai 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 23:38 Feb 05, 2014 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2006SENATE\S07MR6.REC S07MR6m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1819 March 7, 2006 
Ports World Company managing six of 
America’s large seaports. Let me point 
out there is no deal that I am aware of, 
but if there is a deal, it is being made 
by people who have not consulted 
many of us in the Congress. 

In any event, I think this proposal 
still lacks basic common sense. I want 
to speak about it for a couple of min-
utes. 

In the Wall Street Journal, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, Mr. 
Chertoff, says: ‘‘U.S. ports takeover’’— 
again, by the Dubai Ports World, the 
United Arab Emirates-owned com-
pany—the head of our Homeland Secu-
rity Chertoff says: ‘‘U.S. ports take-
over would tighten grip on security.’’ 

So he actually makes the case, the 
head of our Homeland Security agency, 
that allowing the management or the 
takeover of our six major port facili-
ties, seaport facilities, would strength-
en America’s security. That is an unbe-
lievable statement. I will describe why 
he says it. He said: 

Assuming the deal would go through, we 
intend to have a deep look into their prac-
tices, certainly in the U.S. ports. 

That is a direct quote. That is almost 
unbelievable. So they apparently 
haven’t had a deep look into their prac-
tices before the deal goes through. This 
is a circumstance where most of the 
American citizens understand what is 
being proposed and very strongly react 
to it in opposition. 

This country is the subject of many 
terrorist threats. We understand that 
terrorists from around the world want 
to strike inside this country. We have 
all this security in this country—some 
judged to be quite good, some very de-
ficient. Go to an airport and see what 
happens when you want to board an 
airplane. You are going to have to go 
to a line and you are likely to have to 
take off your shoes and you are prob-
ably going to have to take off your belt 
and wristwatch and then they are 
wanding some little 6-year-old boy, 
spread eagle against a wall someplace 
because he set off the buzzer. So all of 
that happens before you get on an air-
plane. Why? Because airport security is 
very important. 

So is seaport security. We don’t have 
seaports in my home State, but we are 
recipients of those containers that 
come on ships into our seaports. Some-
where between 5.7 million and 5.9 mil-
lion containers a year come into our 
seaports at 5 or 6 miles an hour to go 
into the dock where those containers 
are lifted off by that crane and trucked 
off all across the country. All of us are 
recipients of what is coming into our 
seaports. 

Seaport security, frankly, is miser-
able; 5.7 to 5.9 million containers come 
into this country and 4 to 5 percent is 
inspected, all the rest is not inspected, 
and we believe somehow we are pro-
tecting our country? 

You will recall shortly after 9/11, 
there was a fellow from the Middle 
East, from Egypt I believe, who decided 
to put himself in a container, get it 

nailed up and put on a container ship, 
shipping himself to Canada. He had all 
the amenities you would need to travel 
in a container: he had a cot, a GPS lo-
cator, a radio, apparently, and a heat-
er. He was in a container on a ship. He 
was a fellow they thought to be a ter-
rorist shipping himself into Canada in 
a container for the purpose of coming 
into the United States. 

So seaport security is critically im-
portant. We have had vote after vote in 
the Senate to improve seaport security 
but the majority doesn’t want to spend 
the money to do that. 

Now, with respect to the issue of sea-
port security, we are told that a United 
Arab Emirates wholly owned company 
called Dubai Ports World has been ap-
proved by something called CFIUS, one 
of those God-awful acronyms, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Investment in the 
United States. They have approved the 
takeover and management, which 
would include security, by the way, of 
ports, six major seaports in this coun-
try, including New York and New Jer-
sey and Baltimore and New Orleans, 
and so on. 

CFIUS, which is 16 or 18 of the agen-
cies of the current administration get-
ting together, said they think this will 
be just fine, so they approved it. They 
approved it without even the 45-day ex-
tension you would normally have if 
someone expressed some concerns 
about it. 

Now Mr. Chertoff, the head of Home-
land Security, says our security will 
actually be better if the United Arab 
Emirates company takes over our 
ports. Chertoff says, ‘‘U.S. ports take-
over would tighten grip on security.’’ 

I don’t know. Maybe he’s not drink-
ing the same water most Americans 
are drinking. I don’t know how you 
come to this conclusion. Allowing a 
United Arab Emirates company to 
manage our ports is going to manage 
and improve our security? I don’t think 
so. That doesn’t make any sense. 

Let me describe the United Arab 
Emirates. I will do it in terms that do 
not suggest this is a bad country. That 
is not my point, although I must say 
that two of the hijackers who attacked 
this country on 9/11/2001 came from the 
United Arab Emirates, a substantial 
portion of the financing for those ter-
rorist attacks came through the finan-
cial institutions of the United Arab 
Emirates, Dr. Kahn from Pakistan, 
who was moving nuclear materials and 
nuclear knowledge and knowhow 
around the world, did that through the 
UAE ports. There are serious questions 
to be asked. 

But let me make another point; that 
is, the relationship of the United Arab 
Emirates to Osama bin Laden. The 9/11 
report described a circumstance in 
which we had discovered, in 1999, where 
Osama bin Laden was at that time and 
our country was attempting to target 
Osama bin Laden. This is in early 1999. 
The CIA learned that Osama bin Laden 
could be found at a camp in the Afghan 
desert, and the U.S. military began to 

plan a strike against that camp. But 
the strike was called off because 
Osama bin Laden was apparently being 
visited by members of the royal family 
of the United Arab Emirates. 

In fact, let me read to you from the 
9/11 Commission report. You will find 
this in the booklet published by the 
9/11 Commission: 

No strike was launched. 

This is the strike against Osama bin 
Laden whom our Intelligence Com-
mittee said they had discovered. They 
knew where he was. 

No strike was launched. . . . According to 
the CIA and defense officials, policymakers 
were concerned about the danger that a 
strike would kill an Emirati prince or other 
senior officials who may be with bin Laden. 

That is on page 138 of the 9/11 report, 
the former CIA Director George Tenet 
explaining why an attack against 
Osama bin Laden at a Afghan camp 
was called off said: 

You might have wiped out half of the royal 
family in the United Arab Emirates in the 
process, which I’m sure entered into every-
one’s calculation in all of this. 

The administration says the UAE has 
been helpful to our country in the fight 
against terrorism. If they have, and 
there is some evidence they have since 
9/11, then this company appreciates 
that. But that appreciation, in my 
judgment, should not and will not ex-
tend to inviting the United Arab Emir-
ates-owned company to manage Amer-
ica’s seaports. It just defies common 
sense. 

The administration says: What about 
offending the United Arab Emirates by 
saying no? We would offend this coun-
try by saying no? What about offending 
common sense by saying yes? Most of 
the American people understand. They 
understand if you are going to have se-
curity in this country, security in-
cludes the United States deciding to 
provide security at its seaports. The 
United States can’t manage its sea-
ports? I don’t understand that. 

I was interested in a piece yesterday 
in the Washington Post by Sebastian 
Mallaby. I don’t know Sebastian 
Mallaby, but he is a pretty good reflec-
tion of those who are pushing this 
issue, saying that those who oppose 
having the United Arab Emirates com-
pany manage our seaports are 
demagogs. He said: 

The demagogs are poised to strike again. 

He said: 
If demagogs can turn a tiny ally such as 

Dubai into a villain, you can bet they will do 
that with China. 

He’s talking about China trade. 
The Dems will next play the China card. 

One of the things he points out, he 
says we have a trade deficit with 
China. He doesn’t seem to care much 
about that. But he says if we are going 
to get serious about dealing with the 
trade deficit, we need to get serious 
about balancing the Federal budget. 
This person must have missed Econom-
ics 101. We did balance the trade deficit 
under the final years of the Clinton ad-
ministration and the deficit continued 
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to rise. We keep hearing these folks say 
the reason we have a trade deficit is be-
cause we have a fiscal policy budget 
deficit, which is not true. We actually 
created a surplus here before President 
Bush took over, and the trade deficit 
continued to rise. Now we have the 
highest trade deficit in history and a 
substantial portion of that trade def-
icit is with the Chinese. 

It is interesting to me, all of these 
columnists, of course, tend to be apolo-
gists for public policies that don’t 
work. But to suggest that somehow 
those who stand and oppose the man-
agement of American ports by a United 
Arab Emirates company are demagogs 
is elitist and it is wrong. 

The so-called group called CFIUS, 
which, by the way, almost turns down 
nothing. They have reviewed lots and 
lots of proposals, and they have ap-
proved them all, virtually. I think they 
disapproved eight of them out of many 
proposals. But the Coast Guard had 
written a classified memo to CFIUS— 
on February 27 that was disclosed pub-
licly by Senator COLLINS, I believe, at 
the hearing. The report said the fol-
lowing: 

There are many intelligence gaps con-
cerning the potential for the UAE company’s 
assets to support terrorist operations and 
that precludes an overall threat assessment 
on the potential DPW and P&O Ports merg-
er. 

In fact, the Coast Guard restored a 
large number of potential vulnerabili-
ties. That is directly from the Coast 
Guard’s memorandum. 

One of the so-called intelligence gaps 
that the Coast Guard referred to was 
that no one had checked the back-
grounds of the people in charge of the 
UAE company that would manage our 
ports. So when the Coast Guard’s se-
cret report was made public, the ad-
ministration said the Coast Guard 
ought to say something pleasant. So 
the Coast Guard came out and issued a 
statement the next day saying: 

Upon subsequent and further review, the 
Coast Guard and the entire CFIUS panel be-
lieve the transaction, when taking into ac-
count strong security assurances by DP 
World, does not compromise American secu-
rity. 

Interesting—the Coast Guard state-
ment doesn’t say anybody had checked 
out the backgrounds of the officials at 
the UAE company. That is what their 
secret memo had said represented the 
vulnerability. But the highest ranking 
official in the Department of Homeland 
Security, who was part of this group 
and who reviewed this port deal, said 
this: 

The CFIUS review did not include back-
ground checks on the senior managers of the 
company. 

It is quite clear the Coast Guard, in a 
classified memorandum, expressed con-
cerns about the terrorist threat, about 
vulnerabilities as a result of the take-
over of American ports by a UAE- 
owned company and then the Coast 
Guard, when the classified memo be-
came public, was ordered—the Coast 

Guard, of course, works for the Presi-
dent, the Coast Guard said something 
softer, but the Department of Home-
land Security’s ranking official, Stew-
art Baker, quite clearly said: 

The CFIUS review did not include back-
ground checks on the senior managers. 

This is a fascinating description of 
trying to put a patch on a hole that is 
too big. None of this adds up very 
much. 

I do want to make another point. 
This is about offshoring and outsourc-
ing, and so on. The question is, Why 
would we be contracting with a foreign 
government, essentially—through a 
foreign company they wholly own—to 
manage our ports? This is the new 
global economy, we are told. If you 
don’t get it, you are an isolationist, 
xenophobic stooge who can’t figure it 
out. This is all part of the global econ-
omy. 

President Bush went to India last 
week. If you are asking the question: 
How is it that the management of 
American seaports should be done by 
the United Arab Emirates company 
and you don’t understand it, you won’t 
understand what the President said 
last week in India either. What the 
President said in India, in several 
speeches, was you need to understand 
this global economy of ours. He said 
things have changed. This is about out-
sourcing of jobs. 

I have some quotes from the Presi-
dent. The President says, about 
globalization: I guess generally out-
sourcing—you know outsourcing is not 
bad. People do lose jobs as a result of 
globalization, and it’s painful to those 
who lose jobs, but the fundamental 
question is how does a government or 
society react to that? One of two ways. 
One is to say losing jobs is painful, 
therefore lets throw up the protec-
tionist walls and the other is to say 
losing jobs is painful so let’s make sure 
people are educated so they can find or 
fill the jobs of the 21st century. 

I have news for the President. Those 
21st century jobs for educated Ameri-
cans—he was visiting them in India. He 
was looking at them. He’s looking at 
the engineers who are now working at 
jobs American engineers used to have. 
Why did those engineering jobs go to 
India? Because you can hire an engi-
neer in India for one-fifth the cost of 
an American engineer. So the solution 
is not to say let’s have an American 
lose his or her job and then get better 
educated. How better educated than 
going to school to get a degree in engi-
neering and then losing it to somebody 
in the country of India who is able to 
work for one-fifth the price? 

So he said: 
You don’t retrench and pull back. You wel-

come competition. Understand globalization 
provides great opportunities. 

It is fascinating to me, the people 
who always talk about this are people 
who will never be outsourced. The 
President of the United States is never 
going to be outsourced. Do you think 
they are going to move his job to 

India? I don’t think so—or China or 
Bangladesh or Sri Lanka or Indonesia? 
I don’t think so. 

Our first great purpose is to spread pros-
perity and opportunity to people in our own 
land and to the millions of people who have 
not known it. 

How does that fit, spreading pros-
perity and opportunity by moving 
American jobs to China and to India? 

How does it spread prosperity and op-
portunity by deciding that a United 
Arab Emirates country will come and 
manage American seaports? How does 
that spread opportunity? 

The President says the United States 
will not give into protectionists and 
lose these opportunities. So the Presi-
dent, very much like the columnist, 
Mr. Sabastian Mallaby from the Wash-
ington Post, all use the same language. 
It is code language. They all under-
stand it. It is elitist language: protec-
tionist, building walls, isolationist 
xenophobes. 

We have a trade deficit of some $720 
billion. Every single day, 7 days a 
week, all year long, we actually import 
$2 billion more in goods than we export 
to the rest of the world. Every single 
day, 7 days a week, we sell $2 billion 
worth of our country to foreigners. 

I am not suggesting we shouldn’t 
trade. I believe expanded trade is bene-
ficial. But I am suggesting that we 
have a backbone, nerve, and a little 
will to stand up for our country’s eco-
nomic interests. 

Can we not tell China, for example, 
that they can’t have a trade relation-
ship with us that has a $202 billion sur-
plus every year? Last year it was a $202 
billion deficit with China. Do we not 
have the nerve to say to China trade is 
mutually beneficial, a two-way street, 
that is the way we insist on it, and if 
they are going to sell to us then they 
are going to buy from us? Don’t we 
have that nerve and will. If not, why 
not? 

The same is true with others, espe-
cially Japan. With Japan it has been a 
couple of decades where we have had 
very substantial deficits year after 
year after year. And our country 
doesn’t have the nerve or will to do 
anything about it. 

We still have folks walking around 
thumbing their suspenders and puffing 
on their cigars talking about 
globalization and how wonderful it is. 
No one ever lost a job to outsourcing— 
it is just American workers who lose 
those jobs. 

It is not just the jobs that are gone. 
It is the jobs left here that become 
priced by the China price—downward 
pressure on wages, downward pressure 
on benefits, stripping away retirement 
benefits and health care benefits. That 
is what is happening all across this 
country. 

The issue I started talking about— 
the issue of managing an American 
port by a United Arab Emirates firm— 
wouldn’t even have been discussed here 
20 years ago. It would have been 
laughed at. Are you kidding me? Are 
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you really serious? We will have Amer-
ica’s ports managed by the United Arab 
Emirates given the climate we face 
today? 

Twenty years ago, you wouldn’t be 
talking about a $700-plus billion trade 
deficit. Things have changed a lot. 

We have a President who cheerleads 
now for that trade strategy despite the 
evidence—all of the evidence year after 
year—that this is a bankrupt trade 
strategy. It is bankrupting this coun-
try. It is selling part of America piece 
by piece of every single day. All of 
these things relate. 

I only wanted to speak briefly—it 
turned out not to be so briefly—about 
those who announced to the press or 
those who talked to the press resulting 
in news stories last evening that there 
is a deal in the works; perhaps the 
United Arab Emirates company could 
buy an American subsidiary and actu-
ally run the ports through a U.S. sub-
sidiary. There is no deal in the works 
that I am aware of. 

I have introduced legislation that 
would overturn this decision. In one 
way or another we are going to vote on 
these things. I believe there are other 
colleagues who believe the same. 

We are going to go vote on these 
things no matter what kind of deal 
somebody else comes up with. I think 
there needs to be a good healthy dose 
of common sense expressed on some of 
these issues, and that is certainly lack-
ing on trade, on national security, and 
on port security. 

I hope, perhaps, we can get those be-
fore the Senate soon. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

COLEMAN). The Senator from Lou-
isiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as if in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

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

LOBBY REFORM 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I rise 

today to again address the very impor-
tant issue of lobby reform and to ap-
plaud the efforts of many, particularly 
the bipartisan working group on which 
I was proud to serve—coming together 
and working hard to produce good 
lobby reform packages that will very 
soon be on the floor of the Senate. 

As I have said since the beginning of 
this discussion spanning several weeks, 
in so many ways there is no more im-
portant threshold issue to the func-
tioning of our democracy and the 
health of this institution of Congress 
than these important reform issues. 
Clearly, they go to the heart and soul 
of our integrity and our own credi-
bility. 

How can we address any other major 
national issue, whether it is health 
care, prescription drugs, foreign policy, 
or defense unless we have that core, 
central principle of integrity and credi-
bility with the people? 

Unfortunately, we have lost that 
credibility to some significant extent 

over the past years because of some 
horrible situations and scandals that 
have developed. 

It is very appropriate and very nec-
essary that we act as an institution to 
address these abuses and potential 
abuses which we need to stop from hap-
pening in the future. 

As I said, I was very proud to serve 
on an informal working group—Repub-
licans and Democrats coming together 
with this common purpose to address 
these central questions, to bring real 
meaningful, strong reform to our insti-
tutions, to develop consensus, not to 
play political partisan games but to de-
velop real consensus and pass impor-
tant legislation that could have major 
support on both sides of the aisle. 

I very much enjoyed that work with 
leaders on this issue—Senators COL-
LINS, LOTT, MCCAIN, SANTORUM, KYL, 
and ISAKSON—of course, all those Re-
publicans—joined by Senators LIEBER-
MAN, OBAMA, DODD, and FEINGOLD, 
Democrats, as well as myself, a Repub-
lican, coming together to address this 
very crucial issue. 

We are about to put this legislation 
on the floor of the Senate, hopefully, 
very soon, later today. I encourage all 
of my colleagues—Republicans and 
Democrats alike—to again come to-
gether for an important debate, to 
make a proposal about how to improve 
this legislation but to support the un-
derlying bills which include major sys-
temic reform. That is what I am going 
to do. That is why I joined this work-
ing group from the very beginning. 
That is why I participated in the dis-
cussions and debate which led to the 
bills coming to the floor. 

In addition to that, I am going to do 
what I mentioned a little while ago, 
participate in the debate on the floor 
and make some proposals to strengthen 
the bill, to make it even better before 
we report it out from the Senate. 

In doing that, I am going to make 
three specific proposals in areas which 
I think we need to address that are not 
in the underlying bill. I again want to 
outline those three proposals very 
briefly. 

The first has to do with an unfortu-
nate scenario which has happened in 
the past of spouses and children of 
Members of Congress, House Members, 
Senators, getting a paycheck off that 
Member’s reelection campaign. This 
has happened in the past. It is not 
some theoretical issue. In fact, family 
members have made substantial sums 
in the past in some instances off the 
campaign of the family member who is 
also a Member of Congress. 

I talk to folks back home in Lou-
isiana all the time. When these cir-
cumstances made the newspaper a few 
months ago, I can tell you what the 
universal reaction was. The universal 
reaction was this is abuse. There was 
no discussion about what these family 
members were doing, weren’t doing, 
what hours they were lobbying, weren’t 
lobbying. The universal reaction was 
this was a way for the Member of Con-

gress to basically increase his family 
income through the political process 
and is an abuse. 

I think the solution is really simple. 
I will have an amendment that pro-
poses that solution. It is simply this: 
Ban it; to say a Member of Congress, 
the House, or the Senate can’t have a 
spouse, can’t have a dependent child on 
the campaign payroll. That is the sim-
plest way to address it. That is the 
most direct way to address it. That 
will put the whole issue to rest for once 
and forever. 

Certainly, the huge majority of Mem-
bers should embrace this idea because 
it would never cross our minds, quite 
frankly, a huge majority of Members, 
to do this. Let us put this potential 
abuse and real abuse in the past to rest 
forever. 

I encourage all of my colleagues, Re-
publicans and Democrats, to support 
this floor amendment. 

The second floor amendment address-
es another very important area of cam-
paign finance that has also been in the 
news; that is, with regard to Indian 
tribes. 

Again, this is not some theoretical 
discussion. This is not dreaming up a 
problem. This has been at the heart of 
the recent scandals and controversies 
which bring us to where we are today. 

In my opinion, a central problem is 
the fact that in current law Indian 
tribes, with regard to campaign con-
tributions to Federal candidates, are 
treated in a whole different way than 
similar entities such as corporations, 
such as labor unions. 

With regard to corporations and 
labor unions, there are very clear and 
very strict laws that apply in terms of 
how those entities can raise PAC 
money, campaign funds that they can 
turn into political contributions and 
the overall limit that applies to a sin-
gle corporation—a single labor union 
with regard to political contributions 
that election season. Those rules don’t 
apply to Indian tribes. 

When it comes to Indian tribes, those 
rules I just referenced are out the win-
dow and basically no rules apply. There 
is no governance of how tribes collect 
and raise funds to give to political can-
didates. In fact, with so many having 
very lucrative casinos now, what they 
do is real simple. They write a check 
out of the casino operation and fund 
the entire political operation from 
which they give campaign contribu-
tions. Corporations can’t do that—ab-
solutely not. Labor unions can’t even 
do that. I think the rules should be the 
same for Indian tribes. 

Likewise, the limits on campaign 
contributions should be the same as 
well. There should be an aggregate, an 
overall limit for what a specific tribe 
can give to Federal candidates just as 
there is for corporations through their 
PACS, just as there is for labor unions 
through their PACs. 

Again, I will offer a floor amendment 
that is pretty darned simple and pretty 
easy to understand. It will basically 
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say those same rules that apply with 
regard to the sources of funds and dis-
closure and aggregate limits that apply 
to corporations and labor unions, those 
exact same rules will apply in exactly 
the same way to Indian tribes. 

Third and finally, I will propose on 
the floor another amendment which re-
lates to Members’ families and the 
ability in some circumstances of a 
Member to increase his family income 
through involvement in lobby shops by 
a spouse. 

I think it is very important in this 
instance to distinguish between what I 
consider two pretty different cases. 
The one case is where a spouse was a 
registered lobbyist, a professional with 
expertise and professional background 
well before the Member was ever elect-
ed to office, or well before the marriage 
between the Member and the spouse 
ever occurred. In my mind, that is a 
very different situation than when a 
spouse gets into the lobbying business 
after the Member is elected or after the 
marriage occurs with a Member al-
ready being elected. 

In the first case, that spouse was a 
professional with background and ex-
pertise in this area well before the 
marriage happened or the Member was 
elected. In the second case, the cart 
came way before the horse. It is that 
second case I am concerned about, and 
it is that second case on which I be-
lieve we should pass a blanket ban that 
such a person shouldn’t get into the 
lobbying business even after the Mem-
ber was elected. 

Again, I think people back home view 
that sort of case pretty darned simply. 
It is a way for direct family members 
to get involved in lobby shops, and 
through that route directly 
supplementing that Member’s family 
income. 

That absolutely tears at the integ-
rity, at the credibility of our institu-
tions, and I believe we must act to re-
store that credibility and integrity. 

Again, this is not some theoretical 
discussion. I wish it were. This is not 
some problem made up out of the blue. 
This is a practice that has happened 
before, that has been in the headlines, 
that has been in the news. So let us ad-
dress it directly, boldly, and be done 
with it. 

In closing, I thank all of the leaders 
who came together in the important 
working group on lobby reform that I 
mentioned, particularly Senators COL-
LINS, LOTT, MCCAIN, SANTORUM, KYL, 
and ISAKSON, and Senators LIEBERMAN, 
OBAMA, DODD, and FEINGOLD. I worked 
closely with them. I believe the prod-
uct we will bring to the Senate very 
soon, under the leadership of the two 
committee chairs, Senators COLLINS 
and LOTT, is a strong, meaningful, 
worthwhile product. 

I hope we all come to this important 
debate with additional ideas. I hope we 
add to the bill and improve it, includ-
ing through the three floor amend-
ments I just outlined, and then report 
an even stronger and even better bill 

out of the Senate to address this cru-
cial issue. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

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

ETHICS AND LOBBYING REFORM 
Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak about the ethics and 
lobbying reform bill we will be consid-
ering this week. 

Over 100 years ago, at the dawn of the 
last century, the Industrial Revolution 
was beginning to take hold in America, 
creating unimaginable wealth and 
sprawling metropolises all across the 
country. 

As factories multiplied and profits 
grew, the winnings of the new economy 
became more and more concentrated in 
the hands of a few robber barons, rail-
road tycoons, and oil magnets. In the 
cities, power was maintained by a cor-
rupt system of political machines and 
ward bosses. In the State of New York, 
there was a young Governor who was 
determined to give government back to 
the people. 

In his first year, he had already 
begun antagonizing the State’s polit-
ical machine by attacking its system 
of favors and corporate giveaways. He 
signed a workers’ compensation bill, 
and even fired the superintendent of in-
surance for taking money from the 
very industry he was supposed to be 
regulating. 

None of this sat too well with New 
York’s powerful party bosses, who fi-
nally plotted to get rid of the reform- 
minded Governor by making sure he 
was nominated for the Vice Presidency 
that year. 

What no one could have expected is 
that soon after the election, when 
President William McKinley was assas-
sinated, the greatest fears of the cor-
rupt machine bosses and power brokers 
became true when that former Gov-
ernor became President of the United 
States and went on to bust trusts, 
break up monopolies, and return the 
government to its people. 

His name, of course, was Theodore 
Roosevelt. He was a Republican. 
Throughout his public life, he dem-
onstrated a willingness to put party 
and politics aside in order to battle 
corruption and give people an open, 
honest government that would fight for 
their interests and for their values. 

I think today we face a similar crisis 
of corruption and a similar crisis of 
confidence. I believe we need similar 
leadership from those in power as well. 

The American people are tired of a 
Washington that is open only to those 

with the most cash and the right con-
nections. They are tired of a political 
process where the vote you cast is not 
as important as the favors you can do. 
They are tired of trusting us with their 
tax dollars when they see them spent 
on frivolous pet projects and corporate 
giveaways. 

It is not that the games that are 
played in this town are new or sur-
prising to the public. People are not 
naive to the existence of corruption. 
They know that over the years it has 
worn both a Republican and a Demo-
cratic face. 

Moreover, the underlying issue of 
how extensively money influences poli-
tics is the ‘‘original sin’’ of everyone 
who has ever run for office, including 
me. In order to get elected, we need to 
raise vast sums of money by meeting 
and dealing with people who are dis-
proportionately wealthy. This is a 
problem that predates Jack Abramoff. 

So I agree with those on both sides of 
the aisle who believe we should not let 
half measures and partisan posturing 
on campaign finance reform derail our 
current efforts on ethics and lobbying, 
but I also think this is an issue and a 
conversation we are going to have to 
have in the months to come—the con-
versation about campaign financing. 
That is not, however, the topic that is 
before us this week. 

While people know that both parties 
are vulnerable to these problems, I do 
not think it is fair to say that the 
scandals we have seen most recently 
under the current White House and 
Congress—both legal and illegal—are 
entirely predictable or the standard 
fare. They are worse than most of us 
could have imagined. 

Think about it. In the past several 
months, we have seen the head of the 
White House procurement office ar-
rested. We have seen some of our most 
powerful leaders of both the House and 
the Senate under Federal investiga-
tion. We have seen the indictment of 
Jack Abramoff and his cronies. And, of 
course, last week, we saw a Member of 
Congress sentenced to 8 years in prison 
for bribery. 

Now, there are some in the media 
who dismiss these scandals by saying: 
Everybody does it. The truth is that 
not everybody does it. We should not 
lump people together—those of us who 
have to raise funds to run campaigns 
but do so in a legal and ethical way 
with those who invite lobbyists into 
their offices to write bad legislation. 
Those are not equivalent. And we are 
not being partisan by pointing that 
out. 

The fact is, since our Federal Govern-
ment has been controlled by one party, 
this kind of scandal has become, unfor-
tunately, a regular order of business in 
this town. For years now, some on the 
other side of the aisle have openly 
bragged about stocking K Street lob-
bying firms with former staffers to in-
crease their power in Washington—a 
practice that should stop today and 
never happen again. 
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But what is truly offensive to the 

American people about all of this goes 
far beyond people such as Jack 
Abramoff. It is bigger than how much 
time he will spend in jail or how many 
Members of Congress he ends up turn-
ing in. It is bigger even than the K 
Street project and golf junkets to Scot-
land and lavish gifts for lawmakers. 

What is truly offensive about these 
scandals is they do not just lead to 
morally offensive conduct on the part 
of politicians; they lead to morally of-
fensive legislation that hurts hard- 
working Americans. 

When big oil companies are invited 
into the White House for secret energy 
meetings, it is no wonder they end up 
with billions in tax breaks while most 
working people struggle to fill up their 
gas tanks and heat their homes. 

When a committee chairman nego-
tiates a Medicare bill one day, and 
after the bill is passed is negotiating 
for a job with the drug industry, it is 
hardly a surprise that industry gets 
taxpayer-funded giveaways in the same 
bill that forbids seniors from bar-
gaining for better drug prices. 

When the people running Washington 
are accountable only to the special in-
terests that fund their campaigns, it is 
not shocking that the American people 
find their tax dollars being spent with 
reckless abandon. 

I have to point out that since the 
current administration took office, we 
have seen the number of registered lob-
byists in Washington double. In 2004, 
over $2.1 billion was spent lobbying 
Congress. That amounts to over $4.8 
million per Member of Congress. 

How much do you think the Amer-
ican people were able to spend on their 
Senators or Representatives last year? 
How much money could the folks back 
home, who cannot even fill up their gas 
tanks, spend on lobbying? How much 
could the seniors forced to choose be-
tween their medications and their gro-
ceries spend on lobbyists? Not $4.8 mil-
lion—not even close. 

This is the bigger story here. The 
American people believe that the well- 
connected CEOs and hired guns on K 
Street who have helped write our laws 
have gotten what they paid for. They 
got all the tax breaks and loopholes 
and access they could ever want. But 
outside this city, the people who can-
not afford the high-priced lobbyists and 
do not want to break the law are won-
dering: When is it our turn? When will 
somebody in Washington stand up for 
me? 

We need to answer that call. Because 
while only some are to blame for the 
corruption that has plagued this city, 
we are all responsible for fixing it. 

As you know, I am from Chicago, a 
city that has not always had the most 
stellar reputation when it comes to 
politics. But during my first year in 
the Illinois State Senate, I helped lead 
the fight to pass Illinois’ first ethics 
reform bill in 25 years. If we can do it 
in Illinois, we can do something like 
that here. 

But we have to pass a serious bill 
that has to go a long way toward cor-
recting some of the most egregious of-
fenses of the last few years and pre-
venting future offenses as well. This is 
not a time for window dressing or put-
ting a Band-Aid on a problem to score 
some political points. I think this is a 
time for real reform. 

I commend the work the two com-
mittees that have dealt with this issue 
have already put in under the leader-
ship of Senator LOTT and Senator 
DODD, Senator LIEBERMAN and Senator 
COLLINS. I want to note that the Hon-
est Leadership and Open Government 
Act, which was originally sponsored by 
those of us on this side of the aisle, has 
41 cosponsors and, I think, established 
a good marker for reform. I commend 
my leader, HARRY REID, and his staff 
for their hard work in putting it to-
gether. 

But real reform means making sure 
that Members of Congress and senior 
administration officials are dealing 
with this in as thoughtful and aggres-
sive a fashion as is possible. Let me 
give you some examples of some provi-
sions that are already in, but also some 
provisions I would like to see included. 

Real reform means making sure that 
Members of Congress and senior admin-
istration officials wait until they leave 
office before pursuing jobs with indus-
tries they are responsible for regu-
lating. 

I understand that former Congress-
man Billy Tauzin has said he was not 
negotiating for a job with the drug in-
dustry at the same time he was negoti-
ating the Medicare bill, but the fact is 
this: While he was a Member of Con-
gress, he was negotiating for lobbying 
jobs with not one but two different in-
dustries that he was responsible for 
regulating—the drug industry and the 
motion picture association. 

That is wrong. This should not hap-
pen anymore. Real reform means en-
suring that a ban on lobbying after 
Members of Congress leave this office 
is real and includes behind-the-scenes 
coordination and supervision of activi-
ties now used to skirt the ban. Real re-
form means giving the public access to 
now secret conference committee 
meetings and posting all bills on the 
Internet at least a day before they are 
voted on so the public can scrutinize 
what is in them. Real reform means 
passing a bill that eliminates all gifts 
and meals from lobbyists, not just the 
expensive ones. And real reform has to 
mean real enforcement because no 
matter how many new rules we pass, it 
will mean very little unless we have a 
system to enforce them. 

I commend Senators LIEBERMAN and 
COLLINS for their efforts to create such 
an enforcement mechanism through an 
independent office of public integrity. 
While this proposal doesn’t go quite as 
far as my proposal for an outside ethics 
fact-finding commission, it is still very 
good, and I am looking forward to 
working with them to try to get it in-
cluded in the bill that has been marked 

up. But to truly earn back the people’s 
trust, to show them we are working for 
them and looking out for their inter-
ests, we have to do more than just pass 
a good bill this week; we are going to 
have to fundamentally change the way 
we do business around here. 

That means instead of meetings with 
lobbyists, it is time to start meeting 
with the 45 million Americans who 
don’t have any health care. Instead of 
finding cushy political jobs for un-
qualified buddies, it is time to start 
finding good-paying jobs for hard-work-
ing Americans trying to raise a family. 
Instead of hitting up the big firms on K 
Street, it is time to start visiting the 
workers on Main Street who wonder 
how they will send their kids to college 
or whether their pension is going to be 
around when they retire. 

All these people have done, our con-
stituents, to earn access and gain influ-
ence is to cast their ballot. But in this 
democracy, that is all anyone should 
have to do. 

A century ago that young, reform- 
minded Governor of New York, who 
later became our 26th President, gave 
us words about our country that every-
one in this town would do well to listen 
to today. Here is what Teddy Roosevelt 
said back then: 

No republic can permanently endure when 
its politics are corrupt and base . . . we can 
afford to differ on the currency, the tariff, 
and foreign policy, but we cannot afford to 
differ on the question of honesty. There is a 
soul in the community, a soul in the Nation, 
just exactly as there is a soul in the indi-
vidual; and exactly as the individual hope-
lessly mars himself if he lets his conscience 
be dulled by the constant repetition of un-
worthy acts, so the Nation will hopelessly 
blunt the popular conscience if it permits its 
public men continually to do acts which the 
Nation in its heart of hearts knows are acts 
which cast discredit upon our whole public 
life. 

I have come to know the Members of 
this body and know that the people 
who serve here are hard-working, 
thoughtful, and honorable men and 
women. But the fact is, the entire Con-
gress has been marred and is under a 
cloud. Our consciences have been 
dulled by the activity of the few. We 
have to make certain we are sending a 
strong signal to the American public 
that we are no longer going to tolerate 
that kind of activity, that our con-
science has been sharpened, and we are 
willing to take the steps necessary to 
restore credibility to this August body. 

I hope this week we in the Senate 
will take the first step towards 
strengthening this Nation’s soul and 
bringing credit back to our public life. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-

TINEZ). The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

The majority leader is recognized. 
Mr. FRIST. I thank the Chair. 
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(The remarks of Mr. FRIST pertaining 

to the introduction of S. 2381 are lo-
cated in today’s RECORD under ‘‘State-
ments on Introduced Bills and Joint 
Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRA-
HAM). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I see the 
distinguished majority leader. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. FRIST. For the information of 

my colleagues, we should have a vote 
somewhere in 25 minutes or so. Depend-
ing on the outcome of that vote, there 
may be another vote, either a roll call 
or voice vote, after which we will go 
back to lobbying reform. I need to talk 
to the floor managers. I would expect 
we will not have more rollcall votes 
after we finish these next two votes 
shortly. But I do want to talk to the 
managers. So what I will do is ask 
unanimous consent which, in essence, 
will be 20 minutes of debate equally di-
vided and then we should have a roll-
call vote. And then I will be talking to 
the managers about what we will be 
doing after that tonight. I don’t expect 
rollcall votes after we handle these 
next two. 

I ask unanimous consent that there 
now be 20 minutes equally divided be-
tween Senator SNOWE or her designee 
and Senator ENSIGN or his designee on 
the pending second-degree amendment, 
followed by a vote in relation to the 
amendment with no intervening action 
or debate; provided further that imme-
diately after that vote, the Senate pro-
ceed to a vote in relation to the under-
lying Kyl amendment, as amended, if 
amended, with no further intervening 
action or debate. 

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

Mr. FRIST. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, we are 
now engaging in a debate over an 
amendment. The amendment has to do 
with the LIHEAP proposal that has 
been brought forth. This first amend-
ment would say to Senators that in-
stead of the original proposal that Sen-
ator SNOWE put forward, where 75 per-
cent of the money went through the 

contingency fund, 25 percent goes 
through the regular formula, that now 
she has brought forward an amendment 
that would be 50–50, 50 percent through 
the contingency fund, 50 percent 
through the regular formula. If we de-
feat this amendment, the underlying 
amendment would say 100 percent of 
the money goes through the regular 
formula. 

Why is that important? It is impor-
tant because the 50 percent versus the 
100 percent going to the regular for-
mula, this is how it breaks down across 
the country. The red-colored States— 
this isn’t Republican or Democrat, this 
just happens to be red-colored States in 
this case—all would get more funding 
under the underlying amendment, the 
one where 100 percent of the money 
goes through the regular formula. The 
50–50 or the underlying bill that Sen-
ator SNOWE has put forward, basically 
the white-colored States, 21 of them, 
would do better under her formula. So 
it really is a question of fairness. Be-
cause the underlying formula in the 
LIHEAP provisions, the way it is im-
plemented, benefits those 21 States 
right now. So the first $2 billion that is 
spent per year benefits 21 States. That 
is historically what has happened. And 
what we are saying is: If you are going 
to put an additional billion dollars to 
help low-income people around the 
country, it should benefit people from 
all over the country and be more fairly 
allocated. That is really what the 100 
percent of the money going through 
the regular formula does. It makes it 
fairer. 

Senator SNOWE will make part of her 
arguments, and we had this discussion 
at lunch today. She will say that this 
is an emergency fund. This contin-
gency fund is an emergency fund to be 
directed toward emergencies. That is 
not the way it has worked in the past. 
In the past, it has been divvied out ear-
lier in the year when the cold States 
need it. And so when the warm States 
need it for air-conditioning in the sum-
mertime—and by the way, they need 
that air-conditioning, and in many 
cases it is a life-or-death situation be-
cause people can die from heat prostra-
tion and that is the real issue—the 
money is gone because it has been 
spent out of the contingency fund. 
That is why the only fair way to do it 
is to put it through the regular for-
mula, divvy it out through the States. 
And then low-income people who need 
either heating or cooling assistance 
can receive that fairly. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I am of-

fering an amendment that essentially 
preserves the emergency funding that 
has been consistently part of the low- 
income fuel assistance program. I am 
offering my amendment as a second de-
gree to the Kyl amendment that re-
moves the emergency funding that has 
been part of this program for the last 5 
years. So it would be a marked depar-

ture from historical practice and, un-
fortunately, a 100-percent appropria-
tion through a formula for low-income 
fuel assistance would not allow the 
President to respond to any situation 
that is clearly an emergency. 

Last fall, the President had the dis-
cretion, because we had an emergency 
funding under the legislation, under 
low-income fuel assistance, that, in 
fact, was supported by the Senate and 
the House and the President, and it be-
came law a month ago that basically 
embraced the approach that we have 
here today pending before the Senate. 

The Senator from Arizona and the 
Senator from Nevada are suggesting 
that somehow we no longer need any 
emergency funding, that we will dis-
tribute all of those funds through a 
specific formula. But we cannot predict 
where or when that emergency will 
occur, denying the President the abil-
ity to respond to an emergency. Last 
fall the President had the discretion, 
because he had this emergency funding, 
to provide $14 million to Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, and to Florida as 
a result of the hurricane damage. The 
President had that capability. That 
will be removed by the underlying 
amendment. It simply does not make 
any sense to say that we should have a 
formula in the distribution of emer-
gency funding when we don’t know 
where the emergency is going to occur 
and when. We cannot predict that. 
That is why the President has it in a 
contingency fund so in the event that 
there are such emergencies, we can re-
lease that funding. That is what it has 
always been about. 

This is a historical departure from 
previous precedent, policy, and prac-
tice; in fact, a practice and policy that 
was embraced and endorsed by the Sen-
ate and by the House of Representa-
tives and the President a month ago 
that became law in the Deficit Reduc-
tion Act. 

I am surprised we are here today to 
suggest that somehow we should now 
no longer have emergency funding, no 
longer have any contingency funding. 
In fact, the Senator from Nevada says 
that there is no remaining funding for 
warm States. I should mention to the 
Senator from Nevada that the Presi-
dent has set aside $101 million in fiscal 
year 2006 emergency funds. This money 
has not been released. In fact, it is at 
the disposal of the administration to 
release in the event that there are po-
tential emergencies this summer, so 
that there is money. And certainly we 
can address the concerns of the Sen-
ator from Nevada if he feels it is not 
sufficient. 

I, for one, felt we should increase the 
funding for the low-income fuel assist-
ance program because the real value of 
this program has eroded over the last 
two decades. It essentially has the 
same value as it did in 1983. In 1983, it 
provided 50 percent of the cost of en-
ergy for a family. Today it provides 19 
percent. That is not accommodating all 
the demands, all the people who are on 
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the list in various States across this 
country. Thirty-four Governors wrote a 
letter to the leadership of both the 
House and Senate saying how they 
have run out of funds. Even in addition 
to the significant State contributions 
for this purpose, they have run out of 
money. And rightfully so, under-
standing the cost of energy today. Now 
some have suggested—and they have 
suggested it from their positions in Ar-
izona, in Nevada, in Alabama—that it 
has been a mild winter. But come to 
Maine and tell us about it being a mild 
winter. Then add to that the 30- to 50- 
percent increase in the cost of home 
heating oil and natural gas, in addition 
to the increases this last year. 

The amendment I am offering today 
preserves the emergency funding. It 
provides for the formula funding as 
supported by the Senator from Nevada 
which I supported. It has two tiers of 
funding. One allows for emergencies 
and the other allows for emergency dis-
tributions. I regret that last week 
there was a chart distributed that mis-
represented the distribution of funds. 
That was for that snapshot in time 
when there were emergencies so those 
States benefited from the release of 
funding because they had emergencies. 
But if you looked at it the next month, 
you would have discovered that there 
would have been a different distribu-
tion because we don’t know when or 
where, nor can we possibly predict 
where, the emergencies will occur. 

So the White House supports this ap-
proach, supports the emergency fund-
ing. It supports the 50–50 distribution 
in my amendment that I am offering as 
a second degree to the Kyl amendment 
which essentially does away with the 
emergency funding and provides 100 
percent through a formula. So any 
State that requires support from the 
emergency funds under this program 
would be denied if such an emergency 
should arise. I believe my second de-
gree is a positive step in providing ad-
ditional assistance for those in need of 
energy assistance this year. 

The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services supports this amendment to 
advance the funding, the 2007 funds to 
2006, in order to provide for this billion 
dollar increase. We are just advancing 
the funding. This is budget neutral be-
cause there is no net increase in Fed-
eral spending. It is important to under-
stand the facts. There is no net in-
crease in Federal funding. We are ad-
vancing the billion dollars. We have 
compromised. We asked for $2 billion, 
which is what I thought we agreed to 
before we adjourned for the Christmas 
recess on December 23, that we would 
have a 50–50 percent allocation, 50 per-
cent to emergency, 50 percent to for-
mula. 

Here we are today, now having to 
say: You know, we can’t afford the bil-
lion dollars because it increases spend-
ing, which it does not, and now we de-
cide that we don’t need emergency 
funding for this purpose, and we will 
allocate all the funding through a for-

mula so that the States that depend 
upon this money in the event there is 
an emergency will not be able to have 
it. 

I hope the Senate will support my 
amendment to the Kyl amendment. My 
amendment is fair. It is equitable. It is 
reasonable. This legislation should not 
be divisive. This isn’t regional legisla-
tion. It is for all of the country. It is to 
benefit any region of the country. It is 
designed to ensure that regardless of 
where you live in America, if for some 
reason you have an emergency that af-
fects your ability to have access to 
natural gas, to propane, to home heat-
ing oil, to the need for air-condi-
tioning, for electricity, that this emer-
gency funding will help to mitigate the 
impact of those disasters. That is what 
this is all about. 

I should add, it is very specific in the 
mandate in law in terms of how the 
contingency funds are used and where 
do these go. I should quote from the 
law and what it means. It says: To 
meet the additional home energy as-
sistance needs of one or more States 
arising from a natural disaster or other 
emergency. That is why it simply 
makes no sense to distribute emer-
gency funds through a formula because 
how do you know who is going to have 
an emergency? Why would you be dis-
tributing money to States that don’t 
have an emergency for that distribu-
tion? 

That wasn’t the attempt of this pro-
gram. I would hope that we could come 
to an agreement on this question. At 
the very least, I would hope that the 
Senate would endorse my approach, 
which is a second-degree amendment 
that preserves the emergency funding 
and provides for a 50–50 allocation be-
tween emergency and formulas. I think 
that is patently fair to all of the 
States, all of the regions in this coun-
try. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, first of 

all, I wonder if the Senator from Maine 
would be willing to answer a question 
on my time. She says that this is off-
set. We have already had this argu-
ment, and we lost it. But it would be 
curious to get an answer to a question 
I have. You say that it is not going to 
increase the deficit at all because a bil-
lion dollars is taken out of next year’s 
funding. I wonder if the Senator from 
Maine would be willing to agree not to 
come back and try to refill that money 
next year? 

In other words, there is $1 billion 
taken out next year and she is saying 
it is deficit neutral. Would the Senator 
be willing to commit to not going after 
more money next year? 

Ms. SNOWE. I am glad to answer the 
Senator’s question. Obviously, I cannot 
forecast the future in terms of the ex-
tent of the needs that are required by 
any State. But I remain unchallenged 
when it comes to my fiscal credentials 
in the Senate. I have been more than 

happy to work with the Senator in 
terms of meeting our fiscal responsibil-
ities on this issue and on any other 
question that benefits every State in 
America. From that standpoint, I 
would be more than happy to work 
with the Senator. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Reclaiming my time. I 
will answer the question because I can 
predict the future because I have seen 
it here enough. If you watch and learn 
from the past, you can predict the fu-
ture. People will be going after this 
money and probably even more. These 
kinds of budget games are played all 
the time. 

I wish to make a couple of points to 
respond to what the Senator from 
Maine has talked about. First, there is 
$183 million in the contingency fund 
this year, and $100 million has been 
spent so far. There is $83 million left in 
the contingency fund. She said this is 
for emergencies—the contingency fund 
is for emergencies. Well, other than 
post-Katrina, every other allocation 
since 2004 from the contingency fund 
has gone to all 50 States. She says it is 
only for emergencies. So all 50 States 
must have had emergencies every year. 

That is not what the contingency 
fund has been. It has gone to every 
State. Our point is that the contin-
gency fund has not been allocated fair-
ly. I mentioned the $183 million, and 
there is $83 million left for this year’s 
contingency fund. Has anybody noticed 
that it is all being allocated in the win-
tertime, so when the warmer weather 
States need their contingency fund, 
there won’t be any left? That is the 
point. 

She had problems with our numbers 
the other day. So we redid the num-
bers. We looked at the last 5 alloca-
tions of the contingency fund. As it 
turns out, in the last 5 allocations, 29 
States do worse under her formula 
than if you adopt the underlying Kyl 
amendment—29 States. We are going to 
be passing this chart out to every Sen-
ator. The 29 States are the red States 
on the chart I have here. If you see 
your State there in red, your Senator 
should be voting with myself and Sen-
ator KYL to more fairly allocate this 
money that is for LIHEAP. 

The allocations that go out for 
LIHEAP are there for a very noble pur-
pose. All we are asking is, if we are 
going to spend this money, let’s do it 
fairly. For too long, the formulas have 
benefitted some States at the expense 
of others. The Senator from Maine is 
looking out for her State. I have no 
problem with her doing that. It is one 
of the things we are elected to do—to 
look out for the interests of our 
States—also the country, but particu-
larly for our home State. 

I think the people in my State and 
the people in the other 28 States that 
are unfairly treated in the way that 
she has her amendment drafted deserve 
fair treatment, and we as Senators 
should fight for the people in our 
States. 

I yield the floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine is recognized. 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, do I have 

any time remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 

40 seconds. 
Ms. SNOWE. That is enough to re-

spond. 
The Senator from Nevada is incorrect 

with respect to my amendment and the 
way in which States it would benefit. 
Twenty-nine States would gain under 
my amendment. Unfortunately, the in-
formation the Senator is providing is 
inaccurate, as was the chart distrib-
uted last week that fundamentally 
misrepresented not only how this fund-
ing was distributed, but the fact is it 
was done on the basis of an emergency. 
If all 50 States had the benefit of the 
emergency funding, it is because emer-
gencies existed in those States. That is 
the point. It is at the discretion of the 
President to distribute and release that 
funding in order to enable the Presi-
dent to respond immediately to any 
natural disasters or emergencies. That 
is what it is all about. 

Under a formula for funding, States 
would receive it irrespective of wheth-
er an emergency occurred in their 
States. So 29 States would gain under 
my amendment. It is unfortunate that 
we are where we are, talking about this 
in that fashion, because the Senator re-
leased a chart last week that suggested 
this is the historical pattern. If it is 
the historical pattern, it is because 
there were emergencies. It wasn’t dis-
tributed just for the sake of distrib-
uting it that way. It was done because 
there were emergencies in those par-
ticular States. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, how 
much time do I have? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 2 minutes 24 seconds. 

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, the Sen-
ator from Maine had a problem with 
the way we did this. It was the Con-
gressional Research Service that did 
this. She said it was just a spot in 
time. So we said, OK, let’s look at the 
last 5 allocations historically. How 
have these funds been allocated? She 
said 29 States would benefit under her 
formula. That is correct, 29 States 
would benefit under her amendment 
compared to her underlying bill. But 29 
States would benefit more with the Kyl 
amendment than with the Snowe 
amendment. That is according to data 
from the Congressional Research Serv-
ice. That is what we have to go from. 
That is our expert source we turn to for 
unbiased information. The chart I have 
is accurate if the people at the Con-
gressional Research Service have done 
their jobs right. I have no way of know-
ing, other than they provide pretty 
good information to all Senators in a 
nonpartisan way. To say they are inac-
curate—I don’t believe that is an accu-
rate statement; I will leave it at that. 

To sum this up and close this argu-
ment, it is about fairness. The under-
lying LIHEAP program was set up a 
long time ago, and it was set up to be 

biased toward many of the northern 
States, especially in the Northeast. 
The LIHEAP formula is drafted so that 
when we start adding money in, then it 
is going to be distributed more fairly 
to all States for heating and cooling. 
This is an additional billion dollars. 
Those other 29 States that are not 
treated as fairly in the original pro-
gram need to be treated more fairly. 

Whether you are Republican or Dem-
ocrat, you should look at our charts to 
find out how your State is treated 
under the Snowe amendment versus 
the Kyl amendment. Senators from the 
29 States should, I believe, vote against 
the Snowe amendment, and then sup-
port the Kyl amendment. 

I yield back the remainder of our 
time. 

Mr. President, have the yeas and 
nays been ordered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No. 
Mr. ENSIGN. I ask for the yeas and 

nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 2913. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from West Virginia (Mr. BYRD) 
is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 68, 
nays 31, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 34 Leg.] 
YEAS—68 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Bennett 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Bond 
Boxer 
Burns 
Cantwell 
Carper 
Chafee 
Clinton 
Cochran 
Coleman 
Collins 
Conrad 
Dayton 
DeWine 
Dodd 
Domenici 
Dorgan 

Durbin 
Feingold 
Feinstein 
Frist 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Inouye 
Jeffords 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
Menendez 

Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Obama 
Pryor 
Reed 
Rockefeller 
Salazar 
Santorum 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Smith 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stabenow 
Stevens 
Sununu 
Talent 
Thune 
Voinovich 
Wyden 

NAYS—31 

Allard 
Allen 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cornyn 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Dole 
Ensign 
Enzi 
Graham 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Kyl 
Lott 
Martinez 
McCain 

McConnell 
Nelson (FL) 
Reid 
Roberts 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thomas 
Vitter 
Warner 

NOT VOTING—1 

Byrd 

The amendment (No. 2913) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote and move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2899 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I under-

stand that we are now prepared to 
agree to the Kyl first-degree amend-
ment without a rollcall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be 
agreed to as amended. 

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

The amendment (No. 2899), as amend-
ed, was agreed to. 

Mr. KYL. May I have just 30 seconds 
to thank all of those who participated 
in this debate, including the Senator 
from Maine and the Senator from Ne-
vada. I think this 50–50 compromise 
that has been adopted will allow the 
various States to try to find a way to 
take care of the folks in their States 
who need this assistance. I appreciate 
the efforts of all involved to get it 
done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2898 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I now 

make a point of order that the Inhofe 
amendment, No. 2898, is not germane. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
point of order is sustained and the 
amendment falls. 

Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak in favor of greater fund-
ing for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program, LIHEAP. 

As I have traveled around Illinois 
this winter, I have heard from many 
low-income families and senior citizens 
about the burden of rising heating 
costs. These families are being forced 
to spend considerable portions of their 
incomes on gas bills, and many of them 
simply cannot afford it. Some families 
are having to keep their thermostats 
low just so they can buy groceries. It is 
essential that States have the funding 
they need through LIHEAP to help 
these families pay their heating bills 
during the cold months. 

That is why, last year, I joined a 
number of my Senate colleagues in 
sending a letter to the chairman of the 
Senate Budget Committee requesting 
$3 billion in funding so that low-income 
families, disabled individuals, and sen-
ior citizens who live on fixed incomes 
have access to affordable energy when 
they need it most. We also asked that 
advance funding be allocated in the 
budget for LIHEAP. This would allow 
States to plan more economically in 
preparing for the winter heating season 
by purchasing fuels during the spring 
and summer months. Unfortunately, 
our request was denied. 

Months later, during consideration of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005, Congress 
reauthorized the LIHEAP program 
from fiscal year 2005 to 2007, providing 
for a yearly appropriation of $5.1 bil-
lion. However, in the fiscal year 2006 
Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services Appropriations Act, 
Congress provided $2.2 billion for 
LIHEAP funding—the same allotment 
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given to the program in fiscal year 
2005. During Senate consideration of 
several bills in the final weeks of 2005, 
I voted for a number of amendments 
providing more funding for LIHEAP, 
but those amendments were defeated. 

Funding for LIHEAP has remained 
level for the past 20 years, but energy 
prices are at an all-time high. Accord-
ing to the Department of Energy, DOE, 
natural gas prices in the Midwest were 
expected to rise between 69 percent and 
77 percent during the winter heating 
season. The National Energy Assist-
ance Directors Association estimates 
that for families using natural gas, 
heating bills would average well over 
$1,500 per consumer, an increase of over 
$600 per consumer as compared to the 
winter of 2004–2005. As a result, we have 
seen an unprecedented rise in requests 
for LIHEAP assistance across the coun-
try. In Illinois, requests in 2005 were up 
41.4 percent from the year before. That 
is nearly a quarter of a million Ameri-
cans asking for help in my State alone. 

I think we often forget how much our 
working families need this program, 
and just how heavy the burden of heat-
ing one’s home can be these days. In a 
thank-you note to the staff at Illinois 
LIHEAP, a woman in Lake County, IL, 
wrote: 

Having you help me and my mother this 
year with our utility bill was a godsend. It 
was over my head and I didn’t know what I 
was going to do . . . My mother is on oxygen 
24-hours a day, and we couldn’t be without 
electricity, so you see it was a matter of life 
and death also for me. 

I commend Senator SNOWE for her te-
nacity in pushing this legislation, and 
I commend Senator JACK REED for his 
longstanding commitment to this 
issue. 

I hope my colleagues will recognize 
the importance of this problem and 
support this measure, as well as great-
er LIHEAP funding in the future. With 
natural gas prices increasing so se-
verely, more Americans than usual are 
expected to apply for LIHEAP assist-
ance in paying their heating bills. 

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, 
today I rise to address the rising costs 
faced by Americans as they try to heat 
their homes this winter. Obtaining af-
fordable heating assistance each win-
ter, and cooling assistance during the 
summer months, is critical to hundreds 
of thousands of Pennsylvanians and 
millions of Americans. Unfortunately, 
projections from the Energy Informa-
tion Administration this January show 
that on average, consumers will spend 
nearly 35 percent more for natural gas 
this winter than they did last winter. 

The primary Federal heating assist-
ance program is the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program. I rep-
resent a Commonwealth that depends 
heavily on this program. My State also 
has a high percentage of elderly citi-
zens; they are especially vulnerable to 
cold winter temperatures. Overall, the 
Pennsylvania Department of Public 
Welfare reports that it distributed 
LIHEAP funds to approximately 462,000 

households during the 2004–2005 winter, 
with 128,000 of these recipients being el-
derly. 

While I am pleased that my Common-
wealth ranks second in the Nation in 
the total Federal LIHEAP assistance 
distributed, more has to be done to 
help Pennsylvanians in need. At cur-
rent funding levels, only 15-percent of 
LIHEAP-eligible households are served 
in my home State. 

As a member of the Special Com-
mittee on Aging, I am pleased that 
Chairman SMITH has recognized the im-
portance of this program for many low- 
income senior citizens. This past June, 
my colleague from Oregon convened a 
hearing to examine the effect of energy 
prices on the elderly. However, much 
has changed across the national energy 
landscape since that hearing. The trag-
edies of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita 
put severe pressure on our energy in-
dustries, increasing costs of oil and 
natural gas. Now that the winter has 
arrived, the increasing cost of home 
heating fuel weighs heavily on the 
minds of the elderly and low-income 
individuals, and it is time for the Sen-
ate to further address this vital issue. 

In the beginning of January, I 
chaired a field hearing for the Special 
Committee on Aging near my home-
town of Pittsburgh, PA, to revisit this 
critical issue and hear from a variety 
of witnesses about ways in which the 
Government and private sector are 
helping the elderly and others stay 
warm. Representatives from the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices, Department of Energy, Pennsyl-
vania State Department of Public Wel-
fare, and private sector organizations 
and utilities testified in support of 
LIHEAP. 

The testimony of Pennsylvania State 
secretary of public welfare Estelle 
Richman was especially troubling. Sec-
retary Richman testified that, by De-
cember 30, 2005, her agency had re-
ceived over 320,000 LIHEAP applica-
tions. This is a 5 percent increase over 
2005, which means that over 17,000 addi-
tional Pennsylvania households have 
requested heating assistance already 
this winter. Furthermore, the Pennsyl-
vania Department of Public Welfare 
has already seen a 15-percent increase 
in crisis home heating assistance appli-
cations. 

Pennsylvania is not alone in facing 
such difficulties. According to Assist-
ant Secretary for the Administration 
for Children and Families, Wade Horn, 
his agency assists nearly 5 million 
households each year. However, those 
who are eligible for these benefits far 
outnumber those who receive this as-
sistance. 

As a Senate, we need to address this 
growing national problem. Each win-
ter, our Government is faced with dis-
tributing emergency LIHEAP funds, 
while millions of Americans are stuck 
out in the cold. This past year, we 
tried, in a bipartisan fashion, to appro-
priate additional funding for LIHEAP. 
Unfortunately, we were not able to gar-

ner enough support for those provisions 
to pass. 

This year we find ourselves in a 
worse situation than we did last year. 
When I travel throughout Pennsyl-
vania, I continually hear from my con-
stituents their concerns about rising 
energy costs and what we, the Con-
gress, are doing to help. Now we have 
our chance to provide additional assist-
ance that will benefit millions of 
Americans in the short term. However, 
while we need to pass this additional 
LIHEAP funding, we also need to look 
toward long-term solutions for our Na-
tion’s energy needs. 

As we are all aware, there is no one 
solution to our Nation’s energy prob-
lems. However, by increasing our do-
mestic supplies and production capac-
ity, we can take steps towards lowering 
the cost of energy for all Americans. 
We also need to promote alternative 
energy solutions that utilize state-of- 
the-art technological advancements 
like coal-to-liquid fuel advancements. 
Without this combination of current 
and new technologies, the costs faced 
by consumers at the pump and in their 
home heating bills will only continue 
to increase. 

While this is clearly a long-term 
problem that we, as a body, need to ad-
dress, I am proud to support my col-
league from Maine, Senator SNOWE, in 
her effort to provide additional 
LIHEAP funding this winter. This 
measure will assist thousands of Penn-
sylvanians and millions across the 
country. For this, as well as the rea-
sons I have cited, I urge my colleagues 
to support this measure that assists 
countless senior citizens and low-in-
come Americans. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Today’s Senate ac-
tion adding $1 billion for the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram for this winter is a step in the 
right direction. It is the best we can 
do, and it deserved to pass. But no one 
should be under the illusion that we 
have now provided adequate assistance 
to millions of struggling families 
around the country, many of whom are 
elderly and disabled. The additional $1 
billion is less than half what is needed 
to fully fund LIHEAP and guarantee 
the assistance these families need and 
deserve. A small step is better than no 
step, but it is still far from meeting the 
obvious need. 

Countless citizens in communities 
throughout America live year-round in 
constant fear of power shutoffs because 
they can’t pay their energy bills, and 
they have no confidence that either 
Congress or the President is on their 
side. 

According to a report by the Na-
tional Energy Assistance Directors’ As-
sociation, since the winter of 2001–2002, 
the average yearly cost of heating oil 
has soared from $627 to $1474, natural 
gas from $465 to $1000, and propane 
from $736 to $1286. Yet the Republican 
Congress and the Bush administration 
continue to ignore the fact that mil-
lions of Americans can’t afford these 
steep increases. 
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Democrats have pressed for months 

to fund LIHEAP at the authorized level 
of $5.1 billion for the current fiscal 
year. We have urged Congress to act, 
but the Republican majority has 
blocked our efforts at every turn, and 
they continued to try to block our ef-
forts to obtain an additional $1 billion 
for the program today. Families are 
paying a steep price for this neglect. 
The average LIHEAP grant has de-
creased by almost 10 percent since 2002 
and is now only $288. 

In Massachusetts, the State govern-
ment has provided $20 million in addi-
tional funds for LIHEAP this year. 

Low-income families are more fortu-
nate in our State than in most other 
States on this issue, but we have ex-
hausted all Federal funds, and need is 
still great. Even the poorest house-
holds with the highest bills will get no 
more than $840—less than half what is 
needed to get through the winter. 

As Self Help, a community action 
program in Avon, MA, ‘‘Many of our 
clients have exhausted their benefits 
. . . The bottom line is that we need 
some kind of relief, as quickly as pos-
sible.’’ 

ABCD, a community action agency in 
Boston, reports that as of January 17, 
the number of applicants applying for 
fuel assistance for the first time in-
creased by 26 percent. Its clients are 
currently exhausting all of their fuel 
assistance benefits. Even a benefit of 
$765 buys only one tank of oil at to-
day’s price of $2.40 per gallon, when at 
least two or three tankfuls are needed 
to get through the winter, and no other 
source of funding is available. 

These aren’t just numbers. They rep-
resent real people facing real hard-
ships. 

For example, an elderly couple lives 
in a modest home on the outskirts of 
Haverhill and both receive Social Secu-
rity benefits. Their home is heated 
with oil, and they use an old woodstove 
in the basement to supplement their 
steam boiler. Their $525 LIHEAP grant 
covered one delivery of 256 gallons of 
oil in late November. Attempting to 
cut wood for the woodstove, the hus-
band fell from a ladder and was injured. 
If LIHEAP had been funded fairly, his 
injury could have been prevented. With 
this bill, the chances are 50–50 that his 
injury could have been prevented. We 
could have done better, and we should 
have done better. It is wrong to let peo-
ple like this suffer. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I join 
Senator SNOWE and others in sup-
porting this legislation to provide addi-
tional funding for the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program, 
LIHEAP. 

This legislation will shift the $1 bil-
lion in fiscal year 2007 funding, which 
we recently enacted in the budget rec-
onciliation bill, to the current fiscal 
year, so it can be used this winter. Pro-
viding these needed funds in this way is 
not the best approach to get this done, 
but with Vermonters facing record 
heating bills and no other choices 

available to us at this crucial juncture, 
we cannot allow the perfect to be the 
enemy of the good. The fact is the bur-
den of record heating prices this winter 
could financially wipe out many fami-
lies and elderly Vermonters. No family 
in our Nation should be forced to 
choose between heating their home and 
putting food on the table for their chil-
dren. No older American should have to 
decide between buying life-saving pre-
scriptions or paying utility bills. Un-
fortunately, these stark choices are a 
reality for too many Vermonters and 
for too many other Americans across 
the Nation. 

This legislation will bring the total 
funding available for LIHEAP in fiscal 
year 2006 up to nearly $3 billion. Cer-
tainly more is needed. That is why I 
have voted four times to increase 
LIHEAP funding to $5.1 billion. Bipar-
tisan amendments offered to the De-
partment of Defense appropriations 
bill, the Transportation, Treasury, and 
HUD Appropriations bill, the Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation Appropriations bill, and the tax 
reconciliation bill received a majority 
of the Senate’s support. Unfortunately, 
the majority party would not allow 
these amendments the opportunity for 
straight up-or-down votes, and we were 
blocked from securing these needed 
supplements for LIHEAP in our earlier 
efforts. 

The Energy Information Agency fore-
casts that households heating with 
natural gas will experience an average 
increase of 35 percent over last winter. 
Households heating with oil will see an 
increase of 23 percent, and households 
using propane can expect an increase of 
17 percent. Compounding these difficul-
ties for families needing this help, 
wages are not keeping pace with infla-
tion. The Real Earnings report by the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics shows that 
the average hourly earnings of produc-
tion and nonsupervisory workers on 
private nonfarm payrolls were lower in 
December 2005 than they were a year 
ago, after accounting for inflation. 
Working families are continuing to 
lose ground, meaning more families 
also need LIHEAP assistance this year. 
Paychecks are being stretched thinner 
as families face higher prices for home 
heating, for health care, and for edu-
cation. Vermont families and seniors 
need this relief from high energy costs, 
and they need it now. 

As I have said, this is not my pre-
ferred approach to providing LIHEAP 
funding, but Vermonters cannot wait 
for a better option. This help is needed 
now. I call on the leadership in the 
House of Representatives and on Presi-
dent Bush to support this legislation 
and to ensure its immediate enact-
ment. I also urge the administration to 
join the bipartisan majority in Con-
gress to replenish LIHEAP funding for 
next winter. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I believe 
we are ready to proceed to passage. 
That will not require a rollcall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading and was read the 
third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill (S. 2320), as amended, was 
passed, as follows: 

S. 2320 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. FUNDS FOR LOW-INCOME HOME EN-
ERGY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

Section 9001 of the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-

tion and expenditure’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 

‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—None of the funds made 
available under this section may be used for 
the planning and administering described in 
section 2605(b)(9) of the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 
8624(b)(9)).’’; and 

(4) in subsection (c) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (2)), by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2006’’. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, first I 
want to thank my colleagues for their 
cooperation in bringing to a resolution 
what has been more difficult than I 
thought it would be, addressing the 
LIHEAP issue. 

We have achieved passage, and we are 
now ready to resume the lobbying 
measure. 

I know Senator REID is prepared to 
lay down his amendment tonight. Sen-
ators will be able to debate that 
amendment tonight, and we will set a 
vote on the Democratic leader’s 
amendment sometime tomorrow morn-
ing. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

THUNE). The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. FRIST. I ask unanimous consent 
there now be a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES 

OVERSIGHT BOARD 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, recent 

press reports reveal that despite its 
creation more than a year ago, the Pri-
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board has yet to hire any staff mem-
bers or even hold a single meeting. 
This board was established by a law 
signed in December 2004 in response to 
recommendations from the 9/11 Com-
mission. Now, several months into 2006, 
we learn from a Newsweek article that 
the board’s members will finally be 
sworn in at the White House this 
month. I will ask unanimous consent 
that a copy of this article be printed in 
the RECORD. Starting up the work of 
this important board, particularly in 
this time of unprecedented intrusion 
into the privacy of Americans by the 
executive branch, is shamefully over-
due. 

On December 14, 2004, the President 
signed into law the Intelligence Re-
form and Terrorism Prevention Act of 
2004. Section 1061 of this act imple-
mented a 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendation to establish an inde-
pendent board within the Executive Of-
fice of the President to fill a clear void 
in Government for protecting Ameri-
cans’ liberties. 

Creating the board was no easy feat. 
The Bush-Cheney administration ini-
tially resisted the 9/11 Commission’s 
recommendation for a privacy board, 
unpersuasively asserting that it was al-
ready protecting privacy and civil lib-
erties. The administration then tried 
to circumvent a congressionally au-
thorized, independent board by issuing 
an Executive order establishing an ane-
mic alternative. That entity was not 
independent, had no authority to ac-
cess information, had little account-
ability, and was comprised solely of ad-
ministration officials from the law en-
forcement and intelligence commu-
nities—the very communities in need 
of oversight. It was the proverbial case 
of the fox guarding the henhouse. But 
many of us in Congress were com-
mitted to creating an effective board in 
keeping with the 9/11 Commission’s rec-
ommendations. 

We succeeded, and the President 
signed the bill creating the board well 
over a year ago, but the White House’s 
delays and resistance continued. Last 
May 11, I joined Senators DURBIN, COL-
LINS, and LIEBERMAN in writing to the 
President to inquire why there had not 
yet been any nominations and to urge 
him to nominate board members as 
soon as possible. We also expressed con-
cern about the inadequate funding in 
the White House budget proposal, 
which would only have provided an 
underwhelming and insufficient $750,000 
for its operations. Fortunately, the 
Transportation, Treasury, and HUD 
Appropriations Subcommittee, on 
which I serve, raised the amount to $1.5 
million to ensure a better start for the 
board. 

President Bush waited until June of 
last year to appoint three members of 

the board, and to nominate the chair-
man and vice chairman of the board, 
who were confirmed by the Senate last 
month. No board members have yet 
been sworn in. Meanwhile, as News-
week reported, the White House’s new 
budget, released last month, listed no 
money for the Privacy and Civil Lib-
erties Oversight Board. Administration 
officials have said that this omission 
came only because they decided not to 
itemize funding for offices within the 
White House, but they could not ex-
plain why other White House offices 
were individually listed, yet this board 
was not. 

Regrettably, the delays and insuffi-
cient funds suggest that the Bush-Che-
ney administration is simply going 
through the motions, rather than fol-
lowing through on a meaningful com-
mitment to the Privacy Board. As the 
Chairman of the 9/11 Commission said, 
‘‘The Administration was never inter-
ested in this.’’ 

This board is too important for us to 
simply go through the motions. Prior 
to the board, there was no office within 
the Government to oversee the collec-
tive impact of Government actions and 
powers on our liberties. This is a crit-
ical blind spot. We have increased and 
consolidated the authority of an al-
ready-powerful Government in an ef-
fort to address the realities of ter-
rorism and modern warfare. As Lee 
Hamilton, Vice Chairman of the 9/11 
Commission, noted in a Judiciary Com-
mittee hearing on August 19, 2004, 
these developments represent ‘‘an as-
tounding intrusion in the lives of ordi-
nary Americans that is routine today 
in government.’’ 

In the months since Mr. Hamilton 
made this statement, we have learned 
of reports of far more disturbing and 
unprecedented intrusions into the lives 
of Americans, including warrantless 
wiretapping in violation of the laws of 
the land, as well as surveillance of or-
dinary Americans that may include a 
group of Quakers in Vermont. It is 
more important than ever to have a 
meaningful entity ensuring that the 
Government pursue crucial 
antiterrorism efforts without giving up 
the privacy and civil liberties so im-
portant to all Americans. 

The delays in setting up the Privacy 
and Civil Liberties Oversight Board 
and the failures to properly fund it 
show that the Bush-Cheney adminis-
tration does not take this responsi-
bility seriously. We must make sure 
that we do take it seriously, on behalf 
of the American people. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the Newsweek 
article to which I referred. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From Newsweek, March 13, 2006 issue] 
WATCHDOG: WHAT EVER HAPPENED TO THE 

CIVIL LIBERTIES BOARD? 
(By Michael Isikoff) 

For more than a year, the Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board has been the 

most invisible office in the White House. 
Created by Congress in December 2004 as a 
result of the recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission, the board has never hired a 
staff or even held a meeting. Next week, 
NEWSWEEK has learned, that is due to fi-
nally change when the board’s five members 
are slated to be sworn in at the White House 
and convene their first session. Board mem-
bers tell NEWSWEEK the panel intends to 
immediately tackle contentious issues like 
the president’s domestic wiretapping pro-
gram, the Patriot Act and Pentagon data 
mining. But critics are furious the process 
has taken this long—and question whether 
the White House intends to treat the panel 
as anything more than window dressing. The 
delay is ‘‘outrageous, considering how long 
its been since the bill [creating the board] 
was passed,’’ said Thomas Kean, who chaired 
the 9/11 Commission. ‘‘The administration 
was never interested in this.’’ 

Renewed concerns about the White House’s 
commitment came just a few weeks ago 
when President Bush’s new budget was re-
leased—with no listing for money for the 
civil liberties board. Alex Conant, a spokes-
man for the Office of Management and Budg-
et, denied to NEWSWEEK the White House 
was trying to kill the panel by starving it of 
funds. ‘‘It will be fully funded,’’ he said, ex-
plaining that the board wasn’t in the budget 
this year because officials decided not to 
itemize funding levels for particular offices 
within the White House. When a reporter 
pointed out that funding for other White 
House offices such as the National Security 
Council were listed in the budget, Conant 
said: ‘‘I have no explanation.’’ 

The funding snafu is only the latest set-
back. Kean said the 9/11 Commission had 
pushed hard for the board to ensure that 
some agency within the government would 
specifically review potential abuses at a 
time vastly expanded powers were being 
given to U.S. intel and law-enforcement 
agencies. But the White House, and congres-
sional leaders, resisted and sharply re-
stricted its scope, denying the board basic 
tools like subpoena power. Bush didn’t nomi-
nate members of the board until June 2005— 
six months after the panel was created—and 
they weren’t confirmed until last month. 
The chair of the board is Carol Dinkins, a 
former senior Justice official under Ronald 
Reagan and former law partner of Attorney 
General Alberto Gonzales. Dinkins did not 
respond to requests for comment. 

f 

PASSAGE OF H.R. 32 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to compliment my friends in the 
House of Representatives for passing 
expeditiously H.R. 32—the Stop Coun-
terfeiting in Manufactured Goods Act— 
as amended by the Senate. 

In addition to a few technical 
changes, I am pleased that the bill in-
cluded the entirety of S. 1095, the Pro-
tecting American Goods and Services 
Act, introduced last year by myself and 
Senator LEAHY. 

I am particularly pleased to work 
with the senior Senator from Vermont 
in our continued bipartisan effort to 
protect intellectual property rights as 
well as to work on other important 
issues. Last year, we worked together 
on a matter near and dear to my 
heart—good government legislation re-
lated to the Freedom of Information 
Act, and it indeed has been a pleasure 
to work with him again. His staff has 
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worked tirelessly with mine—espe-
cially Susan Davies, whose hard work 
and dedication to the goal of making 
good public policy is a testament to 
her, to Senator LEAHY, and to good leg-
islative process. 

The combined package passed today 
in the form of H.R. 32 represents impor-
tant, bipartisan legislation designed to 
combat the trafficking of illegitimate 
goods throughout the world. The ramp-
ant distribution of illegitimate goods— 
be it counterfeited products, illegal 
copies of copyrighted works or any 
other form of piracy—undermines prop-
erty rights, threatens American jobs, 
decreases consumer safety and, often-
times, supports organized crime and 
terrorist activity. 

Amazingly, it is estimated that be-
tween 5 percent and 7 percent of world-
wide trade is conducted with counter-
feit goods and services. According FBI 
estimates, counterfeiting costs U.S. 
businesses as much as $200 to $250 bil-
lion annually—and that costs Ameri-
cans their jobs—more than 750,000 jobs 
according to U.S. Customs. 

In recent years, this plague on global 
trade has grown significantly. Accord-
ing to the World Customs Organization 
and Interpol, the global trade in ille-
gitimate goods has increased from $5.5 
billion in 1992 to more than $600 billion 
per year today. That is $600 billion per 
year illegally extracted from the global 
economy. 

But for me, as chairman of the Sen-
ate Subcommittee on Immigration, 
Border Security and Citizenship, I find 
it most troubling that the counterfeit 
trade across our borders and through-
out the world threatens our safety and 
our national security. Most frighten-
ingly, evidence indicates that the coun-
terfeit trade supports terrorist activi-
ties. Indeed, al-Qaida training manuals 
recommended the sale of fake goods to 
raise revenue. 

Further, counterfeit goods under-
mine our confidence in the reliability 
of goods and service. For example, the 
Federal Aviation Administration esti-
mates that 2 percent of the 26 million 
airline parts installed each year are 
counterfeit. And the Federal Drug Ad-
ministration estimates that as much as 
10 percent of pharmaceuticals are coun-
terfeit. 

And the reach of counterfeiting runs 
deep in my own home State of Texas. 
Data is difficult to collect, but a 1997 
piece detailing Microsoft’s efforts to 
combat counterfeiting and piracy— 
while dated—pointed out that this type 
of activity costs Texas over 10,000 jobs 
and almost $1 billion. Today, we know 
those numbers are much higher. 

We must act to stop this illegal ac-
tivity. The legislation we passed today 
will help us do just that. It is not com-
plicated—nor is it long, but its global 
impact will be significant. The legisla-
tion is designed to provide law enforce-
ment with additional tools to curb the 
flow of these illegitimate goods and it 
is perhaps even more critical for busi-
nesses, large and small, throughout 

America and for ensuring the safety of 
consumers around the globe. 

Those who traffic in counterfeit 
goods put Americans in danger, sup-
port terrorism and undermine the 
health of our Nation’s economy. S. 
1095—or the ‘‘PAGS Act’’—as included 
in the legislation passed today—fills 
certain important gaps in current 
counterfeiting law by clarifying the 
term ‘‘trafficking’’ to ensure that it is 
illegal to: 

Possess counterfeit goods with the 
intention of selling them; give away 
counterfeit goods in exchange for some 
future benefit—in effect, the ‘‘bar-
tering’’ of counterfeit goods in such a 
way that avoids criminality; import or 
export counterfeit goods or unauthor-
ized copies of copyrighted works. 

This bill will protect property rights, 
protect consumer safety, preserve 
American jobs, and bolster the Amer-
ican economy by cracking down on the 
trade of illegal counterfeit goods and 
services. 

Each of these items was highlighted 
by the Department of Justice in its Oc-
tober, 2004 report on its Task Force on 
Intellectual Property. In it, the De-
partment describes the significant lim-
itation law enforcement oftentimes 
faces in pursuing counterfeiters and of-
fers, among others, the principles em-
braced in the Protecting American 
Goods and Services Act, as possible so-
lutions to these obstacles. 

This legislation, and other reforms, 
will help turn the tide of the growing 
counterfeit trade. The legislation is 
critically important to law enforce-
ment—but it is even more critical for 
businesses, large and small, throughout 
America—including in my home State 
of Texas—as well as for ensuring the 
safety of consumers around the globe. 
Those who traffic in counterfeit goods 
put Americans in danger, support ter-
rorism and undermine the health of our 
nation’s economy. It is time to put an 
end to this scourge on society. 

I look forward to the President sign-
ing this legislation into law, and in so 
doing, protecting property rights, pro-
tecting consumer safety, preserving 
American jobs and bolstering the 
American economy. 

f 

OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING 
PHYSICIAN 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss an organization with 
which many of my colleagues have 
some personal familiarity, the Office of 
the Attending Physician. Many of my 
colleagues have come to rely upon the 
Attending Physician’s Office here in 
the Congress as the source for support 
and medical advice. Most of us are per-
sonally aware of the fine work per-
formed by Dr. Eisold and his staff in 
providing care for the Members of Con-
gress, but there is much about the of-
fice which we don’t think about regu-
larly. 

The Senate has been served by the 
Attending Physician since 1930, a little 

more than a year after the office was 
established by the House of Represent-
atives. The first Attending Physician, 
Dr. George Calver, served this body for 
approximately 37 years. He was known 
for offering health tips to Members of 
Congress such as ‘‘eat wisely, drink 
plentifully (of water). Play enthusiasti-
cally and relax completely. Stay out of 
the Washington social whirl—go out at 
night twice a week at most.’’ And, per-
haps most importantly. ‘‘Don’t let 
yourself get off-balance, nervous and 
disturbed over things.’’ Each of these 
remains good advice all these years 
later. 

My colleagues and I know we can 
count on the expertise of the Attending 
Physician in many areas of medical ad-
vice. On average, the office success-
fully treats more than 50,000 patients 
annually. They regularly track the 
spread of infectious disease so that 
they can determine which inoculations 
and other medications will be required 
when Members travel to foreign loca-
tions. Members of the Senate rely on 
the physician’s office for our annual flu 
shots and for assistance on minor med-
ical problems. We also count on them, 
as do our staff and visitors to the Cap-
itol, for handling medical emergencies. 

The Office of the Attending Physi-
cian also provides unique capabilities 
that are very important to the success 
of this institution which are not well 
known. The office is poised for crisis 
response. In recent years, it has re-
sponded to the anthrax outbreak in the 
Hart Building and to the ricin scare. 
The physicians, nurses, and other med-
ical staff have the capability and train-
ing to respond to many potential emer-
gencies up to and include terrorist re-
sponse. 

The office is equipped with mobile 
medical vehicles designed to allow for 
deploying medical support throughout 
the region, if necessary, for offsite op-
erations. These vehicles are well 
equipped to handle many medical 
emergencies that could arise. Each has 
a fully functioning laboratory and two 
examination rooms complete with 
most modern equipment. As the Con-
gress considers its continuity of Gov-
ernment requirements, the Office of 
the Attending Physician is well posi-
tioned to support emergency legisla-
tive operations which could be required 
following an attack. 

Mr. President, the Office of the At-
tending Physician provides a critical 
capability to the legislative branch. 
The services they provide serve as a 
convenience to busy Members of the 
Congress, but they are much more. 
They are a vital piece of emergency re-
sponse in the Capitol. They are ready, 
when called upon, to play a key role in 
ensuring continuity of the legislative 
branch, they serve to handle any med-
ical emergency which might arise at 
the Capitol. 

We owe a great deal to Dr. Eisold and 
his team of fine specialists. May I sug-
gest all of my colleagues thank them 
for their great service the next time we 
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see them in action. They deserve our 
gratitude and support. 

f 

VETERANS HEALTH CARE 

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I am con-
cerned that the President’s Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs fiscal year 
2007 budget request does not include 
adequate funding for VA health care. 
Specifically, this budget request would 
require certain veterans to pay a $250 
enrollment fee in order to access the 
health care system each year. In addi-
tion, the budget proposes to more than 
double prescription copayments from 
$7 to $15, further burdening the limited 
resources of those who have served our 
country. 

The VA estimates that these meas-
ures will save the Department an esti-
mated $795 million in 2007. This savings 
estimate is based not only on collec-
tions but on increasing the number of 
veterans who will opt-out of the service 
due to the higher fees. The VA esti-
mates they will force over 1 million 
veterans, almost half of the Priority 7 
and Priority 8 veterans, to drop out of 
the VA health care system. 

Do we really want our veterans to be 
faced with the difficult choice of either 
dropping out of the VA health care sys-
tem or bearing these additional costs? 
Those who do not drop out of the VA 
health care system will be forced to 
pay hundreds more for their health 
care. Veterans who receive prescription 
drugs from the VA and who fill a typ-
ical number of prescriptions a year 
could face new fees amounting to near-
ly $600. I realize that agencies such as 
the VA must look for ways to save dol-
lars, but our Nation’s veterans deserve 
adequate and affordable health care. 

While I understand the need to re-
duce Federal spending, I urge my col-
leagues to reject these proposals to re-
duce spending for VA health care in the 
fiscal year 2007 budget. I believe it is 
absolutely critical that the VA health 
care system be fully funded. The Con-
gress has rejected these proposals in 
the past, and I hope it will do so again 
this year. Our veterans should not be 
faced with these choices nor forced to 
bear this burden. We must keep our 
promise to care for the veterans who 
made so many sacrifices to ensure the 
freedom of so many. 

f 

NATIONAL SPORTSMANSHIP DAY 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today, 
March 7, 2006, we celebrate the 16th an-
nual National Sportsmanship Day. 
Begun in 1991 by the Institute for Inter-
national Sport at the University of 
Rhode Island, this initiative promotes 
the highest ideals of sportsmanship and 
fair play among America’s youth. In 
13,000 schools, across all 50 States, and 
in countries around the world, stu-
dents, teachers, administrators, coach-
es, and parents will engage in discus-
sions on the issues of sportsmanship 
and fair play. The theme of this year’s 
National Sportsmanship Day is ‘‘De-

feat Gamesmanship!’’ and participants 
will talk about appropriate tactics and 
strategies when participating in games 
and sports. 

This year, in addition to promoting 
the values of sportsmanship and fair 
play, the Institute for International 
Sport will recognize schools across the 
country that have exceptional sports-
manship programs with the new All- 
American Sportsmanship School 
Award. A minimum of 64 awards will be 
given out to elementary, middle, and 
high schools as well as colleges that 
participate in National Sportsmanship 
Day and honor its principles year 
round. 

I am proud that Rhode Island is home 
to the Institute for International Sport 
and National Sportsmanship Day. For 
16 years, this initiative has had a posi-
tive influence on our Nation’s youth in 
promoting the best in athletics, and I 
know it will continue to do so this year 
and in the future. 

f 

HONORING THE 45TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE PEACE CORPS 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, on 
March 1, 1961, President Kennedy 
signed an Executive order that estab-
lished the Peace Corps whose mission 
would be to promote peace, mutual un-
derstanding, and friendship between 
Americans and the people of the world. 
Back then, the world was viewed as en-
gaged in a cold war with the United 
States and its allies pitted against the 
Communist bloc. President Kennedy 
envisioned the Peace Corps as an agen-
cy that would create opportunities for 
Americans to reach out to the rest of 
the world, and make positive contribu-
tions to community development and 
nation-building overseas. 

As we celebrate the Peace Corps’s 
45th anniversary, all Americans can be 
proud of what the agency has accom-
plished and continues to do. Through 
its hardworking and committed volun-
teers who now number nearly 8,000, the 
Peace Corps provides assistance today 
in 138 host countries in such fields as 
education, healthcare, environmental 
preservation, and business develop-
ment. 

Last year, the Peace Corps’s Crisis 
Corps Volunteers helped with rebuild-
ing efforts in tsunami-ravaged areas of 
Sri Lanka and Thailand. And, for the 
first time in its history, volunteers 
were deployed at home as approxi-
mately 270 volunteers assisted with re-
covery efforts along the U.S. gulf coast 
in the aftermath of Hurricanes Katrina 
and Rita. 

I am also proud to report that the 
Peace Corps continues to attract Vol-
unteers from Hawaii. At this moment, 
12 volunteers from Hawaii are serving 
in 12 different host countries that in-
clude Bulgaria, China, Morocco, Nica-
ragua, Swaziland, and Tanzania. 

It is a pleasure to join all Americans 
in congratulating the Peace Corps and 
its volunteers past and present for 
their outstanding work, and for their 

invaluable and effective civic contribu-
tions to communities throughout the 
world. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I 

would like the record to reflect that I 
was necessarily absent for rollcall vote 
No. 31, the confirmation of Timothy C. 
Batten, Sr., of Georgia, to be U.S. Dis-
trict Judge on Monday, March 6, 2006. 
Had I been present for this vote, I 
would have voted in favor of the nomi-
nation. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO ARNOLD FRIBERG 
∑ Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, today 
I rise to pay tribute to Arnold Friberg, 
a gifted American artist. 

For more than eight decades as a 
painter, Mr. Friberg has set down a 
profound and varied body of work, in-
cluding magazine covers and illustra-
tions, World War II depictions, the 
Northwest Mounted Police, Book of 
Mormon illustrations, portraits, in-
cluding Her Royal Highness Queen 
Elizabeth of England, and many rich 
and dramatic depictions of the Old 
West. This year marks the 30th anni-
versary of his revered Prayer at Valley 
Forge, which shows George Washington 
at prayer. Along with Emanuel 
Leutze’s Washington Crossing the 
Delaware, Friberg’s Prayer at Valley 
Forge is one of the great American pa-
triotic paintings. 

In 1953, Arnold Friberg was sum-
moned to Hollywood by Cecil B. 
DeMille for a 1-month consultation on 
costume design for a film he was going 
to remake. DeMille became so im-
pressed by the artist that soon after-
ward Mr. Friberg was called back to 
Hollywood and began a warm, personal 
collaboration with the storied director 
that lasted for 4 years. 

Mr. Friberg became DeMille’s chief 
artist-designer for the well-known 
movie ‘‘The Ten Commandments,’’ 
which brought the artist an Academy 
Award nomination. Half a century 
later, ‘‘The Ten Commandments’’ still 
draws sizable audiences to television 
broadcasts and DVD sales. Becoming 
the visual designer for what DeMille 
and his set decorators and cameramen 
put on film, Mr. Friberg painted major 
scenes of the salient episodes in the Old 
Testament including The Finding of 
Moses, Moses and the Burning Bush, 
First Passover, Exodus Begins, Orgy of 
the Golden Calf, Moses Receiving the 
Law, and Crossing of the Red Sea. Vis-
ually, the film was built around these 
scenes, along with major costume de-
signs created by the artist. 

After completion of the film, Mr. 
Friberg’s original paintings were wide-
ly exhibited wherever the film opened, 
and more than 1 million copies of a 
catalog depicting them were sold. 

The golden anniversary of the release 
of the film is being celebrated this 
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month at an exhibition of these mar-
velous paintings, along with artifacts 
from the film, at the Utah Cultural 
Celebration Center in West Valley 
City, UT. 

I am honored today to acknowledge 
the work of Arnold Friberg and add my 
name to the long list of Americans who 
are grateful for his outstanding con-
tributions.∑ 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE RUTGERS 
UNIVERSITY WOMEN’S BASKET-
BALL TEAM 

∑ Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
rise today to honor and congratulate 
the Rutgers University women’s bas-
ketball team for its thrilling victory 
against the University of Connecticut 
on February 27. Before a sold-out crowd 
of over 8,000 fans, the tenacious Scarlet 
Knights achieved one of college basket-
ball’s most coveted titles: Big East 
Conference champions. In the process, 
Rutgers also became only the third 
team in history to finish its regular 
season undefeated. 

This victory did not come easily, but 
the Scarlet Knights came ready to 
play, thirsty to win, and eager to give 
the Connecticut Huskies a run for their 
money. Despite trailing UConn by 18 
points in the first half, Rutgers refused 
to give up. Instead, they regrouped, re-
fueled, and used strong defense and 
solid teamwork to make up the point 
deficit. Led by head coach C. Vivian 
Stringer and senior standout Cappie 
Pondexter, the Scarlet Knights played 
a flawless second half that capped an 
outstanding season. By the time the 
final buzzer rang, the Rutgers women 
had proven that they can compete with 
any team in the Nation. More impor-
tantly, after winning their second 
straight conference title, the Scarlet 
Knights confirmed that hard work, per-
severance, and desire remain the keys 
to success. 

With four New Jersey natives on 
their roster, including Big East Defen-
sive Player of the Year Essence Carson, 
these young women have become a 
source of pride for my home State. 
Coach Stringer, in particular, deserves 
special recognition for the strong 
coaching and leadership skills she has 
demonstrated over her 10 years at Rut-
gers University. As one of the most 
recognized and most respected coaches 
in the game, she was inducted into the 
New Jersey Sports Hall of Fame in 
2005. I think I speak for both the Scar-
let Knights and the Rutgers commu-
nity when I say how pleased I am to 
have Coach Stringer leading this re-
markable team. 

Mr. President, on behalf of the entire 
State of New Jersey, I am proud to 
congratulate the Scarlet Knights once 
again for their second consecutive Big 
East Conference title. As the Scarlet 
Knights begins this year’s NCAA tour-
nament, we hope they are able to main-
tain the momentum that carried them 
so well through the regular season. We 
wish them the best of luck.∑ 

TRIBUTE TO REDFORD AVENUE 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

∑ Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to take this opportunity to con-
gratulate Redford Avenue Presbyterian 
Church on 100 years of worship and 
service to the community. This mile-
stone was recently commemorated 
with 2 days of events, culminating in a 
dance and dinner celebration that took 
place on March 6, 2006. This momen-
tous occasion provides the perfect op-
portunity to reflect on Redford’s rich 
history and to remember the integral 
role Redford has played in the commu-
nity over the years. 

Redford Avenue Presbyterian Church 
was established in March 1906 by a 
small congregation that served what 
was then known as the Sand Hill in De-
troit. The church’s membership grew 
rapidly, and as a result, in 1929, a sepa-
rate addition was built to accommo-
date the larger congregation. Unfortu-
nately, in 1945 the sanctuary was com-
pletely destroyed by a fire. However, 
this tragedy provided an important op-
portunity for the congregation and 
community to work together to rebuild 
the church, and by 1954, a new sanc-
tuary, educational wing and fellowship 
hall was constructed. By the late 1960s, 
the membership had grown to more 
than 3,600 people. 

Today, Redford Avenue Presbyterian 
Church has a smaller congregation but 
has maintained its strong spirit, deep 
faith and unwavering commitment to 
serve and minister to the greater De-
troit community. For the last 30 years 
the church has run a daycare center 
that helps to meet the needs of many 
working parents in the community. In 
addition, Redford’s educational build-
ing is currently being leased to a char-
ter school and is also used by a local 
division of Sea Cadets. 

Redford Avenue Presbyterian Church 
also continues to make its building 
available to many groups and organiza-
tions in the neighborhood. Considered a 
cornerstone of the community, Redford 
consistently provides meeting space for 
groups such as Narcotics Anonymous 
and Metro Detroit Deaf Senior Citi-
zens. And, for 1 night each January, 
the church opens its doors to house, 
feed, clothe, and minister to the home-
less. 

I know my Senate colleagues will 
join me in congratulating Redford Ave-
nue Presbyterian Church and wish its 
members, volunteers, and ministerial 
staff many more years of fellowship 
and service.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 

from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–5921. A communication from the Vice 
President, Government Affairs, National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation, Amtrack, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the completion of Amtrack’s Annual 
Report to Congress; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5922. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Transportation Security Ad-
ministration, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of the Administration’s intent to award 
a contract to the Jackson Hole Airport 
Board for screening services at Jackson Hole 
Airport in Jackson, Wyoming; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–5923. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Transportation Security Ad-
ministration, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of the Administration’s intent to award 
a contract to Covenant Aviation Security, 
LLC for screening services at Sioux Falls Re-
gional Airport in Sioux Falls, South Dakota; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–5924. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive 
Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Sta-
tistical Area 630 of the Gulf of Alaska’’ (I.D. 
No. 030805C) received on March 2, 2006; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5925. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal 
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of 
Mexico and South Atlantic; Trip Limit In-
crease’’ (I.D. No. 012406A) received on March 
2, 2006; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5926. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries; Temporary 
Rule; Inseason Retention Limit Adjustment’’ 
(I.D. No. 011906B) received on March 2, 2006; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–5927. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel Lottery in 
Areas 542 and 543’’ (I.D. No. 011306A) received 
on March 2, 2006; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC–5928. A communication from the Acting 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regu-
latory Programs, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, National Marine Fisheries Service, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Framework 1 to the 
Spiny Dogfish Fishery Management Plan’’ 
(RIN0648–AT29) received on March 2, 2006; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5929. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, National Marine Fish-
eries Service, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Rule to Amend the Subsistence Fish-
ery Rules for Pacific Halibut in Waters Off 
Alaska’’ (RIN0648–AR88) received on March 2, 
2006; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5930. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, the report of a 
nomination for the newly created position of 
Administrator, received on March 2, 2006; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5931. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Office of the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of nominations for 
the following positions: Assistant Secretary 
of Transportation for Policy; Administrator, 
Maritime Administration; Administrator, 
National Highway Safety Administration; 
and Assistant Secretary for Governmental 
Affairs, received on March 2, 2006; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5932. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Transpor-
tation’s annual report on the regulatory sta-
tus of the National Transportation Safety 
Board’s ‘‘Most Wanted’’ Recommendations 
to the Department of Transportation for cal-
endar year ending 2005; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5933. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report on the threat 
from acts of terrorism to U.S. ports and ves-
sels operating from those ports; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–5934. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Design-Build 
Effectiveness Study’’; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5935. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a viola-
tion of the Antideficiency Act by the Depart-
ment of the Army, case number 04–10; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–5936. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a viola-
tion of the Antideficiency Act by the Depart-
ment of the Air Force, case number 04–01; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–5937. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a viola-
tion of the Antideficiency Act by the Depart-
ment of the Army, case number 04–06; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–5938. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a viola-
tion of the Antideficiency Act by the Depart-
ment of the Army, case number 05–04; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–5939. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the American River Watershed, Cali-
fornia (Folsom Dam and Permanent Bridge) 
Project; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–5940. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, reports of the 
Chief of Engineers on multiple projects and 
notification that the Administration review 
on these projects is still pending; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–5941. A communication from the Chair-
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
December 2005 monthly report on the status 
of its licensing and regulatory duties; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–5942. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics, and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the URL addresses of documents entitled: 
‘‘Source Water Monitoring Guidance Manual 
for Public Water Systems for the Final Long 
Term 2 Enhanced Surface Water Treatment 
Rule’’; ‘‘Microbial Laboratory Guidance 
Manual for the Final Long Term 2 Enhanced 
Surface Water Treatment Rule’’; and ‘‘Mem-
brane Filtration Guidance Manual’’, received 
on March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–5943. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics, and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Implementa-
tion Plans Alabama: State Implementation 
Plan Revision’’ (FRL No. 8042–9) received on 
March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–5944. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics, and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Montana: Incorporation By Reference of 
Approved State Hazardous Waste Manage-
ment Program’’ (FRL No. 8035–5) received on 
March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–5945. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics, and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘South Dakota: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
vision and Incorporation By Reference of Ap-
proved State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program’’ (FRL No. 8035–4) received on 
March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–5946. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Associate Administrator, Office 
of Policy, Economics, and Innovation, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Flumiclorac Pentyl; Pesticide Tolerance’’ 
(FRL No 7764–1) received on March 7, 2006; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–5947. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a vacancy in the posi-
tion of Assistant Secretary for Congressional 
and Intergovernmental Relations, received 
on March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5948. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the six-month periodic report on 

the national emergency with respect to Iran 
that was declared in Executive Order 12957 of 
March 15, 1995; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5949. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for Legislation and 
Regulations, Office of Community Planning 
and Development, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Consolidated Plan Revisions and Updates’’ 
((RIN2501–AD07)(FR–4923–F–02)) received on 
March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5950. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA), transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘2006 NASA 
Strategic Plan’’; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5951. A communication from the Acting 
General Counsel, Federal Retirement Thrift 
Investment Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Death 
Benefits’’ (5 CFR Part 1651) received on 
March 7, 2006; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5952. A communication from the Dep-
uty Executive Director, Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Allocation of Assets in Single- 
Employer Plans; Interest Assumptions for 
Valuing and Paying Benefits’’ (29 CFR Parts 
4022 and 4044) received on March 7, 2006; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: 
S. 2375. A bill to amend the Public Health 

Service Act to advance medical research and 
treatments into pediatric cancers, ensure pa-
tients and families have access to the cur-
rent treatments and information regarding 
pediatric cancers, establish a population- 
based national childhood cancer database, 
and promote public awareness of pediatric 
cancers; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr. 
SCHUMER): 

S. 2376. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
80 Killian Road in Massapequa, New York, as 
the ‘‘Gerard A. Fiorenza Post Office Build-
ing’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for him-
self, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. COBURN): 

S. 2377. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act and other Acts to pro-
vide for border security and interior enforce-
ment improvements, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. INOUYE (for himself, Mr. STE-
VENS, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. BURNS, and 
Mr. MCCAIN): 

S. 2378. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to ensure that tribal librar-
ies that receive assistance under the Library 
Services and Technology Act are eligible for 
E-rate assistance to the same extent as other 
libraries receiving such assistance and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. BURR: 
S. 2379. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow a deduction for 
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health and long-term care insurance costs of 
individuals not participating in employer- 
subsidized health plans; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. DODD: 
S. 2380. A bill to add the heads of certain 

Federal intelligence agencies to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Investment in the United 
States, to require enhanced notification to 
Congress and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. FRIST (for himself, Mr. MCCON-
NELL, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. KERRY, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BUNNING, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. TALENT, Mr. 
DEMINT, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. KYL, Mr. 
ALLARD, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
BROWNBACK, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. BURR, 
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. 
SANTORUM, Mr. THUNE, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. VITTER, Mr. MAR-
TINEZ, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. THOMAS): 

S. 2381. A bill to amend the Congressional 
Budget and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
to provide line item rescission authority; to 
the Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mrs. LIN-
COLN, Mr. REID, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. KERRY, Mr. BINGAMAN, 
Mrs. BOXER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. DODD, Mr. 
HARKIN, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KOHL, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. 
PRYOR, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 2382. A bill to establish a national 
health program administered by the Office of 
Personnel Management to offer health bene-
fits plans to individuals who are not Federal 
employees, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BAUCUS: 
S. 2383. A bill to amend the Safe, Account-

able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act: A Legacy for Users to make a tech-
nical correction; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 65 

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
BENNETT) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 65, a bill to amend the age restric-
tions for pilots. 

S. 333 

At the request of Mr. SANTORUM, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. DAYTON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 333, a bill to hold the 
current regime in Iran accountable for 
its threatening behavior and to support 
a transition to democracy in Iran. 

S. 484 

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 484, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Fed-
eral civilian and military retirees to 
pay health insurance premiums on a 
pretax basis and to allow a deduction 
for TRICARE supplemental premiums. 

S. 548 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. CLINTON) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 548, a bill to amend the Food 

Security Act of 1985 to encourage own-
ers and operators of privately-held 
farm, ranch, and forest land to volun-
tarily make their land available for ac-
cess by the public under programs ad-
ministered by States and tribal govern-
ments. 

S. 558 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
558, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit certain addi-
tional retired members of the Armed 
Forces who have a service-connected 
disability to receive both disability 
compensation from the Department of 
Veterans Affairs for their disability 
and either retired pay by reason of 
their years of military service or Com-
bat-Related Special compensation and 
to eliminate the phase-in period under 
current law with respect to such con-
current receipt. 

S. 641 

At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 641, a bill to award a con-
gressional gold medal to Michael Ellis 
DeBakey, M.D. 

S. 1112 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1112, a bill to make permanent the 
enhanced educational savings provi-
sions for qualified tuition programs en-
acted as part of the Economic Growth 
and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001. 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. SUNUNU) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1112, supra. 

S. 1172 

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1172, a bill to provide for programs 
to increase the awareness and knowl-
edge of women and health care pro-
viders with respect to gynecologic can-
cers. 

S. 1272 

At the request of Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, the name of the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 1272, a bill to 
amend title 46, United States Code, and 
title II of the Social Security Act to 
provide benefits to certain individuals 
who served in the United States mer-
chant marine (including the Army 
Transport Service and the Naval 
Transport Service) during World War 
II. 

S. 1513 

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. CHAMBLISS) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1513, a bill to reauthor-
ize the HOPE VI program for revital-
ization of severely distressed public 
housing, and for other purposes. 

S. 1791 
At the request of Mr. SMITH, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1791, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a de-
duction for qualified timber gains. 

S. 1955 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 

of the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. BURR) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1955, a bill to amend title I of the 
Employee Retirement Security Act of 
1974 and the Public Health Service Act 
to expand health care access and re-
duce costs through the creation of 
small business health plans and 
through modernization of the health 
insurance marketplace. 

S. 1968 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1968, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to protect judges, prosecu-
tors, witnesses, victims, and their fam-
ily members, and for other purposes. 

S. 1994 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1994, a bill to require that an 
increasing percentage of new auto-
mobiles be dual fueled automobiles, to 
revise the method for calculating cor-
porate average fuel economy for such 
vehicles, and for other purposes. 

S. 1998 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. THOMAS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1998, a bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to enhance protec-
tions relating to the reputation and 
meaning of the Medal of Honor and 
other military decorations and awards, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2052 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2052, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a 
credit to certain agriculture-related 
businesses for the cost of protecting 
certain chemicals. 

S. 2154 
At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2154, a bill to provide for the 
issuance of a commemorative postage 
stamp in honor of Rosa Parks. 

S. 2178 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. THOMAS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2178, a bill to make the stealing 
and selling of telephone records a 
criminal offense. 

S. 2201 
At the request of Mr. OBAMA, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2201, a bill to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to modify the me-
diation and implementation require-
ments of section 40122 regarding 
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changes in the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration personnel management 
system, and for other purposes. 

S. 2237 
At the request of Mr. SANTORUM, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2237, a bill to withhold United 
States assistance from the Palestinian 
Authority until certain conditions 
have been satisfied. 

S. 2279 
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the 

names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. LOTT), the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. THOMAS), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Mr. DAYTON) and the Senator 
from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2279, a bill to 
make amendments to the Iran and 
Syria Nonproliferation Act. 

S. 2292 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. BIDEN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2292, a bill to provide relief for the 
Federal judiciary from excessive rent 
charges. 

S. 2308 
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2308, a bill to amend the Fed-
eral Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977 
to improve mine safety, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2321 
At the request of Mr. SANTORUM, the 

names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2321, a bill to require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to mint 
coins in commemoration of Louis 
Braille. 

S. 2362 
At the request of Mr. BYRD, the name 

of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
AKAKA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2362, a bill to establish the National 
Commission on Surveillance Activities 
and the Rights of Americans. 

S. 2370 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 

the names of the Senator from Texas 
(Mrs. HUTCHISON), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. ALLARD), the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SANTORUM), 
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
COCHRAN), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON), the Senator from Maine 
(Ms. COLLINS), the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG), the Sen-
ator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Sen-
ator from Maryland (Mr. SARBANES), 
the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. THOM-
AS) and the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 2370, a bill to promote the devel-
opment of democratic institutions in 
areas under the administrative control 
of the Palestinian Authority, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2371 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

names of the Senator from Montana 

(Mr. BURNS) and the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. BAUCUS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2371, a bill to permit the 
use of certain funds for recovery and 
mitigation activities in the upper basin 
of the Missouri River, and for other 
purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 76 

At the request of Mr. COLEMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Con. Res. 76, a concurrent resolu-
tion condemning the Government of 
Iran for its flagrant violations of its 
obligations under the Nuclear Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty, and calling for cer-
tain actions in response to such viola-
tions. 

S. RES. 232 

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 232, a resolution cele-
brating the 40th anniversary of the en-
actment of the Voting Rights Act of 
1965 and reaffirming the commitment 
of the Senate to ensuring the contin-
ued effectiveness of the Act in pro-
tecting the voting rights of all citizens 
of the United States. 

S. RES. 359 

At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 359, a resolution concerning 
the Government of Romania’s ban on 
intercountry adoptions and the welfare 
of orphaned or abandoned children in 
Romania. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. BURR: 
S. 2379. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a deduc-
tion for health and long-term care in-
surance costs of individual not partici-
pating in employer-subsidized health 
plans; to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation that 
would provide an above-the-line tax de-
duction for individuals who purchase 
their own health insurance and are not 
receiving it through their employer. 
An above-the-line tax deduction would 
allow a taxpayer to take the deduction 
even if they don’t itemize their taxes. 
Current law allows those individuals 
who are self-employed and purchase 
health insurance to take an above-the- 
line tax deduction. My legislation 
would make the tax code fairer by al-
lowing those people who are not self- 
employed to take the same deduction. 

An estimated 17.4 million Americans 
in 2005 were covered by individually 
purchased health insurance policies. 
Some of these people are self-employed 
and can currently take this deduction. 
However, based upon these statistics, I 
estimate that up to 2 million families 
who have purchased health insurance 
do not have access to this deduction. 
My legislation seeks to correct that. 
Additionally, the legislation will make 

it cheaper for uninsured people to pur-
chase their own health insurance poli-
cies. Health care costs in general are 
expected to rise 7.2 percent per year for 
the next ten years, so it is important 
for Congress to pursue steps to attempt 
to rein in this inflation and also to try 
to make health care and health insur-
ance more accessible and affordable. 
This legislation is a part of those ef-
forts. 

Another important aspect of the leg-
islation is that it would also allow in-
dividuals to take an above-the-line de-
duction for the purchase of long-term- 
care insurance. Most employers do not 
offer any subsidized long-term-care in-
surance to their employees, so those 
who need this protection often have to 
purchase it in the individual market. It 
is very important for Americans to 
purchase this insurance, since many 
people assume that Medicare covers 
long-term-care costs when people turn 
age 65. However, this is not true. Often, 
seniors will find themselves on Med-
icaid, the low-income federal health 
care program, when they have long 
stays in nursing homes that they can-
not pay for. Long-term-care insurance 
is a far better alternative to having 
seniors go onto Medicaid. It is impor-
tant for Congress to incentivize people 
to purchase this insurance, and my leg-
islation is a step in the right direction. 

I want to urge my colleagues to look 
at this legislation. It is short and to 
the point, but helping people to have 
private health insurance and long- 
term-care insurance is an important 
part of improving our health care sys-
tem. 

By Mr. DODD: 
S. 2380. A bill to add the heads of cer-

tain Federal intelligence agencies to 
the Committee on Foreign Investment 
in the United States, to require en-
hanced notification to Congress and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, today I 
have introduced a bill entitled the U.S. 
National Security Protection Act of 
2006. This legislation would enact some 
critical reforms with respect to the 
Committee on Foreign Investment in 
the United States, CFIUS. I look for-
ward to working with my colleagues in 
the coming days on this bill. 

One thing is clear. The importance of 
reforming CFIUS has been brought into 
sharp focus by the proposed acquisition 
of P&O Steamship Navigation Com-
pany’s U.S. port operations by Dubai 
Ports, DP, World, a company based in 
Dubai in the United Arab Emirates, 
UAE. The reason so many people are 
concerned about that particular deal is 
obvious: while security threats are dy-
namic, assets such as our ports are, and 
always will be, a national security con-
cern. 

CFIUS’s role is to vet these deals for 
possible national security dangers. But 
the problem here is that the CFIUS 
process is broken. Indeed, the DP 
World deal was approved in less than 30 
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days—even though U.S. law clearly re-
quired there to be a full 45-day inves-
tigation. 

Many of us here in Congress have for 
a while now expressed concerns over 
whether the current CFIUS structure 
is adequately protecting our national 
security. The GAO also expressed these 
concerns in a report it released last 
September. So again, it’s not like the 
cat has suddenly been let out of the 
bag that the CFIUS process needs re-
form. 

Yet despite all the evidence to the 
contrary—most prominently, the DP 
World-P&O deal—the administration 
does not seem to believe that there is 
anything wrong with the CFIUS proc-
ess. 

The bill I introduced today—the Na-
tional Security Protection Act of 
2006—goes to the heart of three very 
simple principles. First, since CFIUS is 
set up to protect our national security, 
the intelligence community—whose 
fundamental purpose is to promote na-
tional security—needs to have a formal 
and expanded role in CFIUS. Second, 
accountability and transparency need 
to be made a permanent part of the 
CFIUS process. And third, when crit-
ical U.S. infrastructure might be ac-
quired by a foreign government-con-
trolled entity, CFIUS must perform a 
full 45 day investigation—no excep-
tions. 

My bill would address these issues by 
doing the following: First, it would add 
the Director of National Intelligence, 
DNI, and Director of the CIA, DCI, to 
the CFIUS panel. 

Second, it would create a CFIUS Sub-
committee on Intelligence whose mem-
bers would represent the heads of all of 
the intelligence agencies of the U.S. 
government. That subcommittee, 
chaired by the Director of National In-
telligence, would review and provide 
comments on matters to come before 
CFIUS—including comments on 30 day 
reviews which do not result in 45 day 
investigations and comments on the re-
sults of 45 day investigations. This sub-
committee would also conduct 15 day 
initial reviews of all cases filed with 
CFIUS. 

Some might ask why the DNI would 
need to serve on both the full CFIUS 
panel and on the subcommittee. The 
reasoning behind this is simple—the 
DNI has two important roles in the 
process. On the full committee, the 
DNI should fill a role of providing pol-
icy advice from the perspective of the 
intelligence community. On the sub-
committee level, the DNI should over-
see the collection, analysis, and report-
ing on specific, case-related intel-
ligence that is vital to the CFIUS proc-
ess. 

Third, the National Security Protec-
tion Act would create two Vice Chair 
positions on the full CFIUS panel, to be 
filled by the Secretaries of Defense and 
Homeland Security. That will help to 
ensure that economic, intelligence, and 
security matters are given appropriate 
weight in the decision making process. 

Economic interests, while important, 
must never come ahead of the protec-
tion of our national security. 

Fourth, this legislation would man-
date that only the CFIUS chair, with 
the concurrence of the two Vice Chairs, 
or the President acting on his own au-
thority, can sign off on a 30-day review 
which concludes that a potential deal 
poses no security threat. In addition, it 
would require that this determination 
be made in writing with the appro-
priate signatures, and mandate that 
the CFIUS Chair and Vice Chairs who 
make such a determination be at the 
level of Secretary so that this responsi-
bility is not delegated to subordinates. 
Furthermore, if either of the Vice 
Chairs dissent with respect to the deci-
sion to not conduct a 45-day investiga-
tion, my bill would mandate that the 
matter be sent to the President for a 
final determination. 

Fifth, my bill would require the 
President or CFIUS to notify Congress 
not later than 15 days after paperwork 
is submitted by companies for CFIUS 
review, and not later than 15 days after 
the commencement of all 30-day re-
views and 45-day investigations. 

Sixth, this bill would also require the 
President to provide quarterly reports 
to Congress detailing all 30- and 50-day 
actions. These reports would include 
the intelligence subcommittee’s com-
ments on each case, and they would be 
submitted in unclassified form with a 
classified annex. 

Seventh, for any transaction where a 
foreign-owned company is seeking to 
acquire U.S. critical infrastructure, 
this bill would mandate that the com-
pany provide the appropriate notifica-
tion to CFIUS of the proposed trans-
action as well as the required informa-
tion for CFIUS to examine the case. 
Currently that process is voluntary 
and it shouldn’t be. 

Eighth and finally, the National Se-
curity Protection Act would amend ex-
isting U.S. law, which governs under 
what conditions the President must 
conduct a full 45-day investigation. 
Currently, U.S. law requires a full in-
vestigation if ‘‘an entity controlled by 
or acting on behalf of a foreign govern-
ment’’ attempts to acquire a U.S. enti-
ty engaged in interstate commerce 
that could affect U.S. national secu-
rity. My bill would clarify this provi-
sion by requiring a 45-day investigation 
whenever the U.S. entity to be ac-
quired controls, owns, or operates crit-
ical infrastructure in the U.S. 

I don’t want anyone to misinterpret 
what I am saying here. Foreign invest-
ment in the U.S. economy provides an 
important influx of capital. In today’s 
globalized world, we would do tremen-
dous damage to our economy by cut-
ting off foreign investment. And I do 
not think anyone here is talking about 
that. 

Just to provide some reference, ac-
cording to the Commerce Department, 
in 2004, foreigners invested $113 billion 
in U.S. businesses and real estate. But 
that amount is only about half as 

much as U.S. firms invested abroad. So 
while we rightly have concerns about 
outsourcing and enforcement of fair 
trade practices, the U.S. obviously gets 
significant benefits from participating 
in the global economy. 

But supporting free and fair trade, 
and working to protect the national in-
terest, are not mutually exclusive. Be-
cause we are not just working to pro-
tect the American worker, we are also 
trying to protect his or her family, and 
the generations to come. 

Simply put, national security should 
never be subordinated to commercial 
interests. 

Some would suggest that this is an 
issue of race-baiting, ill will, or bias 
toward the Arab world. Let me be clear 
on that point. Nothing we say with re-
spect to DP World or the situation in 
the UAE—or any other potential deal— 
should be construed as such. 

To that end, I wholly reject the views 
of those who suggest that our concern 
with the DP World acquisition, and 
with other foreign government acquisi-
tions of U.S. critical infrastructure, is 
somehow rooted in a xenophobic ide-
ology. 

Rather, when it comes to inter-
national business, there are two main 
issues that I think we as Americans are 
concerned with. One is the protection 
of the U.S. economy, our industrial 
base, and American workers. The other 
is the safeguarding of our national se-
curity. With respect to the DP World- 
P&O deal, we’re mainly talking about 
that second issue. 

According to United Press Inter-
national, UPI, operations at up to 22 
U.S. ports would come under the con-
trol of DP World if it is allowed to ac-
quire P&O’s U.S. port operations. This 
includes critical ports in New York, 
New Jersey, Baltimore, Miami, New 
Orleans, Mississippi, and Texas. And it 
reportedly includes two ports in Texas 
used by the Army, and through which 
approximately 40 percent of equipment 
shipped to our troops in Iraq has 
flowed. 

Yet, CFIUS decided in less than 30 
days that this deal did not pose a secu-
rity threat to the U.S. There was no 
full and thorough 45 day investigation, 
which in my view was mandated by 
law. Indeed, the Byrd Amendment to 
Exon-Florio requires a full 45 day in-
vestigation if two conditions are met: 
first, that the acquirer is controlled or 
acting on behalf of a foreign govern-
ment; and second, if the acquisition 
could affect U.S. national security. 
Both of these conditions are clearly 
met in this case. 

There also appears to have been no 
consultation with Members of Congress 
on the DP World issue. In October, 
Deputy Treasury Secretary Kimmitt 
testified that he and his agency sup-
port more effective communication 
with Members of Congress to enhance 
the transparency of CFIUS. I ask where 
that communication was with respect 
to DP World. 

Certainly, I understand the desire for 
protecting privacy, but that does not 
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excuse the lack of any real consulta-
tion with Congress and the resulting 
lack of transparency. This is an issue 
of checks and balances, which exist to 
protect Americans. And the protection 
of Americans must never be subordi-
nated to foreign interests. 

But there are other problems with 
CFIUS that have become apparent 
through the DP World case. Indeed, we 
recently learned that neither Secretary 
Snow nor President Bush knew about 
the DP World acquisition. Not even 
Secretary Snow’s deputy knew about 
the matter while it was undergoing the 
initial 30 day review. 

Now, given Secretary Snow’s history 
with CSX, whose port operations were 
acquired by DP World in 2004, his lack 
of involvement was the right thing. I 
only wish that it had been intentional. 

And when it comes to the President, 
I would simply ask this question: When 
operations at 22 critical U.S. ports are 
to be sold to a company controlled and 
owned by a foreign government, one 
with a questionable security history 
with respect to terrorism and WMD 
proliferation, why wasn’t the President 
made aware of the deal? 

In a March 1 New York Times article, 
the President was quoted as saying 
that ‘‘If there was any doubt in my 
mind, or people in my Administration’s 
mind, that our ports would be less se-
cure or the American people endan-
gered, this deal wouldn’t go forward.’’ 

I frankly have no idea how the Presi-
dent could reach this conclusion. There 
has been no thorough investigation, as 
required by law. The President did not 
even apparently know about the DP 
World deal until very recently. It is 
precisely this kind of superficial deter-
mination that has the American people 
so worried about their security—and 
rightly so. 

If all of this is not evidence of a bro-
ken CFIUS process, then I do not know 
what is. 

I know that some people would argue 
that the issue is not CFIUS—that the 
real issue is having adequate measures 
to protect our ports. Frankly, I think 
that both of these are major Issues. 

And if we look at the pathetic secu-
rity situation at our Nation’s ports 
today, that becomes quite clear. Only 
about 5 percent of the cargo that comes 
through our ports is actually in-
spected. Indeed, the resources available 
to the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to undertake port and container 
security are woefully inadequate. Ac-
cording to reports, U.S. Customs has 
only 80 inspectors to monitor the com-
pliance of nearly 6,000 importers, who 
are currently charged with maintain-
ing the security of their goods during 
transit. The Coast Guard is even worse 
off with 20 inspectors dedicated to as-
sessing worldwide compliance with rel-
evant international shipping and port 
facility security codes. That’s 100 peo-
ple for the whole world. And it is a 
problem that needs to be fixed. 

But CFIUS reform is an indispensable 
part of the process of strengthening 

U.S. national security. Indeed, the cur-
rent problems are evident in other 
cases besides DP World. Most recently 
we learned about another deal with a 
Dubai-based company. That company, 
Dubai International Capital is seeking, 
as part of a $1.2 billion deal, to acquire 
London-based Doncasters Group Ltd. 
Doncasters has operations in the U.S.— 
primarily in my home state of Con-
necticut and in Georgia. 

True, in this case, CFIUS has decided 
to perform the full 45-day investiga-
tion. I’m glad that they have, because 
Doncasters is involved in the produc-
tion of components for some of our 
most critical military equipment, in-
cluding the M1 Abrams tank. 

But while I’d like to think that the 
Doncasters investigation was begun on 
its own merits, I must admit that I 
find the timing of this investigation 
highly suspect. In fact, it appears that 
this investigation was not even 
launched until the DP World issue be-
came public and stirred up some very 
legitimate concerns. 

So as we can see, it is critically im-
portant that we reform the CFIUS 
process. We can not afford to sit and 
wait on this. The U.S. National Secu-
rity Protection Act of 2006 would sig-
nificantly strengthen CFIUS and thus 
our national security. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of my bill, the U.S. National Secu-
rity Act of 2006, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2380 
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 ‘‘U.S. Na-
tional Security Protection Act of 2006’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

As used in this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘Committee on Foreign In-

vestment in the United States’’ or ‘‘CFIUS’’ 
means the committee established by the 
President under Executive Order 11858, May 
7, 1975, and any successor thereto; and 

(2) the term ‘‘intelligence community’’ has 
the same meaning as in section 3(4) of the 
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
401a(4)). 
SEC. 3. COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN INVESTMENT IN 

THE UNITED STATES. 
(a) CFIUS MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) DIRECTORS OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE 

AND CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the Di-
rector of Central Intelligence shall be mem-
bers of the Committee on Foreign Invest-
ment in the United States. 

(2) VICE CHAIRS.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security and the Secretary of Defense 
shall serve as vice chairs of the Committee 
on Foreign Investment in the United States. 

(b) SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE.—Not 
later than 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the President shall estab-
lish within the Committee on Foreign In-
vestment in the United States a Sub-
committee on Intelligence, which shall be— 

(1) chaired by the Director of National In-
telligence; and 

(2) comprised of the head of each member 
of the intelligence community. 
SEC. 4. SUBCOMMITTEE REVIEW OF CFIUS INVES-

TIGATIONS. 
Section 721 of the Defense Production Act 

of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2170) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(l) INTELLIGENCE SUBCOMMITTEE REVIEWS 
OF INVESTIGATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) PRE-INVESTIGATION REVIEW AND COM-
MENT.—The Subcommittee on Intelligence of 
the Committee on Foreign Investment in the 
United States shall— 

‘‘(A) review information relating to a pro-
posed merger, acquisition, or takeover, dur-
ing the 15-day period following the date of 
receipt of such information, and before the 
commencement of any investigation under 
subsection (a) or (b); and 

‘‘(B) provide written comments on any de-
termination by the President or CFIUS not 
to conduct an investigation under subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(2) POST-INVESTIGATION REVIEW AND COM-
MENT.—The Subcommittee on Intelligence of 
the Committee on Foreign Investment in the 
United States shall— 

‘‘(A) review each investigation conducted 
by the President or CFIUS under subsections 
(a) and (b); and 

‘‘(B) provide written comments on the re-
sults of each such investigation.’’. 
SEC. 5. TREATMENT OF CRITICAL INFRASTRUC-

TURE AS AFFECTING NATIONAL SE-
CURITY. 

Section 721(b) of the Defense Production 
Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2170(b)) is amended 
by inserting after ‘‘commerce in the United 
States’’ the following: ‘‘, including any per-
son that owns, controls, or operates any crit-
ical infrastructure, as defined in section 
1016(e) of the USA PATRIOT Act (42 U.S.C. 
5195c(e)),’’. 
SEC. 6. CERTIFICATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY 

DETERMINATIONS. 
‘‘(m) PRESIDENTIAL OR CHAIR CERTIFICATION 

OF THREAT DETERMINATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, a final determination 
that an investigation under subsection (a) is 
not required with respect to a merger, acqui-
sition, or takeover may be made only— 

‘‘(A) by the President, in any case in which 
the President is acting on the President’s 
own behalf under subsection (a); or 

‘‘(B) by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and the Secretary of De-
fense, in their respective capacities as chair 
and vice chairs of CFIUS, in any case in 
which CFIUS is acting as the President’s 
designee under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) CERTIFICATIONS REQUIRED.— 
‘‘(A) PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATIONS.—In 

any instance in which the President is acting 
on his or her own behalf under subsection 
(a), the President shall certify in writing to 
a final determination that an investigation 
under subsection (a) is not required with re-
spect to a merger, acquisition, or takeover, 
and such certification requirement may not 
be delegated to any person. 

‘‘(B) CFIUS DETERMINATIONS.—In any in-
stance in which CFIUS is acting as the Presi-
dent’s designee under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, and the Secretary of De-
fense shall each certify in writing to a final 
determination that an investigation under 
subsection (a) is not required with respect to 
a merger, acquisition, or takeover, and such 
certification requirement may not be dele-
gated to any person. 

‘‘(3) NONCONCURRENCE.—If there is not con-
currence among the chair and vice chairs of 
CFIUS for purposes of paragraph (1)(B), the 
President shall make the final determina-
tion that an investigation under subsection 
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(a) is not required with respect to a merger, 
acquisition, or takeover, and the President 
shall certify such determination in writ-
ing.’’. 
SEC. 7. MANDATORY SUBMISSION OF INFORMA-

TION. 
Section 721(c) of the Defense Production 

Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2170(c)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘CONFIDENTIALITY OF’’ and inserting ‘‘SUB-
MISSION OF’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘Any information or docu-
mentary material filed’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(1) REQUIRED SUBMISSIONS.—Each person 
controlled by or acting on behalf of a foreign 
government or foreign person shall— 

‘‘(A) notify the President or the Presi-
dent’s designee in writing of any proposed 
merger, acquisition, or takeover of any 
United States critical infrastructure (as de-
fined in section 1016(e) of the USA PATRIOT 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5195c(e))) ; and 

‘‘(B) provide such information to the Presi-
dent or the President’s designee with respect 
to such proposed transaction as may be nec-
essary for purposes of this section. 

‘‘(2) CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION.— 
Any information or documentary material 
filed, either voluntarily or under paragraph 
(1),’’. 
SEC. 8. NOTICES OF REVIEWS AND INVESTIGA-

TIONS AND QUARTERLY REPORTS 
REQUIRED. 

Section 721 of the Defense Production Act 
of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2170) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(n) NOTICES OF REVIEWS AND INVESTIGA-
TIONS AND QUARTERLY REPORTS TO CON-
GRESS.— 

‘‘(1) NOTICES TO CONGRESS.—The President 
or the President’s designee shall notify the 
appropriate committees of Congress— 

‘‘(A) not later than 15 days after the date 
of receipt of written notification of a pro-
posed or pending merger, acquisition, or 
takeover described in subsection (a) or (b); 
and 

‘‘(B) at the commencement of each inves-
tigation under subsection (a) or (b). 

‘‘(2) QUARTERLY REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall, on 

a quarterly basis, submit to Congress a re-
port on all mergers, acquisitions, and take-
overs that were the subject of investigation 
or review under this section during the quar-
ter, including any comments submitted 
under subsection (l)(2). 

‘‘(B) FORM.—Each report required under 
subparagraph (A) may be submitted in un-
classified form, and may contain a classified 
annex.’’. 
SEC. 9. CFIUS AS PRESIDENT’S DESIGNEE UNDER 

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT. 
Section 721 of the Defense Production Act 

of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2170) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(o) DESIGNEE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the President’s des-
ignee for purposes of this section shall be the 
Committee on Foreign Investment in the 
United States, established by order of the 
President in Executive Order 11858, May 7, 
1975 (in this section referred to as ‘CFIUS’), 
or any successor thereto.’’. 

By Mr. FRIST (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. TALENT, Mr. 
DEMINT, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. KYL, 
Mr. ALLARD, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. ISAK-
SON, Mr. BURR, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 

Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. GREGG, Mr. SUNUNU, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. 
CRAPO, and Mr. THOMAS): 

S. 2381. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Con-
trol Act of 1974 to provide line item re-
scission authority; to the Committee 
on the Budget. 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I rise to 
introduce the Legislative Line Item 
Veto Act of 2006. I am proud to say 
there are over 20 Senators who have 
joined me as original cosponsors of this 
legislation, including our colleague 
from Massachusetts, Senator KERRY. I 
wish to thank Senator KERRY for his 
support, and for the support of all of 
the other original cosponsors who have 
joined me on this significant legisla-
tive reform proposal. 

The legislation itself is long overdue. 
It is an authority provided in one 
version or another to 43 Governors 
today. It is an authority that has been 
requested by at least 11 Presidents, in-
cluding Franklin Roosevelt, Harry Tru-
man, Dwight Eisenhower, Ronald 
Reagan, and Bill Clinton. 

The Legislative Line Item Veto Act 
of 2006, first outlined by President 
Bush yesterday, when enacted will pro-
vide the President and the Congress 
with a tool to surgically remove spe-
cific spending and targeted tax benefits 
from broader enacted legislation. Un-
like the line item veto legislation that 
the Supreme Court ruled unconstitu-
tional in 1998, this is clearly constitu-
tional. 

The legislation builds upon current 
Presidential rescission authorities 
changing the current process to require 
Congress to act, one way or the other, 
on the President’s proposed removal of 
items in enacted law. This new proce-
dure guarantees an up-or-down vote on 
the President’s proposed rescissions, 
without amendments. 

I was trying to think how to describe 
this procedure when people ask, and 
one might think of it as similar to the 
Armed Forces BRAC Commission proc-
ess. I am really talking about the ap-
proach, the procedure itself. By that, I 
mean that the President proposes and 
the Congress, under expedited proce-
dures, within 10 days, approves or dis-
approves of the legislation that re-
scinds spending, including both appro-
priation items or entitlement spending. 
The one spending program which would 
be exempt from this process is Social 
Security. 

The legislation is balanced in that it 
would also allow the President to 
eliminate revenue-losing provisions 
that provide Federal tax benefits to 100 
or fewer beneficiaries or provide tem-
porary or transitional relief to 10 or 
fewer beneficiaries. 

I am encouraged by the broad bipar-
tisan support for this reform legisla-
tion. I hope this Congress will act on 
the bill to provide us another tool to 
control unnecessary and wasteful 
spending in tax expenditures. It is just 
good government. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. — 
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 ‘‘Legislative 
Line Item Veto Act of 2006’’. 
SEC. 2. LEGISLATIVE LINE ITEM VETO. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title X of the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.) is amended by 
striking part C and inserting the following: 

‘‘PART C—LEGISLATIVE LINE ITEM VETO 
‘‘EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 

PROPOSED RESCISSIONS 
‘‘SEC. 1021. (a) PROPOSED RESCISSIONS.—The 

President may propose, at the time and in 
the manner provided in subsection (b), the 
rescission of any dollar amount of discre-
tionary budget authority or the rescission, 
in whole or in part, of any item of direct 
spending. 

‘‘ (b) TRANSMITTAL OF SPECIAL MESSAGE.— 
‘‘(1) SPECIAL MESSAGE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President may 

transmit to Congress a special message pro-
posing to rescind any dollar amount of dis-
cretionary budget authority or any item of 
direct spending. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS OF SPECIAL MESSAGE.—Each 
special message shall specify, with respect to 
the budget authority or item of direct spend-
ing proposed to be rescinded— 

‘‘(i) the amount of budget authority or the 
specific item of direct spending that the 
President proposes be rescinded; 

‘‘(ii) any account, department, or estab-
lishment of the Government to which such 
budget authority or item of direct spending 
is available for obligation, and the specific 
project or governmental functions involved; 

‘‘(iii) the reasons why such budget author-
ity or item of direct spending should be re-
scinded; 

‘‘(iv) to the maximum extent practicable, 
the estimated fiscal, economic, and budg-
etary effect (including the effect on outlays 
and receipts in each fiscal year) of the pro-
posed rescission; 

‘‘(v) to the maximum extent practicable, 
all facts, circumstances, and considerations 
relating to or bearing upon the proposed re-
scission and the decision to effect the pro-
posed rescission, and the estimated effect of 
the proposed rescission upon the objects, 
purposes, and programs for which the budget 
authority or item of direct spending is pro-
vided; and 

‘‘(vi) a draft bill that, if enacted, would re-
scind the budget authority or item of direct 
spending proposed to be rescinded in that 
special message. 

‘‘(2) ENACTMENT OF RESCISSION BILL.— 
‘‘(A) DEFICIT REDUCTION.—Amounts of 

budget authority or items of direct spending 
which are rescinded pursuant to enactment 
of a bill as provided under this section shall 
be dedicated only to deficit reduction and 
shall not be used as an offset for other spend-
ing increases. 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENT OF COMMITTEE ALLOCA-
TIONS.—Not later than 5 days after the date 
of enactment of a rescission bill as provided 
under this section, the chairs of the Commit-
tees on the Budget of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives shall revise levels 
under section 311(a) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 and adjust the committee 
allocations under section 302(a) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 to reflect the 
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rescission, and the appropriate committees 
shall report revised allocations pursuant to 
section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, as appropriate. 

‘‘(C) ADJUSTMENTS TO CAPS.—After enact-
ment of a rescission bill as provided under 
this section, the Office of Management and 
Budget shall revise applicable limits under 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as appropriate. 

‘‘(c) PROCEDURES FOR EXPEDITED CONSIDER-
ATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) INTRODUCTION.—Before the close of the 

second day of session of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives, respectively, after 
the date of receipt of a special message 
transmitted to Congress under subsection 
(b), the majority leader or minority leader of 
each House shall introduce (by request) a bill 
to rescind the amounts of budget authority 
or items of direct spending, as specified in 
the special message and the President’s draft 
bill. If the bill is not introduced as provided 
in the preceding sentence in either House, 
then, on the third day of session of that 
House after the date of receipt of that spe-
cial message, any Member of that House may 
introduce the bill. 

‘‘(B) REFERRAL AND REPORTING.—The bill 
shall be referred to the appropriate com-
mittee. The committee shall report the bill 
without substantive revision and with or 
without recommendation. The committee 
shall report the bill not later than the fifth 
day of session of that House after the date of 
introduction of the bill in that House. If the 
committee fails to report the bill within that 
period, the committee shall be automati-
cally discharged from consideration of the 
bill, and the bill shall be placed on the appro-
priate calendar. 

‘‘(C) FINAL PASSAGE.—A vote on final pas-
sage of the bill shall be taken in the Senate 
and the House of Representatives on or be-
fore the close of the 10th day of session of 
that House after the date of the introduction 
of the bill in that House. If the bill is passed, 
the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, as the case 
may be, shall cause the bill to be trans-
mitted to the other House before the close of 
the next day of session of that House. 

‘‘(2) CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.— 

‘‘(A) MOTION TO PROCEED TO CONSIDER-
ATION.—A motion in the House of Represent-
atives to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill under this subsection shall be highly 
privileged and not debatable. An amendment 
to the motion shall not be in order, nor shall 
it be in order to move to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion is agreed to or dis-
agreed to. 

‘‘(B) LIMITS ON DEBATE.—Debate in the 
House of Representatives on a bill under this 
subsection shall not exceed 4 hours, which 
shall be divided equally between those favor-
ing and those opposing the bill. A motion 
further to limit debate shall not be debat-
able. It shall not be in order to move to re-
commit a bill under this subsection or to 
move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
is agreed to or disagreed to. 

‘‘(C) APPEALS.—Appeals from decisions of 
the Chair relating to the application of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to the 
procedure relating to a bill under this sec-
tion shall be decided without debate. 

‘‘(D) APPLICATION OF HOUSE RULES.—Except 
to the extent specifically provided in this 
section, consideration of a bill under this 
section shall be governed by the Rules of the 
House of Representatives. It shall not be in 
order in the House of Representatives to con-
sider any bill introduced pursuant to the 
provisions of this section under a suspension 
of the rules or under a special rule. 

‘‘(3) CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.— 
‘‘(A) MOTION TO PROCEED TO CONSIDER-

ATION.—A motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of a bill under this subsection in the 
Senate shall not be debatable. It shall not be 
in order to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion to proceed is agreed to or 
disagreed to. 

‘‘(B) LIMITS ON DEBATE.—Debate in the 
Senate on a bill under this subsection, and 
all debatable motions and appeals in connec-
tion therewith (including debate pursuant to 
subparagraph (D)), shall not exceed 10 hours, 
equally divided and controlled in the usual 
form. 

‘‘(C) APPEALS.—Debate in the Senate on 
any debatable motion or appeal in connec-
tion with a bill under this subsection shall 
be limited to not more than 1 hour, to be 
equally divided and controlled in the usual 
form. 

‘‘(D) MOTION TO LIMIT DEBATE.—A motion 
in the Senate to further limit debate on a 
bill under this subsection is not debatable. 

‘‘(E) MOTION TO RECOMMIT.—A motion to re-
commit a bill under this subsection is not in 
order. 

‘‘(F) CONSIDERATION OF THE HOUSE BILL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Senate has re-

ceived the House companion bill to the bill 
introduced in the Senate prior to the vote re-
quired under paragraph (1)(C), then the Sen-
ate may consider, and the vote under para-
graph (1)(C) may occur on, the House com-
panion bill. 

‘‘(ii) PROCEDURE AFTER VOTE ON SENATE 
BILL.—If the Senate votes, pursuant to para-
graph (1)(C), on the bill introduced in the 
Senate, then immediately following that 
vote, or upon receipt of the House companion 
bill, the House bill shall be deemed to be 
considered, read the third time, and the vote 
on passage of the Senate bill shall be consid-
ered to be the vote on the bill received from 
the House. 

‘‘(d) AMENDMENTS AND DIVISIONS PROHIB-
ITED.—No amendment to a bill considered 
under this section shall be in order in either 
the Senate or the House of Representatives. 
It shall not be in order to demand a division 
of the question in the House of Representa-
tives (or in a Committee of the Whole). No 
motion to suspend the application of this 
subsection shall be in order in the House of 
Representatives, nor shall it be in order in 
the House of Representatives to suspend the 
application of this subsection by unanimous 
consent. 

‘‘(e) TEMPORARY PRESIDENTIAL AUTHORITY 
TO WITHHOLD.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the same time as the 
President transmits to Congress a special 
message pursuant to subsection (b), the 
President may direct that any dollar amount 
of discretionary budget authority proposed 
to be rescinded in that special message shall 
not be made available for obligation for a pe-
riod not to exceed 180 calendar days from the 
date the President transmits the special 
message to Congress. 

‘‘(2) EARLY AVAILABILITY.—The President 
may make any dollar amount of discre-
tionary budget authority deferred pursuant 
to paragraph (1) available at a time earlier 
than the time specified by the President if 
the President determines that continuation 
of the deferral would not further the pur-
poses of this Act. 

‘‘(f) TEMPORARY PRESIDENTIAL AUTHORITY 
TO SUSPEND.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the same time as the 
President transmits to Congress a special 
message pursuant to subsection (b), the 
President may suspend the execution of any 
item of direct spending proposed to be re-
scinded in that special message for a period 
not to exceed 180 calendar days from the date 

the President transmits the special message 
to Congress. 

‘‘(2) EARLY AVAILABILITY.—The President 
may terminate the suspension of any item of 
direct spending at a time earlier than the 
time specified by the President if the Presi-
dent determines that continuation of the 
suspension would not further the purposes of 
this Act. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) the term ‘appropriation law’ means 
any general or special appropriation Act, and 
any Act or joint resolution making supple-
mental, deficiency, or continuing appropria-
tions; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘deferral’ has, with respect to 
any dollar amount of discretionary budget 
authority, the same meaning as the phrase 
‘deferral of budget authority’ defined in sec-
tion 1011(1) in Part B (2 U.S.C. 682(1)); 

‘‘(3) the term ‘dollar amount of discre-
tionary budget authority’ means the entire 
dollar amount of budget authority and obli-
gation limitations— 

‘‘(A) specified in an appropriation law, or 
the entire dollar amount of budget authority 
required to be allocated by a specific proviso 
in an appropriation law for which a specific 
dollar figure was not included; 

‘‘(B) represented separately in any table, 
chart, or explanatory text included in the 
statement of managers or the governing 
committee report accompanying such law; 

‘‘(C) required to be allocated for a specific 
program, project, or activity in a law (other 
than an appropriation law) that mandates 
the expenditure of budget authority from ac-
counts, programs, projects, or activities for 
which budget authority is provided in an ap-
propriation law; 

‘‘(D) represented by the product of the esti-
mated procurement cost and the total quan-
tity of items specified in an appropriation 
law or included in the statement of man-
agers or the governing committee report ac-
companying such law; or 

‘‘(E) represented by the product of the esti-
mated procurement cost and the total quan-
tity of items required to be provided in a law 
(other than an appropriation law) that man-
dates the expenditure of budget authority 
from accounts, programs, projects, or activi-
ties for which dollar amount of discretionary 
budget authority is provided in an appropria-
tion law; 

‘‘(4) the terms ‘rescind’ or ‘rescission’ 
mean to modify or repeal a provision of law 
to prevent: 

‘‘(A) budget authority from having legal 
force or effect; 

‘‘(B) in the case of entitlement authority, 
to prevent the specific legal obligation of the 
United States from having legal force or ef-
fect; and 

‘‘(C) in the case of the food stamp program, 
to prevent the specific provision of law that 
provides such benefit from having legal force 
or effect. 

‘‘(5) the term ‘direct spending’ means budg-
et authority provided by law (other than an 
appropriation law); entitlement authority; 
and the food stamp program; 

‘‘(6) the term ‘item of direct spending’ 
means any specific provision of law enacted 
after the effective date of the Legislative 
Line Item Veto Act of 2006 that is estimated 
to result in a change in budget authority or 
outlays for direct spending relative to the 
most recent levels calculated pursuant to 
section 257 of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 and 
included with a budget submission under sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, 
and with respect to estimates made after 
that budget submission that are not included 
with it, estimates consistent with the eco-
nomic and technical assumptions underlying 
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the most recently submitted President’s 
budget; and 

‘‘(7) the term ‘suspend the execution’ 
means, with respect to an item of direct 
spending or a targeted tax benefit, to stop 
for a specified period, in whole or in part, the 
carrying into effect of the specific provision 
of law that provides such benefit. 

‘‘(8)(A) The term ‘targeted tax benefit’ 
means— 

‘‘(i) any revenue-losing provision that pro-
vides a Federal tax deduction, credit, exclu-
sion, or preference to 100 or fewer bene-
ficiaries under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 in any fiscal year for which the provi-
sion is in effect; and 

‘‘(ii) any Federal tax provision that pro-
vides temporary or permanent transitional 
relief for 10 or fewer beneficiaries in any fis-
cal year from a change to the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986. 

‘‘(B) A provision shall not be treated as de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(i) if the effect of 
that provision is that— 

‘‘(i) all persons in the same industry or en-
gaged in the same type of activity receive 
the same treatment; 

‘‘(ii) all persons owning the same type of 
property, or issuing the same type of invest-
ment, receive the same treatment; or 

‘‘(iii) any difference in the treatment of 
persons is based solely on— 

‘‘(I) in the case of businesses and associa-
tions, the size or form of the business or as-
sociation involved; 

‘‘(II) in the case of individuals, general de-
mographic conditions, such as income, mar-
ital status, number of dependents, or tax-re-
turn-filing status; 

‘‘(III) the amount involved; or 
‘‘(IV) a generally-available election under 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 
‘‘(C) A provision shall not be treated as de-

scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii) if— 
‘‘(i) it provides for the retention of prior 

law with respect to all binding contracts or 
other legally enforceable obligations in ex-
istence on a date contemporaneous with con-
gressional action specifying such date; or 

‘‘(ii) it is a technical correction to pre-
viously enacted legislation that is estimated 
to have no revenue effect. 

‘‘(D) For purposes of subparagraph (A)— 
‘‘(i) all businesses and associations that 

are members of the same controlled group of 
corporations (as defined in section 1563(a) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) shall be 
treated as a single beneficiary; 

‘‘(ii) all qualified plans of an employer 
shall be treated as a single beneficiary; 

‘‘(iii) all holders of the same bond issue 
shall be treated as a single beneficiary; and 

‘‘(iv) if a corporation, partnership, associa-
tion, trust or estate is the beneficiary of a 
provision, the shareholders of the corpora-
tion, the partners of the partnership, the 
members of the association, or the bene-
ficiaries of the trust or estate shall not also 
be treated as beneficiaries of such provision. 

‘‘(E) For the purpose of this paragraph, the 
term ‘revenue-losing provision’ means any 
provision that results in a reduction in Fed-
eral tax revenues for any one of the two fol-
lowing periods— 

‘‘(i) the first fiscal year for which the pro-
vision is effective; or 

‘‘(ii) the period of the 5 fiscal years begin-
ning with the first fiscal year for which the 
provision is effective. 

‘‘(F) The terms used in this paragraph 
shall have the same meaning as those terms 
have generally in the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, unless otherwise expressly provided. 

‘‘(h) APPLICATION TO TARGETED TAX BENE-
FITS.—The President may propose the repeal 
of any targeted tax benefit in any bill that 
includes such a benefit, under the same con-
ditions, and subject to the same Congres-

sional consideration, as a proposal under this 
section to rescind an item of direct spend-
ing.’’. 

(b) EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS.— 
Section 904 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘and 1017’’ 
and inserting ‘‘1017, and 1021’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘section 
1017’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 1017 and 1021’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section 
1(a) of the Congressional Budget and Im-
poundment Control Act of 1974 is amended 
by— 

(A) striking ‘‘Parts A and B’’ before ‘‘title 
X’’ and inserting ‘‘Parts A, B, and C’’; and 

(B) striking the last sentence and inserting 
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘Part 
C of title X also may be cited as the ‘Legisla-
tive Line Item Veto Act of 2006.’ ’’ 

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents set forth in section 1(b) of the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 is amended by deleting the contents 
for part C of title X and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘PART C—LEGISLATIVE LINE ITEM VETO 
‘‘Sec. 1021. expedited consideration of 

certain proposed rescissions.’’. 
(d) SEVERABILITY.—If any provision of this 

Act or the amendments made by it is held to 
be unconstitutional, the remainder of this 
Act and the amendments made by it shall 
not be affected by the holding. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this Act shall— 

(1) take effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(2) apply only to any dollar amount of dis-
cretionary budget authority, item of direct 
spending, or targeted tax benefit provided in 
an Act enacted on or after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, I join 
with Senators FRIST, MCCAIN, and oth-
ers as a cosponsor of legislation to es-
tablish a Presidential line item veto. 
This is a fiscally prudent measure 
which could reduce wasteful spending 
and bring down our Nation’s deficit. 

The proposal would give the Presi-
dent the authority to strike wasteful 
spending measures from legislation, to 
ensure that the American taxpayer is 
not footing the bill for projects that 
are not national priorities. I applaud 
President Bush for putting forth this 
initiative, which would be significant 
progress in the fight to reduce non-
essential spending. 

Throughout our country’s history, 
the line item veto has enjoyed a long 
line of bipartisan support, with Presi-
dents such as Ulysses Grant, Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt, Ronald Reagan, and 
Bill Clinton calling for the authority. 
Additionally, the power has been given 
to Governors in 43 of the 50 States. 

I am pleased that the proposed legis-
lation would require the President to 
send recision proposals back to Con-
gress for final passage. Not only does 
this make the legislation consistent 
with the Constitution, it also limits 
the scope of any President’s veto au-
thority, as proposed changes will need 
congressional approval. 

I am heartened to see this call for fis-
cal responsibility from President Bush. 
I have joined as a cosponsor of this leg-
islation because it will be impossible 
for us to reduce our national debt and 

balance the Federal budget unless we 
curb wasteful spending. I have been an 
advocate for the pay-as-you-go budget 
rule, which would require Congress to 
pay for any new spending or tax cuts, 
and will continue to press for its adop-
tion. 

Since chronic deficits add to the bur-
den of debt we are bequeathing to fu-
ture generations, congressional spend-
ing must be reigned in, and I am 
pleased to support this proposal which 
is one tool that can improve spending 
discipline in Washington. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. REID, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
KERRY, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs. 
BOXER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. DODD, 
Mr. HARKIN, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. 
KOHL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, Mr. PRYOR, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, and Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 2382. A bill to establish a national 
health program administered by the 
Office of Personnel Management to 
offer health benefits plans to individ-
uals who are not Federal employees, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 2382 
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 ‘‘Small Em-
ployers Health Benefits Program Act of 
2006’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In this Act, the terms 
‘‘member of family’’, ‘‘health benefits plan’’, 
‘‘carrier’’, ‘‘employee organizations’’, and 
‘‘dependent’’ have the meanings given such 
terms in section 8901 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(b) OTHER TERMS.—In this Act: 
(1) EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘employee’’ has 

the meaning given such term under section 
3(6) of the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1002(6)). Such 
term shall not include an employee of the 
Federal Government. 

(2) EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘employer’’ has 
the meaning given such term under section 
3(5) of the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1002(5)), except 
that such term shall include only employers 
who employed an average of at least 1 but 
not more than 100 employees on business 
days during the year preceding the date of 
application. Such term shall not include the 
Federal Government. 

(3) HEALTH STATUS-RELATED FACTOR.—The 
term ‘‘health status-related factor’’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 2791(d)(9) 
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
300gg–91(d)(9)). 

(4) OFFICE.—The term ‘‘Office’’ means the 
Office of Personnel Management. 

(5) PARTICIPATING EMPLOYER.—The term 
‘‘participating employer’’ means an em-
ployer that— 
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(A) elects to provide health insurance cov-

erage under this Act to its employees; and 
(B) is not offering other comprehensive 

health insurance coverage to such employ-
ees. 

(c) APPLICATION OF CERTAIN RULES IN DE-
TERMINATION OF EMPLOYER SIZE.—For pur-
poses of subsection (b)(2): 

(1) APPLICATION OF AGGREGATION RULE FOR 
EMPLOYERS.—All persons treated as a single 
employer under subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) 
of section 414 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 shall be treated as 1 employer. 

(2) EMPLOYERS NOT IN EXISTENCE IN PRE-
CEDING YEAR.—In the case of an employer 
which was not in existence for the full year 
prior to the date on which the employer ap-
plies to participate, the determination of 
whether such employer meets the require-
ments of subsection (b)(2) shall be based on 
the average number of employees that it is 
reasonably expected such employer will em-
ploy on business days in the employer’s first 
full year. 

(3) PREDECESSORS.—Any reference in this 
subsection to an employer shall include a 
reference to any predecessor of such em-
ployer. 

(d) WAIVER AND CONTINUATION OF PARTICI-
PATION.— 

(1) WAIVER.—The Office may waive the lim-
itations relating to the size of an employer 
which may participate in the health insur-
ance program established under this Act on 
a case by case basis if the Office determines 
that such employer makes a compelling case 
for such a waiver. In making determinations 
under this paragraph, the Office may con-
sider the effects of the employment of tem-
porary and seasonal workers and other fac-
tors. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF PARTICIPATION.—An 
employer participating in the program under 
this Act that experiences an increase in the 
number of employees so that such employer 
has in excess of 100 employees, may not be 
excluded from participation solely as a re-
sult of such increase in employees. 

(e) TREATMENT OF HEALTH BENEFITS PLAN 
AS GROUP HEALTH PLAN.—A health benefits 
plan offered under this Act shall be treated 
as a group health plan for purposes of apply-
ing the Employee Retirement Income Secu-
rity Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) except 
to the extent that a provision of this Act ex-
pressly provides otherwise. 
SEC. 3. HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR 

NON-FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. 
(a) ADMINISTRATION.—The Office shall ad-

minister a health insurance program for non- 
Federal employees and employers in accord-
ance with this Act. 

(b) REGULATIONS.—Except as provided 
under this Act, the Office shall prescribe reg-
ulations to apply the provisions of chapter 89 
of title 5, United States Code, to the greatest 
extent practicable to participating carriers, 
employers, and employees covered under this 
Act. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—In no event shall the en-
actment of this Act result in— 

(1) any increase in the level of individual 
or Federal Government contributions re-
quired under chapter 89 of title 5, United 
States Code, including copayments or 
deductibles; 

(2) any decrease in the types of benefits of-
fered under such chapter 89; or 

(3) any other change that would adversely 
affect the coverage afforded under such chap-
ter 89 to employees and annuitants and 
members of family under that chapter. 

(d) ENROLLMENT.—The Office shall develop 
methods to facilitate enrollment under this 
Act, including the use of the Internet. 

(e) CONTRACTS FOR ADMINISTRATION.—The 
Office may enter into contracts for the per-
formance of appropriate administrative func-
tions under this Act. 

(f) SEPARATE RISK POOL.—In the adminis-
tration of this Act, the Office shall ensure 
that covered employees under this Act are in 
a risk pool that is separate from the risk 
pool maintained for covered individuals 
under chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act shall be construed to require a car-
rier that is participating in the program 
under chapter 89 of title 5, United States 
Code, to provide health benefits plan cov-
erage under this Act. 
SEC. 4. CONTRACT REQUIREMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Office may enter into 
contracts with qualified carriers offering 
health benefits plans of the type described in 
section 8903 or 8903a of title 5, United States 
Code, without regard to section 5 of title 41, 
United States Code, or other statutes requir-
ing competitive bidding, to provide health 
insurance coverage to employees of partici-
pating employers under this Act. Each con-
tract shall be for a uniform term of at least 
1 year, but may be made automatically re-
newable from term to term in the absence of 
notice of termination by either party. In en-
tering into such contracts, the Office shall 
ensure that health benefits coverage is pro-
vided for individuals only, individuals with 
one or more children, married individuals 
without children, and married individuals 
with one or more children. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—A carrier shall be eligible 
to enter into a contract under subsection (a) 
if such carrier— 

(1) is licensed to offer health benefits plan 
coverage in each State in which the plan is 
offered; and 

(2) meets such other requirements as deter-
mined appropriate by the Office. 

(c) STATEMENT OF BENEFITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each contract under this 

Act shall contain a detailed statement of 
benefits offered and shall include informa-
tion concerning such maximums, limita-
tions, exclusions, and other definitions of 
benefits as the Office considers necessary or 
desirable. 

(2) ENSURING A RANGE OF PLANS.—The Of-
fice shall ensure that a range of health bene-
fits plans are available to participating em-
ployers under this Act, at least one of which 
shall be a plan that provides the same bene-
fits as the government-wide plan available to 
Federal employees as described in section 
8903(1) of title 5, United States Code. 

(3) PARTICIPATING PLANS.—The Office shall 
not prohibit the offering of any health bene-
fits plan to a participating employer if such 
plan is eligible to participate in the Federal 
Employees Health Benefits Program. 

(4) NATIONWIDE PLAN.—With respect to all 
nationwide plans other than the plan re-
quired under paragraph (2), the Office shall 
develop a benefit package that shall be of-
fered in the case of a contract for a health 
benefit plan that is to be offered on a nation-
wide basis. 

(d) STANDARDS.—The minimum standards 
prescribed for health benefits plans under 
section 8902(e) of title 5, United States Code, 
and for carriers offering plans, shall apply to 
plans and carriers under this Act. Approval 
of a plan may be withdrawn by the Office 
only after notice and opportunity for hearing 
to the carrier concerned without regard to 
subchapter II of chapter 5 and chapter 7 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(e) CONVERSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A contract may not be 

made or a plan approved under this section if 
the carrier under such contract or plan does 
not offer to each enrollee whose enrollment 
in the plan is ended, except by a cancellation 
of enrollment, a temporary extension of cov-
erage during which the individual may exer-

cise the option to convert, without evidence 
of good health, to a nongroup contract pro-
viding health benefits. An enrollee who exer-
cises this option shall pay the full periodic 
charges of the nongroup contract. 

(2) NONCANCELLABLE.—The benefits and 
coverage made available under paragraph (1) 
may not be canceled by the carrier except for 
fraud, over-insurance, or nonpayment of 
periodic charges. 

(f) REQUIREMENT OF PAYMENT FOR OR PRO-
VISION OF HEALTH SERVICE.—Each contract 
entered into under this Act shall require the 
carrier to agree to pay for or provide a 
health service or supply in an individual case 
if the Office finds that the employee, annu-
itant, family member, former spouse, or per-
son having continued coverage under section 
8905a of title 5, United States Code, is enti-
tled thereto under the terms of the contract. 

SEC. 5. ELIGIBILITY. 

An individual shall be eligible to enroll in 
a plan under this Act if such individual— 

(1) is an employee of an employer described 
in section 2(b)(2), or is a self employed indi-
vidual as defined in section 401(c)(1)(B) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986; and 

(2) is not otherwise enrolled or eligible for 
enrollment in a plan under chapter 89 of title 
5, United States Code. 

SEC. 6. ALTERNATIVE CONDITIONS TO FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEE PLANS. 

(a) TREATMENT OF EMPLOYEE.—For pur-
poses of enrollment in a health benefits plan 
under this Act, an individual who had cov-
erage under a health insurance plan and is 
not a qualified beneficiary as defined under 
section 4980B(g)(1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 shall be treated in a similar 
manner as an individual who begins employ-
ment as an employee under chapter 89 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(b) PREEXISTING CONDITION EXCLUSIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each contract under this 

Act may include a preexisting condition ex-
clusion as defined under section 9801(b)(1) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

(2) EXCLUSION PERIOD.—A preexisting con-
dition exclusion under this subsection shall 
provide for coverage of a preexisting condi-
tion to begin not later than 6 months after 
the date on which the coverage of the indi-
vidual under a health benefits plan com-
mences, reduced by the aggregate 1 day for 
each day that the individual was covered 
under a health insurance plan immediately 
preceding the date the individual submitted 
an application for coverage under this Act. 
This provision shall be applied notwith-
standing the applicable provision for the re-
duction of the exclusion period provided for 
in section 701(a)(3) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 
1181(a)(3)). 

(c) RATES AND PREMIUMS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Rates charged and pre-

miums paid for a health benefits plan under 
this Act— 

(A) shall be determined in accordance with 
this subsection; 

(B) may be annually adjusted subject to 
paragraph (3); 

(C) shall be negotiated in the same manner 
as rates and premiums are negotiated under 
such chapter 89; and 

(D) shall be adjusted to cover the adminis-
trative costs of the Office under this Act. 

(2) DETERMINATIONS.—In determining rates 
and premiums under this Act, the following 
provisions shall apply: 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A carrier that enters into 
a contract under this Act shall determine 
that amount of premiums to assess for cov-
erage under a health benefits plan based on 
an community rate that may be annually ad-
justed— 
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(i) for the geographic area involved if the 

adjustment is based on geographical divi-
sions that are not smaller than a metropoli-
tan statistical area and the carrier provides 
evidence of geographic variation in cost of 
services; 

(ii) based on whether such coverage is for 
an individual, two adults, one adult and one 
or more children, or a family; and 

(iii) based on the age of covered individuals 
(subject to subparagraph (C)). 

(B) LIMITATION.—Premium rates charged 
for coverage under this Act shall not vary 
based on health-status related factors, gen-
der, class of business, or claims experience. 

(C) AGE ADJUSTMENTS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—With respect to subpara-

graph (A)(iii), in making adjustments based 
on age, the Office shall establish no more 
than 5 age brackets to be used by the carrier 
in establishing rates. The rates for any age 
bracket may not vary by more than 50 per-
cent above or below the community rate on 
the basis of attained age. Age-related pre-
miums may not vary within age brackets. 

(ii) AGE 65 AND OLDER.—With respect to 
subparagraph (A)(iii), a carrier may develop 
separate rates for covered individuals who 
are 65 years of age or older for whom medi-
care is the primary payor for health benefits 
coverage which is not covered under medi-
care. 

‘‘(3) READJUSTMENTS.—Any readjustment 
in rates charged or premiums paid for a 
health benefits plan under this Act shall be 
made in advance of the contract term in 
which they will apply and on a basis which, 
in the judgment of the Office, is consistent 
with the practice of the Office for the Fed-
eral Employees Health Benefits Program. 

(d) TERMINATION AND REENROLLMENT.—If 
an individual who is enrolled in a health ben-
efits plan under this Act terminates the en-
rollment, the individual shall not be eligible 
for reenrollment until the first open enroll-
ment period following the expiration of 6 
months after the date of such termination. 

(f) CONTINUED APPLICABILITY OF STATE 
LAW.— 

(1) HEALTH INSURANCE OR PLANS.— 
(A) LOCAL PLANS.—With respect to a con-

tract entered into under this Act under 
which a carrier will offer health benefits 
plan coverage in a limited geographic area, 
State mandated benefit laws in effect in the 
State in which the plan is offered shall con-
tinue to apply to such health benefits plan. 

(B) RATING RULES.—The rating require-
ments under subparagraphs (A) and (B) of 
subsection (c)(2) shall supercede State rating 
rules for qualified plans under this Act, ex-
cept with respect to States that provide a 
rating variance with respect to age that is 
less than the Federal limit or that provide 
for some form of community rating. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this subsection 
shall be construed to preempt— 

(A) any State or local law or regulation ex-
cept those laws and regulations described in 
subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1); 

(B) any State grievance, claims, and ap-
peals procedure law, except to the extent 
that such law is preempted under section 514 
of the Employee Retirement Income Secu-
rity Act of 1974; and 

(B) State network adequacy laws. 
(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 

this Act shall be construed to limit the ap-
plication of the service-charge system used 
by the Office for determining profits for par-
ticipating carriers under chapter 89 of title 5, 
United States Code. 
SEC. 7. ENCOURAGING PARTICIPATION BY CAR-

RIERS THROUGH ADJUSTMENTS 
FOR RISK. 

(a) APPLICATION OF RISK CORRIDORS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—This section shall only 

apply to carriers with respect to health bene-

fits plans offered under this Act during any 
of calendar years 2007 through 2009. 

(2) NOTIFICATION OF COSTS UNDER THE 
PLAN.—In the case of a carrier that offers a 
health benefits plan under this Act in any of 
calendar years 2007 through 2009, the carrier 
shall notify the Office, before such date in 
the succeeding year as the Office specifies, of 
the total amount of costs incurred in pro-
viding benefits under the health benefits 
plan for the year involved and the portion of 
such costs that is attributable to adminis-
trative expenses. 

(3) ALLOWABLE COSTS DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘allowable 
costs’’ means, with respect to a health bene-
fits plan offered by a carrier under this Act, 
for a year, the total amount of costs de-
scribed in paragraph (2) for the plan and 
year, reduced by the portion of such costs at-
tributable to administrative expenses in-
curred in providing the benefits described in 
such paragraph. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF PAYMENT.— 
(1) NO ADJUSTMENT IF ALLOWABLE COSTS 

WITHIN 3 PERCENT OF TARGET AMOUNT.—If the 
allowable costs for the carrier with respect 
to the health benefits plan involved for a cal-
endar year are at least 97 percent, but do not 
exceed 103 percent, of the target amount for 
the plan and year involved, there shall be no 
payment adjustment under this section for 
the plan and year. 

(2) INCREASE IN PAYMENT IF ALLOWABLE 
COSTS ABOVE 103 PERCENT OF TARGET 
AMOUNT.— 

(A) COSTS BETWEEN 103 AND 108 PERCENT OF 
TARGET AMOUNT.—If the allowable costs for 
the carrier with respect to the health bene-
fits plan involved for the year are greater 
than 103 percent, but not greater than 108 
percent, of the target amount for the plan 
and year, the Office shall reimburse the car-
rier for such excess costs through payment 
to the carrier of an amount equal to 75 per-
cent of the difference between such allowable 
costs and 103 percent of such target amount. 

(B) COSTS ABOVE 108 PERCENT OF TARGET 
AMOUNT.—If the allowable costs for the car-
rier with respect to the health benefits plan 
involved for the year are greater than 108 
percent of the target amount for the plan 
and year, the Office shall reimburse the car-
rier for such excess costs through payment 
to the carrier in an amount equal to the sum 
of— 

(i) 3.75 percent of such target amount; and 
(ii) 90 percent of the difference between 

such allowable costs and 108 percent of such 
target amount. 

(3) REDUCTION IN PAYMENT IF ALLOWABLE 
COSTS BELOW 97 PERCENT OF TARGET AMOUNT.— 

(A) COSTS BETWEEN 92 AND 97 PERCENT OF 
TARGET AMOUNT.—If the allowable costs for 
the carrier with respect to the health bene-
fits plan involved for the year are less than 
97 percent, but greater than or equal to 92 
percent, of the target amount for the plan 
and year, the carrier shall be required to pay 
into the contingency reserve fund main-
tained under section 8909(b)(2) of title 5, 
United States Code, an amount equal to 75 
percent of the difference between 97 percent 
of the target amount and such allowable 
costs. 

(B) COSTS BELOW 92 PERCENT OF TARGET 
AMOUNT.—If the allowable costs for the car-
rier with respect to the health benefits plan 
involved for the year are less than 92 percent 
of the target amount for the plan and year, 
the carrier shall be required to pay into the 
stabilization fund under section 8909(b)(2) of 
title 5, United States Code, an amount equal 
to the sum of— 

(i) 3.75 percent of such target amount; and 
(ii) 90 percent of the difference between 92 

percent of such target amount and such al-
lowable costs. 

(4) TARGET AMOUNT DESCRIBED.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the term ‘‘target amount’’ means, 
with respect to a health benefits plan offered 
by a carrier under this Act in any of cal-
endar years 2007 through 2011, an amount 
equal to— 

(i) the total of the monthly premiums esti-
mated by the carrier and approved by the Of-
fice to be paid for enrollees in the plan under 
this Act for the calendar year involved; re-
duced by 

(ii) the amount of administrative expenses 
that the carrier estimates, and the Office ap-
proves, will be incurred by the carrier with 
respect to the plan for such calendar year. 

(B) SUBMISSION OF TARGET AMOUNT.—Not 
later than December 31, 2006, and each De-
cember 31 thereafter through calendar year 
2010, a carrier shall submit to the Office a de-
scription of the target amount for such car-
rier with respect to health benefits plans 
provided by the carrier under this Act. 

(c) DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each contract under this 

Act shall provide— 
(A) that a carrier offering a health benefits 

plan under this Act shall provide the Office 
with such information as the Office deter-
mines is necessary to carry out this sub-
section including the notification of costs 
under subsection (a)(2) and the target 
amount under subsection (b)(4)(B); and 

(B) that the Office has the right to inspect 
and audit any books and records of the orga-
nization that pertain to the information re-
garding costs provided to the Office under 
such subsections. 

(2) RESTRICTION ON USE OF INFORMATION.— 
Information disclosed or obtained pursuant 
to the provisions of this subsection may be 
used by officers, employees, and contractors 
of the Office only for the purposes of, and to 
the extent necessary in, carrying out this 
section. 
SEC. 8. ENCOURAGING PARTICIPATION BY CAR-

RIERS THROUGH REINSURANCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Office shall es-

tablish a reinsurance fund to provide pay-
ments to carriers that experience one or 
more catastrophic claims during a year for 
health benefits provided to individuals en-
rolled in a health benefits plan under this 
Act. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENTS.—To be eli-
gible for a payment from the reinsurance 
fund for a plan year, a carrier under this Act 
shall submit to the Office an application 
that contains— 

(1) a certification by the carrier that the 
carrier paid for at least one episode of care 
during the year for covered health benefits 
for an individual in an amount that is in ex-
cess of $50,000; and 

(2) such other information determined ap-
propriate by the Office. 

(c) PAYMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a payment 

from the reinsurance fund to a carrier under 
this section for a catastrophic episode of 
care shall be determined by the Office but 
shall not exceed an amount equal to 80 per-
cent of the applicable catastrophic claim 
amount. 

(2) APPLICABLE CATASTROPHIC CLAIM 
AMOUNT.—For purposes of paragraph (1), the 
applicable catastrophic episode of care 
amount shall be equal to the difference be-
tween— 

(A) the amount of the catastrophic claim; 
and 

(B) $50,000. 
(3) LIMITATION.—In determining the 

amount of a payment under paragraph (1), if 
the amount of the catastrophic claim ex-
ceeds the amount that would be paid for the 
healthcare items or services involved under 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 
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U.S.C. 1395 et seq.), the Office shall use the 
amount that would be paid under such title 
XVIII for purposes of paragraph (2)(A). 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘catastrophic claim’’ means a claim sub-
mitted to a carrier, by or on behalf of an en-
rollee in a health benefits plan under this 
Act, that is in excess of $50,000. 

(e) TERMINATION OF FUND.—The reinsur-
ance fund established under subsection (a) 
shall terminate on the date that is 2 years 
after the date on which the first contract pe-
riod becomes effective under this Act. 
SEC. 9. CONTINGENCY RESERVE FUND. 

Beginning on October 1, 2010, the Office 
may use amounts appropriated under section 
14(a) that remain unobligated to establish a 
contingency reserve fund to provide assist-
ance to carriers offering health benefits 
plans under this Act that experience unan-
ticipated financial hardships (as determined 
by the Office). 
SEC. 10. EMPLOYER PARTICIPATION. 

(a) REGULATIONS.—The Office shall pre-
scribe regulations providing for employer 
participation under this Act, including the 
offering of health benefits plans under this 
Act to employees. 

(b) ENROLLMENT AND OFFERING OF OTHER 
COVERAGE.— 

(1) ENROLLMENT.—A participating em-
ployer shall ensure that each eligible em-
ployee has an opportunity to enroll in a plan 
under this Act. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON OFFERING OTHER COM-
PREHENSIVE HEALTH BENEFIT COVERAGE.—A 
participating employer may not offer a 
health insurance plan providing comprehen-
sive health benefit coverage to employees 
other than a health benefits plan that— 

(A) meets the requirements described in 
section 4(a); and 

(B) is offered only through the enrollment 
process established by the Office under sec-
tion 3. 

(3) OFFER OF SUPPLEMENTAL COVERAGE OP-
TIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A participating employer 
may offer supplementary coverage options to 
employees. 

(B) DEFINITION.—In subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘‘supplementary coverage’’ means bene-
fits described as ‘‘excepted benefits’’ under 
section 2791(c) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300gg–91(c)). 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Except as pro-
vided in section 15, nothing in this Act shall 
be construed to require that an employer 
make premium contributions on behalf of 
employees. 
SEC. 11. ADMINISTRATION THROUGH REGIONAL 

ADMINISTRATIVE ENTITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to provide for 

the administration of the benefits under this 
Act with maximum efficiency and conven-
ience for participating employers and health 
care providers and other individuals and en-
tities providing services to such employers, 
the Office is authorized to enter into con-
tracts with eligible entities to perform, on a 
regional basis, one or more of the following: 

(1) Collect and maintain all information 
relating to individuals, families, and employ-
ers participating in the program under this 
Act in the region served. 

(2) Receive, disburse, and account for pay-
ments of premiums to participating employ-
ers by individuals in the region served, and 
for payments by participating employers to 
carriers. 

(3) Serve as a channel of communication 
between carriers, participating employers, 
and individuals relating to the administra-
tion of this Act. 

(4) Otherwise carry out such activities for 
the administration of this Act, in such man-
ner, as may be provided for in the contract 
entered into under this section. 

(5) The processing of grievances and ap-
peals. 

(b) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a contract under subsection (a), an entity 
shall prepare and submit to the Office an ap-
plication at such time, in such manner, and 
containing such information as the Office 
may require. 

(c) PROCESS.— 
(1) COMPETITIVE BIDDING.—All contracts 

under this section shall be awarded through 
a competitive bidding process on a bi-annual 
basis. 

(2) REQUIREMENT.—No contract shall be en-
tered into with any entity under this section 
unless the Office finds that such entity will 
perform its obligations under the contract 
efficiently and effectively and will meet such 
requirements as to financial responsibility, 
legal authority, and other matters as the Of-
fice finds pertinent. 

(3) PUBLICATION OF STANDARDS AND CRI-
TERIA.—The Office shall publish in the Fed-
eral Register standards and criteria for the 
efficient and effective performance of con-
tract obligations under this section, and op-
portunity shall be provided for public com-
ment prior to implementation. In estab-
lishing such standards and criteria, the Of-
fice shall provide for a system to measure an 
entity’s performance of responsibilities. 

(4) TERM.—Each contract under this sec-
tion shall be for a term of at least 1 year, and 
may be made automatically renewable from 
term to term in the absence of notice by ei-
ther party of intention to terminate at the 
end of the current term, except that the Of-
fice may terminate any such contract at any 
time (after such reasonable notice and op-
portunity for hearing to the entity involved 
as the Office may provide in regulations) if 
the Office finds that the entity has failed 
substantially to carry out the contract or is 
carrying out the contract in a manner incon-
sistent with the efficient and effective ad-
ministration of the program established by 
this Act. 

(d) TERMS OF CONTRACT.—A contract en-
tered into under this section shall include— 

(1) a description of the duties of the con-
tracting entity; 

(2) an assurance that the entity will fur-
nish to the Office such timely information 
and reports as the Office determines appro-
priate; 

(3) an assurance that the entity will main-
tain such records and afford such access 
thereto as the Office finds necessary to as-
sure the correctness and verification of the 
information and reports under paragraph (2) 
and otherwise to carry out the purposes of 
this Act; 

(4) an assurance that the entity shall com-
ply with such confidentiality and privacy 
protection guidelines and procedures as the 
Office may require; and 

(5) such other terms and conditions not in-
consistent with this section as the Office 
may find necessary or appropriate. 
SEC. 12. COORDINATION WITH SOCIAL SECURITY 

BENEFITS. 
Benefits under this Act shall, with respect 

to an individual who is entitled to benefits 
under part A of title XVIII of the Social Se-
curity Act, be offered (for use in coordina-
tion with those medicare benefits) to the 
same extent and in the same manner as if 
coverage were under chapter 89 of title 5, 
United States Code. 
SEC. 13. PUBLIC EDUCATION CAMPAIGN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this Act, 
the Office shall develop and implement an 
educational campaign to provide informa-
tion to employers and the general public 
concerning the health insurance program de-
veloped under this Act. 

(b) ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORTS.—Not later 
than 1 year and 2 years after the implemen-

tation of the campaign under subsection (a), 
the Office shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report that de-
scribes the activities of the Office under sub-
section (a), including a determination by the 
office of the percentage of employers with 
knowledge of the health benefits programs 
provided for under this Act. 

(c) PUBLIC EDUCATION CAMPAIGN.—There is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
this section, such sums as may be necessary 
for each of fiscal years 2007 and 2008. 
SEC. 14. APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Office, such sums as may be necessary in 
each fiscal year for the development and ad-
ministration of the program under this Act. 
SEC. 15. REFUNDABLE CREDIT FOR SMALL BUSI-

NESS EMPLOYEE HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE EXPENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart C of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to refundable 
credits) is amended by redesignating section 
36 as section 37 and inserting after section 35 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 36. SMALL BUSINESS EMPLOYEE HEALTH 

INSURANCE EXPENSES. 
‘‘(a) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.—In the 

case of a qualified small employer, there 
shall be allowed as a credit against the tax 
imposed by this subtitle for the taxable year 
an amount equal to the sum of— 

‘‘(1) the expense amount described in sub-
section (b), and 

‘‘(2) the expense amount described in sub-
section (c), paid by the taxpayer during the 
taxable year. 

‘‘(b) SUBSECTION (b) EXPENSE AMOUNT.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The expense amount de-
scribed in this subsection is the applicable 
percentage of the amount of qualified em-
ployee health insurance expenses of each 
qualified employee. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The applicable percent-
age is equal to— 

‘‘(i) 25 percent in the case of self-only cov-
erage, 

‘‘(ii) 35 percent in the case of family cov-
erage (as defined in section 220(c)(5)), and 

‘‘(iii) 30 percent in the case of coverage for 
two adults or one adult and one or more chil-
dren. 

‘‘(B) BONUS FOR PAYMENT OF GREATER PER-
CENTAGE OF PREMIUMS.—The applicable per-
centage otherwise specified in subparagraph 
(A) shall be increased by 5 percentage points 
for each additional 10 percent of the quali-
fied employee health insurance expenses of 
each qualified employee exceeding 60 percent 
which are paid by the qualified small em-
ployer. 

‘‘(c) SUBSECTION (c) EXPENSE AMOUNT.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The expense amount de-
scribed in this subsection is, with respect to 
the first credit year of a qualified small em-
ployer which is an eligible employer, 10 per-
cent of the qualified employee health insur-
ance expenses of each qualified employee. 

‘‘(2) FIRST CREDIT YEAR.—For purposes of 
paragraph (1), the term ‘first credit year’ 
means the taxable year which includes the 
date that the health insurance coverage to 
which the qualified employee health insur-
ance expenses relate becomes effective. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION BASED ON WAGES.— With 
respect to a qualified employee whose wages 
at an annual rate during the taxable year ex-
ceed $25,000, the percentage which would (but 
for this section) be taken into account as the 
percentage for purposes of subsection (b)(2) 
or (c)(1) for the taxable year shall be reduced 
by an amount equal to the product of such 
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percentage and the percentage that such 
qualified employee’s wages in excess of 
$25,000 bears to $5,000. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED SMALL EMPLOYER.—The 
term ‘qualified small employer’ means any 
employer (as defined in section 2(b)(2) of the 
Small Employers Health Benefits Program 
Act of 2006) which— 

‘‘(A) is a participating employer (as de-
fined in section 2(b)(5) of such Act), 

‘‘(B) pays or incurs at least 60 percent of 
the qualified employee health insurance ex-
penses of each qualified employee for self- 
only coverage, and 

‘‘(C) pays or incurs at least 50 percent of 
the qualified employee health insurance ex-
penses of each qualified employee for all 
other categories of coverage. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED EMPLOYEE HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE EXPENSES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified em-
ployee health insurance expenses’ means any 
amount paid by an employer for health in-
surance coverage under such Act to the ex-
tent such amount is attributable to coverage 
provided to any employee while such em-
ployee is a qualified employee. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR AMOUNTS PAID UNDER 
SALARY REDUCTION ARRANGEMENTS.—No 
amount paid or incurred for health insurance 
coverage pursuant to a salary reduction ar-
rangement shall be taken into account under 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED EMPLOYEE.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified em-

ployee’ means, with respect to any period, an 
employee (as defined in section 2(b)(1) of 
such Act) of an employer if the total amount 
of wages paid or incurred by such employer 
to such employee at an annual rate during 
the taxable year exceeds $5,000 but does not 
exceed $30,000. 

‘‘(ii) ANNUAL ADJUSTMENT.—For each tax-
able year after 2007, the dollar amounts spec-
ified for the preceding taxable year (after the 
application of this subparagraph) shall be in-
creased by the same percentage as the aver-
age percentage increase in premiums under 
the Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro-
gram under chapter 89 of title 5, United 
States Code for the calendar year in which 
such taxable year begins over the preceding 
calendar year. 

‘‘(B) WAGES.—The term ‘wages’ has the 
meaning given such term by section 3121(a) 
(determined without regard to any dollar 
limitation contained in such section). 

‘‘(f) CERTAIN RULES MADE APPLICABLE.— 
For purposes of this section, rules similar to 
the rules of section 52 shall apply. 

‘‘(g) CREDITS FOR NONPROFIT ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—Any credit which would be allowable 
under subsection (a) with respect to a quali-
fied small business if such qualified small 
business were not exempt from tax under 
this chapter shall be treated as a credit al-
lowable under this subpart to such qualified 
small business.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 

31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing before the period ‘‘, or from section 36 of 
such Code’’. 

(2) The table of sections for subpart C of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking the last item and inserting the fol-
lowing new items: 
‘‘Sec. 36. Small business employee health in-

surance expenses 
‘‘Sec. 37. Overpayments of tax’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2006. 

SEC. 16. EFFECTIVE DATE. 
Except as provided in section 10(e), this 

Act shall take effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act and shall apply to contracts 
that take effect with respect to calendar 
year 2007 and each calendar year thereafter. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2910. Mr. FRIST submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, to make 
available funds included in the Deficit Re-
duction Act of 2005 for the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2911. Mr. FRIST submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2912. Mr. FRIST submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2913. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr. 
SMITH) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 2899 proposed 
by Mr. KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to 
the bill S. 2320, supra. 

SA 2914. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2915. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2916. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2917. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for himself and 
Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2918. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2906 submitted by Ms. SNOWE and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2919. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2905 submitted by Ms. SNOWE and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2920. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2905 submitted by Ms. SNOWE and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2921. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2906 submitted by Ms. SNOWE and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2922. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2905 submitted by Ms. SNOWE and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2923. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for 
himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2924. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, to provide greater transparency 

in the legislative process; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 2925. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2926. Mr. CRAIG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2927. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2928. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2929. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and Mr. 
COBURN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2349, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2930. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and Mr. 
COBURN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2349, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2931. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and Mr. 
COBURN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2349, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2932. Mr. REID proposed an amendment 
to the bill S. 2349, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 2910. Mr. FRIST submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2911. Mr. FRIST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2912. Mr. FRIST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
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2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2913. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and 
Mr. SMITH) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2899 proposed by Mr. KYL (for him-
self and Mr. ENSIGN) to the bill S. 2320, 
to make available funds included in the 
Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 for the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program for fiscal year 2006, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2914. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2915. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2916. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$400,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$600,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2917. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$450,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$550,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2918. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2906 submitted by Ms. 
SNOWE and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 2320, to make available funds 
included in the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 for the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 17, and in-
sert the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$500,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2006’’. 

SA 2919. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2905 submitted by Ms. 
SNOWE and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 2320, to make available funds 
included in the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 for the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 8 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$400,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$600,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2920. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2905 submitted by Ms. 
SNOWE and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 2320, to make available funds 
included in the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 for the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 17, and in-
sert the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$450,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$550,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2006’’. 

SA 2921. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2906 submitted by Ms. 
SNOWE and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 2320, to make available funds 
included in the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 for the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 7 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 17, and in-
sert the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$400,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$600,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2006’’. 

SA 2922. Ms. SNOWE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2905 submitted by Ms. 
SNOWE and intended to be proposed to 
the bill S. 2320, to make available funds 
included in the Deficit Reduction Act 
of 2005 for the Low-Income Home En-
ergy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 1, strike line 8 and all 
that follows through page 2, line 5, and insert 
the following: 

(A) by striking ‘‘for a 1-time only obliga-
tion and expenditure’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$450,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$750,000,000 for fiscal year 2007’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$550,000,000 for fiscal year 2006’’; 

SA 2923. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 2899 proposed by Mr. 
KYL (for himself and Mr. ENSIGN) to the 
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bill S. 2320, to make available funds in-
cluded in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 2, strike lines 5 through 17, and in-
sert the following: 

(C) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Sep-

tember 30, 2007’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2006’’. 

SA 2924. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2349, to provide great-
er transparency in the legislative proc-
ess; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. HONEST SERVICES ACT OF 2006. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Honest Services Act of 2006 ’’. 

(b) HONEST SERVICES FRAUD INVOLVING 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 63 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 1351. Honest services fraud involving mem-

bers of Congress 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly and 

willfully executes, or attempts to execute, a 
scheme or artifice to defraud and deprive the 
United States, the Congress, or the constitu-
ents of a Member of Congress, of the right to 
the honest services of a Member of Congress 
by— 

‘‘(1) offering and providing to a Member of 
Congress, or an employee of a Member of 
Congress, anything of value, with the intent 
to influence the performance an official act; 
or 

‘‘(2) being a Member of Congress, or an em-
ployee of a Member of Congress, accepting 
anything of value or holding an undisclosed 
financial interest, with the intent to be in-
fluenced in performing an official act; 
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned 
not more than 20 years, or both. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) HONEST SERVICES.—The term ‘honest 

services’ includes the right to conscientious, 
loyal, faithful, disinterested, and unbiased 
service, to be performed free of deceit, undue 
influence, conflict of interest, self-enrich-
ment, self-dealing, concealment, bribery, 
fraud, and corruption. 

‘‘(2) OFFICIAL ACT.—The term ‘official 
act’— 

‘‘(A) has the meaning given that term in 
section 201(a)(3) of this title; and 

‘‘(B) includes supporting and passing legis-
lation, placing a statement in the Congres-
sional Record, participating in a meeting, 
conducting hearings, or advancing or advo-
cating for an application to obtain a con-
tract with the United States Government. 

‘‘(3) UNDISCLOSED FINANCIAL INTEREST.— 
The term ‘undisclosed financial interest’ in-
cludes any financial interest not disclosed as 
required by statute or by the Standing Rules 
of the Senate. 

‘‘(c) NO INFERENCE AND SCOPE.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to— 

‘‘(1) create any inference with respect to 
whether the conduct described in section 1351 
of this title was already a criminal or civil 
offense prior to the enactment of this sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(2) limit the scope of any existing crimi-
nal or civil offense.’’. 

(2) CHAPTER ANALYSIS.—The chapter anal-
ysis for chapter 63 of title 18, United States 
Code is amended by adding at the end, the 
following: 

‘‘1351. Honest services fraud involving 
Members of Congress.’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION FOR ADDITIONAL PER-
SONNEL TO INVESTIGATE AND PROSECUTE HON-
EST SERVICES FRAUD, BRIBERY, GRAFT, AND 
CONFLICTS OF INTEREST OFFENSES.—There 
are authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Justice, including the Public In-
tegrity Section of the Criminal Division, and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigations, 
$25,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2007, 
2008, 2009, and 2010, to increase the number of 
personnel to investigate and prosecute viola-
tions of section 1351 and sections 201, 203 
through 209, 1001, 1341, 1343, and 1346 of title 
18, United States Code, as amended by this 
section. 

SA 2925. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2349, to provide great-
er transparency in the legislative proc-
ess; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. SPOUSE LOBBYING MEMBERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 207(e) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(5) SPOUSES.—Any person who is the 
spouse of a Member of Congress and who was 
not serving as a registered lobbyist at least 
1 year prior to the election of that Member 
of Congress to Federal office or at least 1 
year prior to his or her marriage to that 
Member of Congress and who, after the elec-
tion of such Member, knowingly lobbies on 
behalf of a client for compensation any 
Member of Congress or is associated with 
any such lobbying activity by an employer of 
that spouse shall be punished as provided in 
section 216 of this title.’’. 

(b) GRANDFATHER PROVISION.—The amend-
ment made by subsection (a) shall not apply 
to any spouse of a Member of Congress serv-
ing as a registered lobbyist on the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

SA 2926. Mr. CRAIG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2349, to provide great-
er transparency in the legislative proc-
ess; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. RESTORATION TO JUDICIARY OF 

POWER TO DECIDE TRADEMARK 
AND TRADE NAME CASES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Section 1 of Article III of the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America vests 
‘‘judicial Power’’ exclusively in the courts. 
Section 2 of Article III states that this ‘‘judi-
cial Power shall extend to all Cases, in Law 
and Equity, arising under this Constitution, 
the Laws of the United States, and Trea-
ties. . .’’. In interpreting Article III of the 
Constitution, the Supreme Court in Muskrat 
v. United States defined the term ‘‘judicial 
power’’ to mean ‘‘the right to determine ac-
tual controversies arising between adverse 
litigants, duly instituted in courts of proper 
jurisdiction’’. 

(2) In 1996, a holder of a trademark reg-
istration issued by the Patent and Trade-
mark Office asserted trademark infringe-
ment and other claims in a United States 
district court against an alleged infringer. 
The plaintiff’s claims for relief were based 
upon laws and treaties of the United States, 
including the Trademark Act of 1946 (15 
U.S.C. 1051 et seq.) and the Inter-American 

Convention for Trademark and Commercial 
Protection. 

(3) In October 1998, just prior to commence-
ment of the trial, the alleged infringer pro-
cured an amendment to the Department of 
Commerce and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1999 (as contained in section 101(b) 
of division A of Public Law 105–277; 112 Stat. 
2681–88). That amendment is commonly re-
ferred to as ‘‘section 211’’ and has been of sin-
gular benefit to that defendant in the courts. 

(4) Subsections (a)(2) and (b) of section 211 
provide that ‘‘No United States court shall 
recognize, enforce, or otherwise validate any 
assertion of rights’’ of certain trademarks or 
commercial names of the type at issue in the 
litigation referred to in paragraph (2). Sub-
section (a)(1) of section 211 also rescinds the 
general authority permitting payment of the 
fees necessary for registration and renewal 
of such trademarks with the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office. 

(5) The intended and actual effect of sec-
tion 211 is to strip United States courts of 
the authority to decide the ownership and 
enforceability of such trademarks and trade 
names, including those at issue in the litiga-
tion described in paragraph (2). As a result of 
section 211, the plaintiff in the litigation was 
prevented from asserting the plaintiff’s in-
fringement claim. By preventing the pay-
ment of fees for trademark registration and 
renewal in the Patent and Trademark Office, 
section 211 also denies parties the ability to 
preserve claims of ownership in such trade-
marks pending judicial determination of en-
forcement rights. 

(6) Section 211 is not needed for the courts 
to reach equitable results with respect to the 
United States trademark and trade name 
rights of foreign nationals who have suffered 
from confiscation of their businesses at 
home. It has been the longstanding practice 
of the Federal courts to do equity in adjudi-
cating disputes involving such rights. 

(7) Repeal of section 211 is necessary and 
desirable to restore to the courts the power 
to determine the ownership and enforce-
ability of all trademarks and trade names 
and to preserve trademark registrations 
pending such determinations. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to restore to the judiciary the power to de-
cide all trademark and trade name cases 
arising under the laws and treaties of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

(c) RESTORATION OF JUDICIAL POWERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 211 of the Depart-

ment of Commerce and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 1999 (as contained in sec-
tion 101(b) of division A of Public Law 105– 
277; 112 Stat. 2681–88) is repealed. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall issue such 
regulations as are necessary to carry out the 
repeal made by paragraph (1), including re-
moving any prohibition on transactions or 
payments to which subsection (a)(1) of sec-
tion 211 of the Department of Commerce and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 
applied. 

(3) AUTHORITY OF COURTS.—United States 
courts shall have the authority to recognize, 
enforce, or otherwise validate any assertion 
of rights in any mark or trade name based on 
common law rights or registration or under 
subsection (b) or (e) of section 44 of the 
Trademark Act of 1946 (15 U.S. C. 1126 (b) or 
(e)) or based on any treaty to which the 
United States is a party. 

SA 2927. Mr. KERRY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2349, to provide great-
er transparency in the legislative proc-
ess; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1847 March 7, 2006 
At the end of the bill, add the following: 

TITLE III—CONGRESSIONAL ETHICS 
OFFICE 

SEC. 301. ESTABLISHMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL 
ETHICS OFFICE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the legislative branch an independent au-
thority to be known as the Congressional 
Ethics Office, and to be headed by a Congres-
sional Ethics Officer. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Congressional Ethics 

Officer shall be appointed in accordance with 
paragraph (2). 

(2) APPOINTMENT.—The majority leader of 
the Senate, the minority leader of the Sen-
ate, the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives, the minority leader of the House of 
Representatives, the chairman and ranking 
member of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct of the House of Representa-
tives, and the chairman and the ranking 
member of the Select Committee on Ethics 
of the Senate shall nominate the Congres-
sional Ethics Officer at the beginning of a 
Congress. The Congressional Ethics Officer 
shall be confirmed by both the Senate and 
the House of Representatives. 

(c) TERMS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Congressional Ethics 

Officer shall serve a term of 2 years and may 
be reappointed for 2 additional terms. 

(2) DEATH OR RESIGNATION.—In the case of 
the death or resignation of the Congressional 
Ethics Officer a successor shall be appointed 
in the same manner to serve the remaining 
term of that Congressional Ethics Officer. 

(d) REMOVAL.—The Congressional Ethics 
Officer may be removed only by resolution of 
the Senate or the House of Representatives. 

(e) DUTIES.—It shall be the duty of the 
Congressional Ethics Officer to— 

(1) receive requests for review of an allega-
tion described in section 302(b); 

(2) make such informal preliminary inquir-
ies in response to such a request as the Con-
gressional Ethics Officer deems to be appro-
priate; 

(3) if, as a result of those inquiries, the 
Congressional Ethics Officer determines that 
a full investigation is not warranted, submit 
a report pursuant to section 302(f); and 

(4) if, as a result of those inquiries, the 
Congressional Ethics Officer determines that 
there is probable cause, the Congressional 
Ethics Officer— 

(A) may determine a full investigation is 
warranted and conduct such investigation; 
and 

(B) shall provide a full report of the inves-
tigation which shall be available for public 
inspection to either the Select Committee on 
Ethics of the Senate or the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct of the House of 
Representatives. 

(f) COMPENSATION OF CONGRESSIONAL ETH-
ICS OFFICER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Congressional Ethics 
Officer shall be compensated at a rate equal 
to the daily equivalent of the annual rate of 
basic pay prescribed for level IV of the Exec-
utive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, 
United States Code, for each day (including 
travel time) during which he or she is en-
gaged in the performance of the duties of the 
Congressional Ethics Officer. 

(2) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—The Congressional 
Ethics Officer and members of the Congres-
sional Ethics Officer staff shall be allowed 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of 
subsistence, at rates authorized for employ-
ees of agencies under subchapter I of chapter 
57 of title 5, United States Code, while away 
from their homes or regular places of busi-
ness in the performance of services for the 
Congressional Ethics Officer. 

(g) STAFF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Congressional Ethics 
Officer may, without regard to the civil serv-
ice laws and regulations, appoint, and termi-
nate an executive director and such other ad-
ditional personnel as are necessary to enable 
the Congressional Ethics Officer to perform 
his or her duties. The staff of the Congres-
sional Ethics Office shall be nonpartisan. 

(2) STAFF COMPENSATION.—The Congres-
sional Ethics Officer may fix the compensa-
tion of the executive director and other per-
sonnel without regard to the provisions of 
chapter 51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of 
title 5, United States Code, relating to clas-
sification of positions and General Schedule 
pay rates, except that the rate of pay for the 
executive director and other personnel may 
not exceed the rate payable for level V of the 
Executive Schedule under section 5316 of 
that title. 

(3) DETAILEES.—Any Federal Government 
employee may be detailed to the Congres-
sional Ethics Officer without reimburse-
ment, and such detail shall be without inter-
ruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(4) TEMPORARY SERVICES.—The Congres-
sional Ethics Officer may procure temporary 
and intermittent services under section 
3109(b) of title 5, United States Code, at rates 
for individuals that do not exceed the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
prescribed for level V of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5316 of that title. 

(5) STAFFING.—Except at a time when addi-
tional personnel are needed to assist the 
Congressional Ethics Officer in his or her re-
view of a particular request for review under 
section 302, the total number of staff per-
sonnel employed by or detailed to the Con-
gressional Ethics Officer under this sub-
section shall not exceed 50. 

(h) INAPPLICABILITY OF THE FEDERAL ADVI-
SORY COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 
apply to the Commission. 
SEC. 302. REVIEW OF ALLEGATIONS OF MIS-

CONDUCT AND VIOLATIONS OF ETH-
ICS LAWS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section, 
the term ‘‘officer or employee of Congress’’ 
means— 

(1) an elected officer of the Senate or the 
House of Representatives who is not a mem-
ber of the Senate or the House of Represent-
atives; 

(2) an employee of the Senate or the House 
of Representatives, any committee or sub-
committee of the Senate or the House of 
Representatives, or any member of the Sen-
ate or the House of Representatives; 

(3) an employee of the Vice President if 
such employee’s compensation is disbursed 
by the Secretary of the Senate; and 

(4) an employee of a joint committee of 
Congress. 

(b) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—Any person, in-
cluding a person who is not an officer or em-
ployee of Congress, may present to the Con-
gressional Ethics Officer a request to review 
and investigate an allegation of— 

(1) improper conduct that may reflect upon 
the Senate or the House of Representatives; 

(2) a significant violation of law; 
(3) a violation of the Senate Code of Offi-

cial Conduct (rules XXXIV, XXXV, XXXVII, 
XXXVIII, XXXIX, XL, XLI, and XLII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate) or the ethics 
rules of the House of Representatives; or 

(4) a significant violation of a rule or regu-
lation of the Senate or the House of Rep-
resentatives, relating to the conduct of a 
person in the performance of his or her du-
ties as a member, officer, or employee of the 
Senate or the House of Representatives. 

(c) SWORN STATEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A request for review under 

subsection (b) shall be accompanied by a 

sworn statement, made under penalty of per-
jury under the laws of the United States, of 
facts within the personal knowledge of the 
person making the statement alleging im-
proper conduct or a violation described in 
subsection (b). 

(2) FALSE STATEMENT.—If the Congres-
sional Ethics Officer determines that any 
part of a sworn statement presented under 
paragraph (1) may have been a false state-
ment made knowingly and willfully, the Con-
gressional Ethics Officer may refer the mat-
ter to the Attorney General for prosecution. 

(d) PROTECTION FROM FRIVOLOUS 
CHARGES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any person who— 
(A) knowingly files with the Congressional 

Ethics Office a false complaint of mis-
conduct on the part of any legislator or any 
other person shall be subject to a $10,000 fine 
or the cost of the preliminary review, which-
ever is greater, and up to 1 year in prison; or 

(B) encourages another person to file a 
false complaint of misconduct on the part of 
any legislator or other person shall be sub-
ject to a $10,000 fine or the cost of the pre-
liminary review, whichever is greater, and 
up to 1 year in prison. 

(2) SUBSEQUENT COMPLAINTS.—Any person 
subject to either of the penalties in para-
graph (1) may not file a complaint with the 
Congressional Ethics Office again. 

(3) BAN ON FILINGS PRIOR TO ELECTION.—The 
Congressional Ethics Office may not accept 
charges filed in the— 

(A) 30 days prior to a primary election for 
which the Member in question is a candidate; 
and 

(B) 60 days prior to a general election for 
which the Member in question is a candidate. 

(e) SUBPOENA.—The Congressional Ethics 
officer may bring a civil action to enforce a 
subpoena only when directed to do so by the 
adoption of a resolution by the Senate or the 
House of Representatives, as appropriate. 

(f) REFERRAL OF REPORTS TO THE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON ETHICS OF THE SENATE, THE 
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CON-
DUCT OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OR 
THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—If, after making prelimi-
nary inquiries, the Congressional Ethics Offi-
cer finds probable cause that a violation of 
the ethics rules has occurred, the Congres-
sional Ethics Officer shall submit to the 
members of the Senate, members of the 
House of Representatives, and the Depart-
ment of Justice a report that— 

(A) states findings of fact made as a result 
of the inquiries; 

(B) states any conclusions that may be 
drawn with respect to whether there is sub-
stantial credible evidence that improper con-
duct or a violation of law may have oc-
curred; and 

(C) states its reasons for concluding that 
further investigation is not warranted. 

(2) NO ACTION.—After submission of a re-
port under paragraph (1), no action may be 
taken in the Senate or the House of Rep-
resentatives to impose a sanction on a per-
son who was the subject of the Congressional 
Ethics Officer’s inquiries on the basis of any 
conduct that was alleged in the request for 
review and sworn statement. 
SEC. 303. ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES. 

The Congressional Ethics Officer shall— 
(1) periodically report to Congress any 

changes to the ethics law and regulations 
governing Congress that the Congressional 
Ethics Officer determines would improve the 
investigation and enforcement of such laws 
and regulations; and 

(2) provide an annual report to Congress on 
the number of ethics complaints and a de-
scription of the ethics investigations under-
taken during the prior year. 
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SA 2928. Mr. KERRY submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2349, to provide great-
er transparency in the legislative proc-
ess; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE III—CONGRESSIONAL PENSION 

ACCOUNTABILITY 
SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Congres-
sional Pension Accountability Act’’. 
SEC. 302. DENIAL OF RETIREMENT BENEFITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8312(a) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph 
(1), by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; or’’, and by insert-
ing after paragraph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) was convicted of an offense described 
in subsection (d), to the extent provided by 
that subsection.’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A), by striking the period at the end 
of subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’, 
and by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

‘‘(C) with respect to the offenses described 
in subsection (d), to the period after the date 
of conviction.’’. 

(b) OFFENSES DESCRIBED.—Section 8312 of 
such title 5 is amended by redesignating sub-
section (d) as subsection (e), and by inserting 
after subsection (c) the following: 

‘‘(d) The offenses to which subsection (a)(3) 
applies are the following: 

‘‘(1) An offense within the purview of— 
‘‘(A) section 201 of title 18 (bribery of pub-

lic officials and witnesses); or 
‘‘(B) section 371 of title 18 (conspiracy to 

commit offense or to defraud United States), 
to the extent of any conspiracy to commit 
an act which constitutes an offense within 
the purview of such section 201. 

‘‘(2) Perjury committed under the statutes 
of the United States or the District of Co-
lumbia in falsely denying the commission of 
any act which constitutes an offense within 
the purview of a statute named by paragraph 
(1), but only in the case of the statute named 
by subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) Subornation of perjury committed in 
connection with the false denial or false tes-
timony of another individual as specified by 
paragraph (2). 
An offense shall not be considered to be an 
offense described in this subsection except if 
or to the extent that it is committed by a 
Member of Congress (as defined by section 
2106, including a Delegate to Congress).’’. 

(c) ABSENCE FROM UNITED STATES TO AVOID 
PROSECUTION.—Section 8313(a)(1) of such title 
5 is amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of 
subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘or’’, 
and by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(C) for an offense described under sub-
section (d) of section 8312; and’’. 

(d) NONACCRUAL OF INTEREST ON RE-
FUNDS.—Section 8316(b) of such title 5 is 
amended by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of para-
graph (1), by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (2) and inserting ‘‘; or’’, and by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) if the individual was convicted of an 
offense described in section 8312(d), for the 
period after the conviction.’’. 
SEC. 303. CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY. 

The Constitutional authority for this title 
is the power of Congress to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper as enu-
merated in Article I, Section 8 of the United 
States Constitution, and the power to ascer-
tain compensation for Congressional service 
under Article I, Section 6 of the United 
States Constitution. 

SA 2929. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and 
Mr. COBURN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, to provide greater trans-
parency in the legislative process; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 
SEC. 114. PROHIBITING ADVOCATING FOR EAR-

MARK IN WHICH THERE EXISTS A FI-
NANCIAL INTEREST. 

Rule XXXVII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘13. No Member of the Senate may advo-
cate to include an earmark in any bill or 
joint resolution (or an accompanying report) 
or in any conference report on a bill or joint 
resolution (including an accompanying joint 
statement of managers thereto) if the Mem-
ber has a financial interest in such ear-
mark.’’. 

SA 2930. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and 
Mr. COBURN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, to provide greater trans-
parency in the legislative process; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 5, line 21, after ‘‘hours’’ insert ‘‘or 
1 business day, whichever is longer,’’. 

On page 6, line 7, after ‘‘hours’’ insert ‘‘or 
1 business day, whichever is longer,’’. 

SA 2931. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and 
Mr. COBURN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2349, to provide greater trans-
parency in the legislative process; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 
SEC. 114. BUYING VOTES. 

Rule XXXVII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘13. No Member of the Senate shall condi-
tion the inclusion of language to provide 
funding for an earmark in any bill or joint 
resolution (or an accompanying report there-
of) or in any conference report on a bill or 
joint resolution (including an accompanying 
joint statement of managers thereto) on any 
vote cast by the Member of the Senate in 
whose State the project will be carried out.’’. 

SA 2932. Mr. REID proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2349, to pro-
vide greater transparency in the legis-
lative process; as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill add the fol-
lowing: 

TITLE III—ADDITIONAL TRANSPARENCY 
AND ENFORCEMENT 

SEC. 301. DISCLOSURE BY MEMBERS OF CON-
GRESS AND SENIOR CONGRES-
SIONAL STAFF OF EMPLOYMENT NE-
GOTIATIONS. 

(a) SENATE.—Rule XXXVII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘13. (a) A Member of the Senate shall not 
negotiate or have any arrangement con-
cerning prospective private employment if a 
conflict of interest or the appearance of a 
conflict of interest exists. 

‘‘(b)(1) An employee of the Senate earning 
in excess of 75 percent of the salary paid to 
a Senator shall notify the Committee on 
Ethics that he or she is negotiating or has 
any arrangement concerning prospective pri-
vate employment if a conflict of interest or 

the appearance of a conflict of interest may 
exist. 

‘‘(2) The disclosure and notification under 
this subparagraph shall be made within 3 
business days after the commencement of 
such negotiation or arrangement. 

‘‘(3) An employee to whom this subpara-
graph applies shall recuse himself or herself 
from any matter in which there is a conflict 
of interest for that Member or employee 
under this rule and notify the Select Com-
mittee on Ethics of such recusal. 

‘‘(c)(1) The Select Committee on Ethics 
shall develop guidelines concerning conduct 
which is covered by this paragraph. 

‘‘(2) The Select Committee on Ethics shall 
maintain a current public record of all noti-
fications received under subparagraph (a) 
and of all recusals under subparagraph (c).’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.—This section shall apply 
in lieu of section 109 of this Act. 
SEC. 302. ETHICS REVIEW OF EMPLOYMENT NE-

GOTIATIONS BY EXECUTIVE BRANCH 
OFFICIALS. 

Section 208 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)— 
(A) by inserting after ‘‘the Government of-

ficial responsible for appointment to his or 
her position’’ the following: ‘‘and the Office 
of Government Ethics’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘a written determination 
made by such official’’ and inserting ‘‘a writ-
ten determination made by the Office of 
Government Ethics, after consultation with 
such official,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘the of-
ficial responsible for the employee’s appoint-
ment, after review of’’ and inserting ‘‘the Of-
fice of Government Ethics, after consulta-
tion with the official responsible for the em-
ployee’s appointment and after review of’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (d)(1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Upon request’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘Ethics in Government 
Act of 1978.’’ and inserting ‘‘In each case in 
which the Office of Government Ethics 
makes a determination granting an exemp-
tion under subsection (b)(1) or (b)(3) to a per-
son, the Office shall, not later than 3 busi-
ness days after making such determination, 
make available to the public pursuant to the 
procedures set forth in section 105 of the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978, and pub-
lish in the Federal Register, such determina-
tion and the materials submitted by such 
person in requesting such exemption.’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the agency may withhold’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the Office of Government 
Ethics may withhold’’. 
SEC. 303. WRONGFULLY INFLUENCING A PRIVATE 

ENTITY’S EMPLOYMENT DECISIONS 
OR PRACTICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 11 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 226. Wrongfully influencing a private enti-

ty’s employment decisions by a Member of 
Congress 
‘‘Whoever, being a Senator or Representa-

tive in, or a Delegate or Resident Commis-
sioner to, the Congress or an employee of ei-
ther House of Congress, with the intent to 
influence on the basis of partisan political 
affiliation an employment decision or em-
ployment practice of any private entity— 

‘‘(1) takes or withholds, or offers or threat-
ens to take or withhold, an official act; or 

‘‘(2) influences, or offers or threatens to in-
fluence, the official act of another; 
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned 
for not more than 15 years, or both, and may 
be disqualified from holding any office of 
honor, trust, or profit under the United 
States.’’. 

(b) NO INFERENCE.—Nothing in section 226 
of title 18, United States Code, as added by 
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this section, shall be construed to create any 
inference with respect to whether the activ-
ity described in section 226 of title 18, United 
States Code, was already a criminal or civil 
offense prior to the enactment of this Act, 
including sections 201(b), 201(c), and 216 of 
title 18, United States Code. 

(c) CHAPTER ANALYSIS.—The chapter anal-
ysis for chapter 11 of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 
‘‘226. Wrongfully influencing a private enti-

ty’s employment decisions by a 
Member of Congress.’’. 

SEC. 304. BAN ON GIFTS FROM LOBBYISTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph 1(a)(2) of rule 

XXXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘This clause shall not apply to a gift from a 
lobbyist.’’. 

(b) RULES COMMITTEE REVIEW.—The Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration shall re-
view the present exceptions to the Senate 
gift rule and make recommendations to the 
Senate not later than 3 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act on eliminating 
all but those which are absolutely necessary 
to effectuate the purpose of the rule. 

(c) APPLICATION.—This section shall apply 
in lieu of section 106 of this Act. 
SEC. 305. PROHIBITION ON PRIVATELY FUNDED 

TRAVEL. 
Paragraph 2(a)(1) of rule XXXV of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate is amended by 
striking ‘‘an individual’’ and inserting ‘‘an 
organization recognized under section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
that is not affiliated with any group that 
lobbies before Congress’’. 
SEC. 306. PROHIBITING LOBBYIST ORGANIZA-

TION AND PARTICIPATION IN CON-
GRESSIONAL TRAVEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph 2 of rule 
XXXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) A Member, officer, or employee may 
not accept transportation or lodging on any 
trip sponsored by an organization recognized 
under section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 covered by this paragraph 
that is planned, organized, requested, ar-
ranged, or financed in whole, or in part by a 
lobbyist or foreign agent, or in which a lob-
byist participates. 

‘‘(h) Before a Member, officer, or employee 
may accept transportation or lodging other-
wise permissible under this paragraph from 
any person, such Member, officer, or em-
ployee shall obtain a written certification 
from such person (and provide a copy of such 
certification to the Select Committee on 
Ethics) that— 

‘‘(1) the trip was not planned, organized, 
requested, arranged, or financed in whole, or 
in part by a registered lobbyist or foreign 
agent and was not organized at the request 
of a registered lobbyist or foreign agent; 

‘‘(2) registered lobbyists will not partici-
pate in or attend the trip; and 

‘‘(3) the person did not accept, from any 
source, funds specifically earmarked for the 
purpose of financing the travel expenses. 
The Select Committee on Ethics shall make 
public information received under this sub-
paragraph as soon as possible after it is re-
ceived.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Paragraph 
2(c) of rule XXXV of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘of expenses reimbursed or 
to be reimbursed’’; 

(2) in clause (5), by striking ‘‘and’’ after 
the semicolon; 

(3) in clause (6), by striking the period and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) a description of meetings and events 

attended during such travel, except when 

disclosure of such information is deemed by 
the Member or supervisor under whose direct 
supervision the employee works to jeop-
ardize the safety of an individual or other-
wise interfere with the official duties of the 
Member, officer, or employee.’’. 

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Paragraph 2(e) 
of rule XXXV is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) The Secretary of the Senate shall 
make available to the public all advance au-
thorizations, certifications, and disclosures 
filed pursuant to subparagraphs (a) and (h) 
as soon as possible after they are received.’’. 

(d) APPLICATION.—The provisions of this 
section shall apply in addition to the re-
quirements of section 107(a). 
SEC. 307. ADDITIONAL LOBBYING DISCLOSURE 

REQUIREMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5(b) of the Lob-

bying Disclosure Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1604(b)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) a certification that the lobbying firm 
or registrant has not provided, requested, or 
directed a gift, including travel, to a Member 
or employee of Congress in violation of rule 
XXXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The require-
ments of this Act shall not apply to the ac-
tivities of any political committee described 
in section 301(4) of the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1971. 
SEC. 308. PENALTY FOR FALSE CERTIFICATION 

IN CONNECTION WITH CONGRES-
SIONAL TRAVEL. 

(a) CIVIL FINE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever makes a false 

certification in connection with the travel of 
a Member, officer, or employee of either 
House of Congress (within the meaning given 
those terms in section 207 of title 18, United 
States Code), under paragraph 2(h) of rule 
XXXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate, 
shall, upon proof of such offense by a prepon-
derance of the evidence, be subject to a civil 
fine depending on the extent and gravity of 
the violation. 

(2) MAXIMUM FINE.—The maximum fine per 
offense under this section depends on the 
number of separate trips in connection with 
which the person committed an offense 
under this subsection, as follows: 

(A) FIRST TRIP.—For each offense com-
mitted in connection with the first such trip, 
the amount of the fine shall be not more 
than $100,000 per offense. 

(B) SECOND TRIP.—For each offense com-
mitted in connection with the second such 
trip, the amount of the fine shall be not 
more than $300,000 per offense. 

(C) ANY OTHER TRIPS.—For each offense 
committed in connection with any such trip 
after the second, the amount of the fine shall 
be not more than $500,000 per offense. 

(3) ENFORCEMENT.—The Attorney General 
may bring an action in United States dis-
trict court to enforce this subsection. 

(b) CRIMINAL PENALTY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly and 

wilfully fails to comply with any provision of 
this section shall be imprisoned for not more 
than 5 years, or fined under title 18, United 
States Code, or both. 

(2) CORRUPTLY.—Whoever knowingly, 
wilfully, and corruptly fails to comply with 
any provision of this section shall be impris-
oned for not more than 10 years, or fined 
under title 18, United States Code, or both. 
SEC. 309. INCREASED CRIMINAL PENALTIES FOR 

FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH LOB-
BYING DISCLOSURE REQUIRE-
MENTS. 

Section 7 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 
1995 (2 U.S.C. 1606) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) CIVIL PENALTY.—’’ be-
fore ‘‘Whoever’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) CRIMINAL PENALTY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly and 
willfully fails to comply with any provision 
of this section shall be imprisoned for not 
more than 5 years, or fined under title 18, 
United States Code, or both. 

‘‘(2) CORRUPTLY.—Whoever knowingly, 
willfully, and corruptly fails to comply with 
any provision of this section shall be impris-
oned for not more than 10 years, or fined 
under title 18, United States Code, or both.’’. 
SEC. 310. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON CON-

FERENCE COMMITTEE PROTOCOLS. 
It is the sense of Senate that— 
(1) conference committees should hold reg-

ular, formal meetings of all conferees that 
are open to the public; 

(2) all conferees should be given adequate 
notice of the time and place of all such meet-
ings; 

(3) all conferees should be afforded an op-
portunity to participate in full and complete 
debates of the matters that such conference 
committees may recommend to their respec-
tive Houses; 

(4) all matters before a conference com-
mittee should be resolved in conference by 
votes on the public record; and 

(5) existing rules should be enforced and 
new rules adopted in the Senate to shine the 
light on special interest legislation that is 
enacted in the dead of night. 
SEC. 311. ACTUAL VOTING REQUIRED IN CON-

FERENCE COMMITTEE MEETINGS. 
Rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the 

Senate is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘8. Each Senate member of a conference 
committee shall be afforded an opportunity 
at an open meeting of the conference to vote 
on the full text of the proposed report of the 
conference.’’. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 

ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I wish to 

inform Members that the Committee 
on Small Business & Entrepreneurship 
will hold a public hearing to consider, 
‘‘The President’s fiscal year 2007 Budg-
et Request and Legislative Proposals 
for the SBA’’ on Thursday, March 9, 
2006 at 10 a.m., in room 428A Russell 
Senate Office Building. The Honorable 
Hector Barreto, SBA Administrator, 
will testify. 

The Chair urges every member to at-
tend. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL PARKS 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I would 

like to announce for the information of 
the Senate and the public that a hear-
ing has been scheduled before the Sub-
committee on National Parks. 

The hearing will be held on Tuesday, 
March 14th, at 2:30 p.m. in room SD–366 
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
view the President’s proposed budget 
for the National Park Service fiscal 
year 2007. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send two 
copies of their testimony to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, United States Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510–6150. 

For further information, please con-
tact Tom Lillie, David Szymanski, or 
Sara Zecher. 
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PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public 
that the Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations of the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs will hold a hearing on March 14, 
2006, entitled ‘‘GSA Contractors Who 
Cheat on Their Taxes and What Should 
Be Done About It.’’ The March 14 hear-
ing will be the third hearing on Federal 
contractors with unpaid tax debt. In 
February 2004, the subcommittee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘DOD Contractors 
Who Cheat on Their Taxes, which ex-
amined the IRS’ failure to collect $3 
billion in unpaid taxes owed by con-
tractors doing business with the De-
partment of Defense, DOD, and getting 
paid with taxpayer dollars. In June 
2005, the Subcommittee held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Civilian Contractors Who 
Cheat on Their Taxes’’, which identi-
fied an additional $3.3 billion in unpaid 
taxes and demonstrated that the prob-
lem of tax delinquent Federal contrac-
tors is not confined to DOD. Because of 
the potential revenue that could be col-
lected by the Federal Payment Levy 
Program from non-DOD contractors, 
the subcommittee expanded the cov-
erage of the investigation to include 
contractors at other Federal agencies 
who receive Federal contract payments 
and are delinquent in paying their 
taxes. In the continuing investigation 
of Federal contractors who do not pay 
their taxes, the subcommittee plans to 
hold a hearing on March 14 on the Gen-
eral Service Administration’s contrac-
tors who are tax delinquent. Federal 
contractors who owe taxes are still al-
lowed to do business with the Federal 
Government. The hearing will explore 
the extent to which these contractors 
are tax delinquent and what can be 
done about it. 

The subcommittee hearing is sched-
uled for Tuesday, March 14, 2006, at 9:30 
a.m. in room 342 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building. For further informa-
tion, please contact Raymond V. Shep-
herd, III, Staff Director and Chief 
Counsel to the Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on March 7, 2006, at 9:30 a.m., to 
receive testimony from combatant 
commanders on their military strategy 
and operational requirements, in re-
view of the defense authorization re-
quest for fiscal year 2007 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
March 7, 2006, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing on ‘‘Assessing the Current 
Oversight and Operation of Credit Rat-
ing Agencies.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
on Tuesday, March 7, 2006, at 10 a.m. on 
Rural Telecom. 

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

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate and on Tues-
day, March 7 at 9:30 a.m. The purpose 
of this oversight hearing is to discuss 
the goal of energy independence. 

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, March 7, 2006, at 
9:30 a.m. to hold a hearing on nomina-
tions. 

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

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006, at 10 a.m. in 
SD–430. 

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

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, March 7, 2006, to 
hear the legislative presentation of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars. The hearing 
will take place in room 216 of the Hart 
Senate Office Building at 10 a.m. 

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, March 7, 2006, at 
2:30 p.m. to hold a closed business 
meeting. 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON STRATEGIC FORCES 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Sub-

committee on Strategic Forces be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on March 7, 2006, at 2:45 
p.m., in open session to receive testi-
mony on the nuclear weapons and de-
fense environmental cleanup activities 
of the Department of Energy in review 
of the Defense authorization request 
for fiscal year 2007 and the future years 
nuclear security program. 

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

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, MARCH 
8, 2006 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand in adjournment until 9:30 a.m. on 
Wednesday, March 8. I further ask that 
following the prayer and pledge, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the time for the two leaders be 
reserved, and the Senate then proceed 
to a period of morning business for up 
to 30 minutes, with the first 15 minutes 
under the control of the majority lead-
er or his designee and the final 15 min-
utes under the control of the Demo-
cratic leader or his designee; further, 
that the Senate then resume consider-
ation of S. 2349, the lobbying reform 
bill. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 
Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, the Sen-

ate will resume consideration of the 
lobbying reform bill tomorrow. Sen-
ators who have amendments to this bill 
should be working with bill managers, 
as they are trying to expedite the 
amendment process. Senators should 
expect full days this week as we work 
toward passage of this bill. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. FRIST. If there is no further 

business to come before the Senate, I 
ask that it be in order for the Demo-
cratic leader to offer an amendment to 
the lobbying reform bill, and following 
his statement, the Senate stand in ad-
journment under the previous order. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE TRANSPARENCY 
AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 
2006—Continued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the pending business. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
A bill (S. 2349) to provide greater trans-

parency in the legislative process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2932 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2349 
(Purpose: To provide additional transparency 

in the legislative process) 
Mr. REID. I send an amendment to 

the desk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 
The assistant legislative clerk read 

as follows: 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REID] pro-

poses an amendment numbered 2932. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
the reading of the amendment be dis-
pensed with. 

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

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, when we re-
turned from the winter recess, this 
Democratic minority acted decisively 
by introducing S. 2180, which we call 
the Honest Leadership Act. We put re-
form to paper and established the base-
line for the Senate by getting 
caucuswide support for what we believe 
is a very tough and comprehensive re-
form piece of legislation. 

Much of what we worked for as a cau-
cus has now gained bipartisan support. 
I appreciate the work done by Senators 
LOTT and DODD. I appreciate the work 
done by Senators LIEBERMAN and COL-
LINS. I especially appreciate the work 
of the committee members, both 
Democrats and Republicans. 

What we have now is a molding of 
both the bill that came out of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs and the Rules Com-
mittee. That bill included a significant 
portion of the bill we introduced. I 
compliment and applaud the two com-
mittees for getting us to the point 
where we are. 

There are aspects of the reported 
bills that need to be strengthened. As 
far as these measures now before the 
Senate, we want them to be consistent 
with legislation we introduced earlier 
this year. The amendment I have of-
fered does that. 

The amendment would make a num-
ber of changes to the pending bill. It 
would prohibit sitting Members of the 
Senate and senior legislative and exec-
utive branch employees from negoti-
ating for private sector employment 
where a conflict or appearance of a 
conflict exists. 

This amendment would impose crimi-
nal penalties in order to put a stop to 
the system of what many believe is a 
system of corruption that developed 
under the so-called K Street project. 
The K Street project was a form of in-
stitutionalized corruption in which 
Members of Congress limited access to 
government offices and influence over 
policy matters, or threatened to do so, 
as a means of forcing corporations, 
trade associations, and lobbying firms 
to hire Republicans and to tilt their 
political contributions to Republicans. 
It is a pay-to-play scheme as blatant 
and arrogant as anyone has seen in 
Congress. 

This amendment increases civil and 
criminal penalties under the Lobbying 
Disclosure Act for individuals who 
knowingly and willingly file false in-
formation. 

This amendment puts an end to the 
dead-of-night legislating and the prac-

tice of shutting Members and the pub-
lic out of conference committee pro-
ceedings. 

One of our real complaints since we 
have become a minority is the major-
ity does not even go through the sham 
of holding a conference. They just 
march over in someone’s office and say: 
This is what the bill is going to be. 

That is not the way things previously 
were done. We had public meetings 
where there were debates and votes in 
public. That is what we want to be the 
future of this Senate. This amendment 
requires the conference committees 
hold regular formal open meetings and 
that each member of the conference be 
afforded an opportunity to vote on the 
full text of the bill in open session. 

This amendment prohibits all gifts 
from lobbyists, including meals. This 
amendment goes beyond simple disclo-
sure and prohibits outside interests 
who advocate before the Congress from 
paying for travel for Members and 
staff, and bans most privately funded 
travel by companies, groups, business 
associations, and other special inter-
ests that lobby Congress. There would 
be a limited exemption for travel spon-
sored by 501(c)(3) tax-exempt charities 
and educational groups that would be 
required to certify that lobbyists did 
not finance, organize, or participate in 
the travel. 

We worked hard to get this bill to the 
Senate. I hope this amendment will 
give us the bipartisan support we need 
to strengthen this legislation now be-
fore the Senate. 

I am disappointed we have heard 
today that the House Republican lead-
ers have stated that they prefer a par-
tisan approach, something different 
than we have had in the Senate to this 
point. The House Republican leaders 
have said they intend to tack regula-
tion of 527 groups onto their yet-to-be- 
seen lobbying reform bill. They also 
want to pair regulation of 527 groups 
with measures to weaken McCain-Fein-
gold laws in a way that would prin-
cipally benefit the majority. 

In fact, these are the only clear pri-
orities House Republican leaders ap-
pear to have for their bill. That is 
where the House Republicans’ narrow 
interest lies. Theirs is a partisan goal 
of changing the rules of our campaign 
finance system to hedge against the 
possibility of Republican election 
losses this fall. They think if you can-
not win under the rules, then change 
them. That is what the House Repub-
lican leaders plan. 

What we have in the Senate, to this 
point, has been bipartisan, Democrats 
and Republicans. What has been talked 
about in the House today is anti-re-
form legislation. Our Senate leaders— 
and I am directing my attention prin-
cipally to the two committees—have 
rejected this effort and, again, I con-
gratulate them for that. 

As Senator DODD so aptly put it yes-
terday, campaign finance reform is 
much larger than the narrow question 
of 527 groups. The House Republican 

leaders want to shut those down be-
cause of the perception that these 
groups benefit Democrats. But what 
about trade associations which engage 
in the same types of activities? What 
about these foundations that we have 
heard so much about lately that pay 
relatives and friends and campaign 
workers? We know these trade associa-
tions engage in activities because we 
have seen their handiwork in advertise-
ments, political advertisements for Re-
publican candidates up this cycle. They 
were also active in 2004. 

Yet the trade associations engaging 
in these activities are even less regu-
lated than 527 groups. They are not re-
quired, as 527s are, to disclose their ex-
penditures and their donors. They oper-
ate in the shadows. These groups prin-
cipally benefit Republicans. 

We also need to crack down on abuses 
of foundations, as I mentioned, and 
charities which are used by Members 
for personal gain or for campaign pur-
poses. Curiously, we do not hear Re-
publican calls to regulate any of these 
activities. 

So what Senator DODD and I say is, if 
we are going to have a debate on foun-
dations, trade associations, and 527s, 
let’s have a debate on that and not try 
to bury what we have on the floor, an 
Honest Leadership and Open Govern-
ment Act. I understand it is a way that 
the House thinks it will take this bill 
down. But as Senator DODD said, if this 
comes back from a conference and this 
is the issue, there will not be lobbying 
reform. That would be very unfair, 
wrong for this institution. 

As important as these campaign fi-
nance issues are, they are on the pe-
riphery, really, of the big issue; that is, 
how do we pay for campaigns? Is public 
financing—which some Senators be-
lieve is the right way to go—where we 
need to go? That is why a debate 
should be on campaign finance reform 
and not trying to muddle up and con-
fuse the Senate on the issue now before 
us. 

Lobbying reform, of all things, 
should not be twisted into a vehicle ex-
ploited by one party to gain electoral 
advantage. If that is a path which is 
chosen, it will be a poison pill. The leg-
islation will come down. I hope this 
does not happen. We have worked with 
Republicans so far to make sure this 
issue does not get entangled with cam-
paign finance reform, such as the pub-
lic funding of campaigns or the regula-
tion of these 527 groups. I hope we can 
continue to do that. 

This amendment is, in effect, an ef-
fort to plug the holes that were not 
placed in this legislation by the Rules 
Committee and the Homeland Security 
Committee. I hope we have a good de-
bate on this issue. This is not some-
thing that should take a long time. I 
have told the distinguished majority 
leader this is no attempt to stall this 
legislation. I have told the majority 
leader that unless there are issues out-
side of what the two committees did 
that are within their jurisdiction, we 
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have no intention of offering a myriad 
of issues we have Members clamoring 
to offer—issues on the port security 
deal, minimum wage, all kinds of 
things dealing with health care. There 
is a long list of issues we want to bring 
up as soon as possible, but we are not 
going to do it on this legislation. We 
believe this should be for lobbying re-
form. So I think it needs the good faith 
of both parties to see if we can move 
down that road. 

I have asked my caucus, if they want 
to speak on this issue, to do it as soon 
as they can, hopefully in the morning 
when we come in. It would be good if 
we could have a vote before we go to 
our respective lunches. The majority 
has a Steering Committee meeting 
every Wednesday. We have a special 
caucus tomorrow. It would be good if 
we could wrap up the vote before then. 

Mr. President, I wish everyone a good 
evening. Good night. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:13 p.m., 
adjourned until Wednesday, March 8, 
2006, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate March 7, 2006: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MICHAEL E. RANNEBERGER, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF KENYA. 

ROBERT F. GODEC, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, 
TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE REPUBLIC OF TUNISIA. 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

PHILIP D. MOELLER, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMIS-
SION FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2010, VICE PAT-
RICK HENRY WOOD III, RESIGNED. 

JON WELLINGHOFF, OF NEVADA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION FOR 
THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2008, VICE WILLIAM LLOYD 
MASSEY, TERM EXPIRED. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

RICHARD CAPKA, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE ADMINIS-
TRATOR OF THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION, 
VICE MARY E. PETERS, RESIGNED. 

CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE 

JERRY GAYLE BRIDGES, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE CHIEF FI-
NANCIAL OFFICER, CORPORATION FOR NATIONAL AND 
COMMUNITY SERVICE, VICE MICHELLE GUILLERMIN, RE-
SIGNED. 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. TIMOTHY J. WRIGHT, 0000 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be colonel 

WILLIAM M. ROGERS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

KEVIN D. BROOKS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

THOMAS L. REMPFER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

STEPHEN R. GERINGER, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

JAMES D. BONE, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

CLINTON E. ABELL, 0000 
ANTHONY L. ALEXANDER, 0000 
TROY F. ALLEY, 0000 
JEFFREY J. AUTREY, 0000 
PHILIP G. BASCOM, 0000 
ROBERT A. BELDE, 0000 
THOMAS R. BERANEK, 0000 
SHELIA D. BEVILLE, 0000 
ADITYA A. BHAGWAT, 0000 
SALLYANNE BINANTI, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER R. BISHOP, 0000 
KEITH W. BLOUNT, 0000 
JENNIFER J. BODART, 0000 
MAUREEN A. BOUSQUET, 0000 
AMY R. CARPENTER, 0000 
JOHN D. CATOE, 0000 
CARL E. CHAMPION, JR., 0000 
WAYNE L. CHAPPELLE, 0000 
GABRIELLE D. CHILDS, 0000 
GREGORY S. CHURCHILL, 0000 
BEVERLY J. COKER, 0000 
ANGELA J. P. COOEY, 0000 
DAVID D. CORDRY, 0000 
KEVIN R. COSTELLO, 0000 
DARRICK D. CUNNINGHAM, 0000 
JOSHUA W. DEVINE, 0000 
DONALD O. DIEMER, 0000 
TAM T. DINH, 0000 
JOEL R. DIXON, 0000 
MELANIE L. DRESSLER, 0000 
DAVID E. EATON, 0000 
JAMES D. EBERT, 0000 
GARTH A. ELLIOTT, 0000 
BARBARA T. EMBRY, 0000 
TIM W. FILZEN, 0000 
HOLLY D. FITZPATRICK, 0000 
SEAN K. FITZPATRICK, 0000 
MARCIO J. FLETES, 0000 
RACHEL E. FOSTER, 0000 
JOHN S. FRAZEY, 0000 
VIVIANLE B. FREEMAN, 0000 
KATHY L. FULLERTON, 0000 
MARCEL P. GARR, 0000 
DANIEL L. GLAZIER, 0000 
JOSE J. GOMEZ, 0000 
JEFFREY L. GOODIE, 0000 
MARK R. GRUBER, 0000 
JENNIFER L. GRUENWALD, 0000 
EDWIN GUZMAN, 0000 
MICHAEL G. HAINES, 0000 
VANESSA L. HALE, 0000 
RANDI L. HAMM, 0000 
JAMES F. HANSON, 0000 
JOEL R. HILL, 0000 
MICHAEL S. HOLMES, 0000 
SHERRY L. KAUFFMAN, 0000 
CANDICE A. LAGASSE, 0000 
HALLIE D. LANDRETH, 0000 
ROBERTA A. LENSKI, 0000 
JUAN C. LEON, 0000 
STEPHEN G. LONG, 0000 
TIMOTHY A. LOOMIS, 0000 
VICKI A. LUMLEY, 0000 
CHRISTIAN L. LYONS, 0000 
RYAN W. MARESH, 0000 
NICHOLAS R. MARSHALL, 0000 
THEODORE P. MASINO II, 0000 
SCOTT R. MATTES, 0000 
TEG W. MCBRIDE, 0000 
JOHN C. MCGEE, 0000 
MISTIE S. MCPADALIN, 0000 
RANDALL D. MCVAY, 0000 
NICHOLAS A. MILAZZO, 0000 
PAUL J. MILAZZO, 0000 
PHILIP E. MILLER, 0000 
CYNTHIA L. MITCHELL, 0000 
SPRING M. MYERS, 0000 
JOLENE R. NORRIS, 0000 
ALAN D. OGLE, 0000 
SUZANA OH, 0000 
MATTHEW W. OSTLER, 0000 
VANHSENG PHANTHAVONG, 0000 
TIMOTHY O. RENTZ, 0000 
RISA C. RIEPMA, 0000 
JONATHAN S. SAMS, 0000 
SHERRY J. SEAGRAM, 0000 
DEBORAH K. SIRRATT, 0000 
SOO A. SOHN, 0000 

TINA L. SOOTS, 0000 
LAURENCE W. STUDER, 0000 
TODD A. TICE, 0000 
SAMANTHA TIMM, 0000 
TRENA D. TOCHTROP, 0000 
DIANE M. TODD, 0000 
MICHAEL VALERIO, 0000 
KELLY J. VANDENBOS, 0000 
JENNIFER T. VECCHIONE, 0000 
DARNELL E. WALKER, 0000 
KENDRA J. WARNER, 0000 
RICHARD A. WEBER, 0000 
MARC D. WEISHAAR, 0000 
ANNE K. WHITIS, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

ROSALIND L. ABDULKHALIK, 0000 
JESSE ACEVEDO, 0000 
RANDALL E. ACKERMAN, 0000 
GILBERT A. ACOSTA, 0000 
MARC M. ADAIR, 0000 
CHARLES D. ADAMS, 0000 
DANIEL C. ADCOCK, 0000 
MILTON JOHN ADDISON, 0000 
RYAN J. AERNI, 0000 
JEREMY S. AGTE, 0000 
JASON T. AGUILERA, 0000 
PETER A. AGUIRRE, JR., 0000 
KRISTOPHER H. O. AHLERS, 0000 
REBECCA L. AINSLIE, 0000 
JAMES D. AKERS, 0000 
LAURIE ANN ALBARINO, 0000 
SONNYER ALBERDESTONCASTRO, 0000 
TODD J. ALDRICH, 0000 
JOSEPH R. ALKIRE II, 0000 
ANDREW L. ALLEN, 0000 
RUSSELL B. ALLEN, 0000 
ROBERT S. ALLMART, 0000 
AARON D. ALMENDINGER, 0000 
ANTONIO ALVARADO, 0000 
GRACIE C. ALVAREZ, 0000 
AIMEE C. ALVSTAD, 0000 
JOSEPH P. AMATO, 0000 
BENJAMIN D. AMBERS, 0000 
KAYLEEN M. AMERSON, 0000 
ERIC K. AMISSAH, 0000 
KELLY K. AMMON, 0000 
CAROLYN F. AMMONS, 0000 
JOHN M. AMODEO, 0000 
CHERI M. ANDERSEN, 0000 
BRIAN P. ANDERSON, 0000 
CHRISTEN V. ANDERSON, 0000 
GRETCHEN E. ANDERSON, 0000 
JOE W. ANDERSON, 0000 
KYLE G. ANDERSON, 0000 
MATTHEW P. ANDERSON, 0000 
ROBERT S. ANDERSON, 0000 
SCOTT E. ANDERSON, 0000 
TOBIN G. ANDERSON, 0000 
TORA B. ANDERSON, 0000 
CHAD W. ANNUNZIATA, 0000 
NOEMI ANTEDOMENICO, 0000 
VERONICA V. ANTEOLA, 0000 
ANTHONY F. ANTOLINE, 0000 
ERIK J. ANTON, 0000 
WILLIAM E. ANTONIUS, 0000 
JON G. APPELT, 0000 
NATHANIEL ARDS, JR., 0000 
JEREMY R. ARMAGOST, 0000 
CARL R. ARMOUR, 0000 
ROBERT ARMOUR, JR., 0000 
JASON P. ARNOLD, 0000 
MICHAEL D. ARNOLD, JR., 0000 
ORBELIN ARREOLA, 0000 
DAVID A. ARRIOLA, 0000 
WILLIAM H. ASHFORD, 0000 
DAVID M. ASHLEY, 0000 
NAOMI M. ASHWORTH, 0000 
LAMONT ATKINS, 0000 
DAVID A. ATKINSON, 0000 
MATTHEW C. ATKINSON, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. AUGERI, 0000 
ROBERT K. AULT, 0000 
ATHANASIA G. AUSTIN, 0000 
PETER G. AXTELL, 0000 
CURTIS P. AYERS IV, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER E. BACKUS, 0000 
BRYAN J. BAILEY, 0000 
KATHERINE M. BAILEY, 0000 
MICHAEL C. BAILEY, 0000 
RANDY S. BAILEY, 0000 
MATTHEW B. BAKER, 0000 
JEFFERY A. BALDWIN, 0000 
PAUL D. BALDWIN, 0000 
JEFFREY B. BANKS, 0000 
KATHARINE G. BARBER, 0000 
SEAN K. BARDEN, 0000 
TERRY R. BARENBERG, 0000 
ERNEST J. BARINGER IV, 0000 
DANIEL P. BARKER, 0000 
MARGARET A. BARKER, 0000 
AARON R. BARNES, 0000 
MATTHEW THOMAS BARNES, 0000 
WILEY L. BARNES, 0000 
ROBERT B. BARNETT, 0000 
CATHERINE V. BARRINGTON, 0000 
JOSEPH A. BARRY, 0000 
JUSTIN P. BARRY, 0000 
BRIAN C. BARTELS, 0000 
JOHN V. BARTOLI, 0000 
JASON E. BARTOLOMEI, 0000 
DERRICK Q. BARTON, 0000 
CHRISTIAN L. BASBALLE, 0000 
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ALEXANDER D. BASCO, 0000 
MELVIN E. BASKERVILLE, JR., 0000 
MATTHEW L. BAUGH, 0000 
ALAN F. BAUM, 0000 
MELEAH L. BAUMAN, 0000 
JOHN A. BAYCURA, 0000 
BRIAN O. BEALES, 0000 
TODD W. BEARD, 0000 
ROBERT C. BEARDEN, 0000 
WILLIAM W. BEATTY, 0000 
JAMES D. BEATY, 0000 
JONATHON N. BEAVERS, 0000 
JASON L. BECK, 0000 
JAMES A. BECKER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER T. BECKMAN, 0000 
JASEN J. BECKMAN, 0000 
KRISTI L. BECKMAN, 0000 
GREGG C. BEEBER, 0000 
SCOTT J. BELANGER, 0000 
LORI R. BELL, 0000 
AFIA I. BELLABELLA, 0000 
CARY M. BELMEAR, 0000 
JOHN F. BELO, 0000 
BRIAN L. BELSON, 0000 
MARSAILLUS BELTON, 0000 
MARTIN BENAVIDEZ, 0000 
FRANCIS M. BENEDICT, 0000 
ANNETTE I. BENNETT, 0000 
DAVID J. BENNETT, 0000 
JUDSON L. BENNETT III, 0000 
KYLE A. BENWITZ, 0000 
JONATHAN T. BERARDINELLI, 0000 
BERNARD L. BERCK, JR., 0000 
JENNIFER A. BERENGER, 0000 
MATTHEW R. BERG, 0000 
KEVIN S. BERGAN, 0000 
MATTHEW M. BERGGREN, 0000 
SCOTT E. BERGREN, 0000 
JOE A. BERNARDI, 0000 
GARY E. BERNBECK, 0000 
CHAD R. W. BIEHL, 0000 
CHANDLER L. BIGELOW, 0000 
GEOFFREY O. BILLINGSLEY, 0000 
JASON A. BINKS, 0000 
JAMES T. BINNS, 0000 
JULIE I. BIRT, 0000 
BENJAMIN W. BISHOP, 0000 
DANIEL P. BISHOP, 0000 
JAMES R. BISHOP, 0000 
BENJAMIN J. BJERK, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. BLACK, 0000 
KENNETH L. BLACK, 0000 
JAMES A. BLACKMAN, 0000 
SHANE M. BLACKMER, 0000 
HEATHER W. BLACKWELL, 0000 
WILLIAM T. BLADEN, 0000 
AARON M. BLAIR, 0000 
ANGIE I. BLAIR, 0000 
JOSEPH T. BLAIR, 0000 
DICK J. BLAKEMORE, 0000 
ALAN E. BLANCHARD, 0000 
MONICA M. BLAND, 0000 
EDWIN A. BLEVINS, 0000 
RONALD K. BLOME, 0000 
TARA J. BLOSE, 0000 
DARRIN T. BLUME, 0000 
BRYAN L. BOBECK, 0000 
KEVIN M. BOBLET, 0000 
TIMOTHY J. BODE, 0000 
JAMES G. BODINE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER P. BODLEY, 0000 
RANDALL D. BOERSMA, 0000 
JEFFREY W. BOGAR, 0000 
STEVEN E. BOGUE, 0000 
JOSHUA E. BOHNART, 0000 
MICHAEL B. BOND, 0000 
DENISE M. BONDS, 0000 
JAMES D. BONE, 0000 
CORINNE M. BONNER, 0000 
ERNEST L. BONNER, 0000 
ROBERT J. BONNER, 0000 
DANIEL R. BOORTZ, 0000 
WILLIAM P. BOOTH, 0000 
JASON R. BORCHERS, 0000 
PHILLIP G. BORN, 0000 
TIMOTHY J. BOS, 0000 
BRAD M. BOUDREAUX, 0000 
JONATHAN P. BOULET, 0000 
MICHAEL A. BOWLBY, 0000 
BENJAMIN L. BOYD, 0000 
DAVID J. BOYD, 0000 
MICHAEL J. BOYER, 0000 
JEFFREY D. BRACH, 0000 
KEVIN BRACKIN, 0000 
MATTHEW J. BRADLEY, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER P. BRADY, 0000 
AMANDA D. BRANDT, 0000 
MATTHEW L. BRANDT, 0000 
RICHARD W. BRANSON, 0000 
JEANNE M. BRASSEUR, 0000 
MARK F. BRAUN, 0000 
MARCUS D. BRAZELL, 0000 
JONATHON H. BREINGAN, 0000 
MAXIMILIAN K. BREMER, 0000 
MATTHEW C. BRENNER, 0000 
JAMES E. BRICKNER, 0000 
TY C. BRIDGE, 0000 
SCOTT D. BRODEUR, 0000 
DANIEL N. BROOKER, 0000 
JERRY M. BROOKS, JR., 0000 
ANTHONY T. BROWN, 0000 
BRYAN D. BROWN, 0000 
DARIN T. BROWN, 0000 
JIMMY K. BROWN, 0000 
MARK BROWN, 0000 
MATTHEW T. BROWN, 0000 
MICHAEL L. BROWN, 0000 

RICHARD KEVIN BROWN, JR., 0000 
THOMAS W. BROWN, 0000 
SEONG M. BROWNELL, 0000 
DAVID F. BRUNK, 0000 
MICHELLE R. BRUNSWICK, 0000 
SCOTT A. BRYANT, 0000 
GEORGE M. BUCH, JR., 0000 
BARTON K. BUCHANAN, 0000 
WILLIAM A. BUCKINGHAM, 0000 
MATTHEW D. BUEHLER, 0000 
WADE A. BUHLER, 0000 
THOMAS R. BULTHAUS, 0000 
JASON B. BURCH, 0000 
TRACY K. BURGE, 0000 
JAMES E. BURGESS, 0000 
KIRSTEN G. BURGESS, 0000 
DANIEL C. BURTZ, 0000 
BENJAMIN C. BUSCH, 0000 
BRETT A. BUSH, 0000 
RICHARD E. BUSH, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. BUSQUE, 0000 
JAY E. BUTTERFIELD, 0000 
ALICIA M. BUTTON, 0000 
KENNETH B. BUTTREY, 0000 
BRENT S. BYWATER, 0000 
ROLAND I. CADIZ, 0000 
ANDREW C. CAGGIANO, 0000 
JEFFREY B. CAIN, 0000 
MONIFA C. CAINES, 0000 
ANTHONY M. CALABRESE, 0000 
VERONICA J. CALLIGAN, 0000 
CASEY A. CALLISTER, 0000 
JEFFREY A. CALVERT, 0000 
ANDREW J. CAMPBELL, 0000 
CHRISTINA M. CAMPBELL, 0000 
HARRIET L. CAMPBELL, 0000 
JASON S. CAMPBELL, 0000 
KIM N. CAMPBELL, 0000 
MICHAEL J. CAMPBELL, 0000 
ROBERT H. CAMPBELL, 0000 
RYAN A. CAMPBELL, 0000 
JOSEPH L. CAMPO, 0000 
JEAN L. CAMPS, 0000 
MICHAEL T. CANCELLARE, 0000 
RODOLFO G. CANCINO, JR., 0000 
STEVEN ANDREW CANN, 0000 
APRIL J. CANTWELL, 0000 
JOHN K. CAPLINGER, 0000 
ANTHONY R. CARAGAN, 0000 
ERNESTO J. CARCAMO, 0000 
RYAN K. CARIGNAN, 0000 
BRYAN C. CARLSON, 0000 
DAVID W. CARLSON, 0000 
MICHELLE C. CARNS, 0000 
BETH ANN CARPENTER, 0000 
MARK D. CARPENTER, 0000 
ANTHONY B. CARR, 0000 
JAMES R. CARROLL, 0000 
JASON O. CARROLL, 0000 
JOHN M. CARROS, 0000 
DESMOND R. CARTER, 0000 
JEFFREY F. CARTER, 0000 
REBECCAH L. CARTER, 0000 
RICHARD D. CARTER, JR., 0000 
ARTHUR D. CARTWRIGHT, 0000 
BRUCE A. CARVER, 0000 
RICHARD P. CARVER, 0000 
ALANA R. CASANOVA, 0000 
FRANCISCO CASANOVA, 0000 
SCOTT D. CASE, 0000 
BRANDON A. CASEY, 0000 
MICHAEL J. CASEY, 0000 
DAHNYELL M. CASLOW, 0000 
JASKA T. CASON, 0000 
RACHEL CASTELLON, 0000 
TAMMIE I. CATAZARO, 0000 
CHRISTINE A. CATRIB, 0000 
SEAN ANDRE L. CELI, 0000 
JASON R. CEMINSKY, 0000 
MARSHALL F. CHALVERUS, 0000 
MARK E. CHAMBERLIN, 0000 
JAMES I. CHAMBERS, 0000 
ROBERT V. CHAMBERS, 0000 
SIU FAI JOHN CHAN, 0000 
JEAN PAUL CHAUSSE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER R. CHERRY, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER E. CHILDRESS, 0000 
JASON A. CHURCH, 0000 
MATTHEW E. CLAPP, 0000 
CHAD G. CLARK, 0000 
JASON T. CLARK, 0000 
JOSHUA D. CLARK, 0000 
MICHAEL A. CLARK, 0000 
RAFAEL C. CLARK, 0000 
SCOTT H. CLARK, 0000 
EDWARD G. CLARKE IV, 0000 
JENNIFER A. CLAVENNA, 0000 
WALTER CLAY, 0000 
DANIEL C. CLAYTON, 0000 
CHAD W. CLEMENTZ, 0000 
BRIAN M. CLIFFORD, 0000 
MARK B. CLIFFORD, 0000 
DORIS M. CLUFF, 0000 
ERIN C. CLUFF, 0000 
JESSICA L. CLUNE, 0000 
RICHARD R. COALSON, JR., 0000 
WILLIAM E. COBB, 0000 
BRADLEY L. COCHRAN, 0000 
STEVEN M. COCHRAN, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER D. CODDINGTON, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. CODY, 0000 
DANIEL J. COE, 0000 
MICHAEL A. COE, 0000 
RICHARD A. COE, 0000 
JEFFREY S. COHEN, 0000 
JOHNSTON A. COIL, 0000 
JAMIE C. COKER, 0000 

SEVERINE R. COLBORG, 0000 
CLAYTON J. COLE, 0000 
MATTHEW J. COLEMAN, 0000 
DENVER J. COLLINS, 0000 
JUSTIN K. COLLINS, 0000 
MICHAEL W. COLLINS, 0000 
ROBERTO R. COLON, 0000 
BENJAMIN D. CONDE, 0000 
AARON C. CONDEL, 0000 
SCOTT T. CONDIT, 0000 
RAY D. CONLEY, 0000 
RYAN T. CONSIE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. CONSUEGRA, 0000 
ANNEMARIE CONTRERAS, 0000 
MATHEW A. CONTRERAS, 0000 
MICHAEL J. CONWAY, 0000 
BENJAMIN M. COOK, 0000 
THOMAS A. COOK, 0000 
MARCUS L. COOLEY, 0000 
DAMON G. COON, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. COOPER, 0000 
JEFFREY B. COOPER, 0000 
JOHN D. COOPER, 0000 
OMAR F. CORAL, 0000 
CHRISTIAN P. CORNETTE, 0000 
PAUL S. CORNWELL, 0000 
MARK H. CORRAO, 0000 
EDITH I. CORREAPEREZ, 0000 
ALEX CORTES, 0000 
SEAN J. COSDEN, 0000 
LAZARO M. COSTA, JR., 0000 
DAVID R. COTE, 0000 
KEVIN COUSIN, 0000 
AMY M. COX, 0000 
JOSEPH L. COX, 0000 
CYNTHIA C. COY, 0000 
DAVID P. COYLE, 0000 
BRIAN J. COYNE, 0000 
JEFFREY C. CRAIG, JR., 0000 
GREGORY F. CRAVEN, 0000 
ADRIANNA CREECH, 0000 
CHARLES T. CREECH, 0000 
JONATHAN M. CREER, 0000 
BRIAN E. CREIGHTON, 0000 
DOUGLAS O. CREVISTON, 0000 
JERRY L. CRIGGER, JR., 0000 
MATTHEW T. CRILL, 0000 
BRIAN G. CRUZ, 0000 
MIGUEL A. CRUZ, 0000 
FELIX J. CRUZMONTANEZ, 0000 
PATRICIA A. CSANK, 0000 
JEFFREY B. CUCUEL, 0000 
MAURICE G. CULLEN, 0000 
LOUIS S. CUMMING, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. CUNNIFF, 0000 
MATTHEW T. CUNNINGHAM, 0000 
THORSTEN H. CURCIO, 0000 
SCOVILL W. CURRIN, 0000 
CAMERON M. CURRY, 0000 
ALEXANDER D. CURTIS, 0000 
ANN M. CURTIS, 0000 
BRIAN R. CUSSON, 0000 
GREGORY K. CYRUS, 0000 
JONATHAN M. DAGLEY, 0000 
LISA K. DAHL, 0000 
RYAN R. DAHL, 0000 
MICHAEL D. DAILEY, 0000 
CHADD M. DALBEC, 0000 
MARK A. DALY, 0000 
IZA Q. DAM, 0000 
MARK K. DANGER, 0000 
THOMAS D. DANIEL, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER C. DANIELS, 0000 
BART W. DARNELL, 0000 
KEVIN L. DAUGHERTY, 0000 
MICHAEL L. DAVIDE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. DAVIS, 0000 
GREGORY A. DAVIS, 0000 
JONATHAN G. DAVIS, 0000 
MATTHEW L. DAVIS, 0000 
MICHAEL N. DAVIS, 0000 
MICHAEL P. DAVIS, 0000 
EDWARD W. DAWKINS, 0000 
RICHARD O. DAY, 0000 
FREDERICK T. DEAKINS, 0000 
DARTAGNAN R. DEANDA, 0000 
JOEL R. DEBOER, 0000 
JAMES R. DEDOMINICI, 0000 
BRIAN A. DEGENNARO, 0000 
KIRK A. DEITRICH, 0000 
RAMON CARLOS P. DEJESUS, 0000 
JOHN D. DELBARRIO, 0000 
ANTONIO C. DELELLO, 0000 
KORI M. DELWICHE, 0000 
DAVID W. DENGLER, 0000 
GAVIN W. DEPEW, 0000 
ANGELA C. DEREIX, 0000 
JOHN C. L. DEREIX, 0000 
ANDREW E. DEROSA, 0000 
MICHAEL L. DEROSA, 0000 
JAMES M. DETWEILER, 0000 
SCOTT A. DEVENISH, 0000 
WENDY A. DEVENISH, 0000 
JOHN W. DEVINCENZO, 0000 
ALEXANDER F. DEVOE, 0000 
LEE S. DEWALD, JR., 0000 
BRIAN M. DEWITT, 0000 
KENNETH D. DEWLEN, 0000 
NICHOLL R. DIAL, 0000 
ANTHONY DIAZ, 0000 
CHAD DIAZ, 0000 
JOEY L. DIBLE, 0000 
RICHARD R. DICKENS, 0000 
ROY A. DIETZMAN, 0000 
JASON T. DIGIACOMO, 0000 
JOHN M. DILLARD, 0000 
JOSEPH T. DILLIS, 0000 
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DAVID M. DINES, 0000 
JOHN D. DISEBASTIAN, 0000 
JOHN C. DOBBIN, 0000 
TRAVIS G. DOKE, 0000 
BERRETT J. DOMAN, 0000 
MATTHEW R. DOMSALLA, 0000 
JACK DONAHUE, JR., 0000 
WILLIAM R. DONALDSON, 0000 
COLIN P. DONNELLY, 0000 
JEFFREY W. DONNITHORNE, 0000 
JOEL A. DOPP, 0000 
PHILIP C. DORSCH, 0000 
EURETHA T. DOTSON, 0000 
JASON D. DOTTER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. DOTUR, 0000 
BALLARD SHERRYANN DOUGLAS, 0000 
TYRONE D. DOUGLAS, 0000 
DANIEL D. DOYLE, 0000 
JAMES S. DOYLE, 0000 
MICHAEL J. DROST, 0000 
SCOTT B. DUBSKY, 0000 
BRIAN T. DUFFY, 0000 
SCOTT A. DUHAIME, 0000 
JOHN E. DUKES, JR., 0000 
CHARLES E. DUNAWAY, 0000 
JOHN C. DUNCAN, 0000 
JUSTIN H. DUNCAN, 0000 
MAURICE L. DUNN, 0000 
MICHAEL W. DUNN, 0000 
MATTHEW F. DURKIN, 0000 
BRADLEY S. DYER, 0000 
JOHN M. DYER, 0000 
JEROLD S. DYKE, 0000 
MARNITA THOMPSON EADDIE, 0000 
LEONARDUS S. EASON, 0000 
MICHAEL T. EBNER, 0000 
OCTAVIO F. ECHEVARRIA, 0000 
JASON A. ECKBERG, 0000 
BOND R. EDDY, 0000 
CHARLES E. EDDY, 0000 
CLARENCE L. EDER, 0000 
ANITA M. EDMONDS, 0000 
WILLIAM W. EDMUNDS III, 0000 
GORDON T. EDWARDS III, 0000 
MICHAEL A. EDWARDS, 0000 
ROGER EFRAIMSEN, 0000 
MITZI L. EGGER, 0000 
ERIC E. EIBE, 0000 
JASON D. EICHHORST, 0000 
JASON C. EISENREICH, 0000 
CHRISTIAN G. ELENBAUM, 0000 
JULIE ELIZABETH ELENBAUM, 0000 
SEAN R. ELLARS, 0000 
DAVID M. ELLIOTT, 0000 
JEFFREY R. ELLIOTT, 0000 
DAVID S. ELLIS, 0000 
EDWARD J. ELLIS, 0000 
HANS K. ELLISON, 0000 
DARREN L. ELLISOR, 0000 
BROCK B. EMBRY, 0000 
DENISE R. EMERY, 0000 
JOHN W. ENGLERT, 0000 
JASON R. ENGLUND, 0000 
ERIC W. ENSLEY, 0000 
KEITH R. ENSOR, 0000 
DAVID C. EPPERSON, 0000 
LISA L. A. EPPERSON, 0000 
KRISTOPHER J. EPPS, 0000 
BRIAN F. ERB, 0000 
RAYMOND R. ESCORPIZO, 0000 
JOHN F. ESHMAN, JR., 0000 
MICHELLE C. ESTES, 0000 
GIOVANNI J. ESTRADA, 0000 
MICKEY R. EVANS, 0000 
WILLIAM M. EVANS, JR., 0000 
WILLIAM W. EVANS, JR., 0000 
REESE D. EVERS, 0000 
MICHAEL J. EVON, 0000 
TODD R. EWY, 0000 
BRAD D. EYCHNER, 0000 
ERIC B. FAGERLAND, 0000 
IAN M. FAIRCHILD, 0000 
BRIAN J. FAIRWEATHER, 0000 
NOLAN T. FAJOTA, 0000 
JAWAD FAROOQ, 0000 
TIMOTHY A. FARR, 0000 
MARK T. FARRISH, 0000 
JAMES M. FAUSEY, 0000 
MATTHEW S. FEHRMAN, 0000 
PETER P. FENG, 0000 
KEVIN W. FENNO, 0000 
IAIN D. M. FERGUSON, 0000 
SONYA D. FERREIRA, 0000 
MARK A. FERRERO, 0000 
MILA L. FESLER, 0000 
MATTHEW U. FETZER, 0000 
JASON R. FICK, 0000 
JEREMY A. FIELDS, 0000 
ANTHONY S. FIGIERA, 0000 
PAUL G. FILCEK, 0000 
JAMES A. FINLAYSON, 0000 
DANIEL M. FISCHER, 0000 
QUINN R. FISCHER, 0000 
KEITH K. FISHER, 0000 
KENNETH A. FISHER, 0000 
SCOTT V. FITZNER, 0000 
RICHARD F. FLAMAND II, 0000 
JONATHON F. FLANDERS, 0000 
JASON C. FLEMING, 0000 
RANDY R. FLORES, 0000 
JAY T. FLOTTMANN, 0000 
THOMAS A. FLOWERS, 0000 
DERRICK J. FLOYD, 0000 
JOSEPH A. FLYNN, 0000 
DANIELLE D. FOLSOM, 0000 
NATHAN G. FORBES, 0000 
BRYAN P. FORD, 0000 

BENJAMIN D. FOREST, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER D. FORMAN, 0000 
BYRON P. FORMWALT, 0000 
BRET L. FORNELIUS, 0000 
MATTHEW G. FORSYTH, 0000 
ROBERT J. FOSTER, 0000 
TIMOTHY W. FOX, 0000 
DERON L. FRAILIE, 0000 
JAMES D. FRALEY, 0000 
JONATHAN J. FRAMPTON, 0000 
STEPHEN R. FRANCE, 0000 
ROBERT B. FRANCIS, 0000 
JOANN K. FRANK, 0000 
JOSEPH A. FRANKINO, 0000 
GEORGE FRANKLIN, JR., 0000 
JASON M. FRAZEE, 0000 
GLEN A. FRAZIER, 0000 
JERRY L. FRAZIER, 0000 
KARL D. FREDERICK, 0000 
TIMOTHY A. FREDERICK, JR., 0000 
JULIE A. FREEDMAN, 0000 
BRIAN K. FREEMAN, 0000 
ERIC FREEMAN, 0000 
PETER T. FREEMAN, 0000 
ROBERT M. FREES, 0000 
RAMONA D. FREIMUTH, 0000 
JOEL P. FREYENHAGEN, 0000 
LUCAS A. FRICKE, 0000 
ERIC W. FRITH, 0000 
HEATH W. FRYE, 0000 
JEFF E. FUGATE, JR., 0000 
JAMES G. FULKS, JR., 0000 
CHRISTOPHER K. FULLER, 0000 
JIMMY D. FULLER, 0000 
ALISTAIR D. FUNGE, 0000 
MICHAEL S. FURNESS, 0000 
KEVIN D. GAEU, 0000 
KRISTIN L. GALLOWAY, 0000 
DOUGLAS S. GARAVANTA, 0000 
GLENN D. GARAY, 0000 
MARC J. GARCEAU, 0000 
MARCOS GARCIA, JR., 0000 
TIMOTHY L. GARMOE, 0000 
ROGER J. GARNES, JR., 0000 
CRAIG A. GARRETT, 0000 
MICHAEL S. GARRETT, 0000 
ROBERT E. GARRISON, 0000 
CHARLES E. GATES, JR., 0000 
JOSEPH M. GATES, 0000 
ANGEL M. GAUD, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER A. GAY, 0000 
F. SELWYN GAY III, 0000 
SARAH J. GEIGER, 0000 
CLAIR M. GEISHAUSER, 0000 
KEITH S. GEMPLER, 0000 
MATTHEW T. GENELIN, 0000 
LEE G. GENTILE, JR., 0000 
STEVEN T. GEOHAGAN, 0000 
JEFFREY T. GERAGHTY, 0000 
CHANCE W. GERAY, 0000 
STEPHEN A. GERKEN, 0000 
MICHAEL S. GERNEY, 0000 
BORIS M. GERSHMAN, 0000 
WALTER D. GIBBINS, 0000 
DANE P. GIBSON, 0000 
ERIES L. GIBSON, 0000 
TODD C. GIGGY, 0000 
COLLIN S. GILBERT, 0000 
CRAIG M. GILES, 0000 
MICHELE A. GILL, 0000 
GREGORY W. GILLELAND, 0000 
RODNEY A. GILLEN, 0000 
BRADLEY C. GILLEY, 0000 
KOUJI P. GILLIS, 0000 
DAVID W. GILMORE, 0000 
BRIAN D. GILPATRICK, 0000 
JASON R. GINN, 0000 
MATTHEW J. GINNATY, 0000 
CHERYL E. GITTENS, 0000 
JON E. GIULIETTI, 0000 
FRANK J. GLAVIC, 0000 
MATTHEW G. GLEN, 0000 
JENNIFER S. GOLDTHWAITE, 0000 
JOSEPH R. GOLEMBIEWSKI, 0000 
KEVEN J. GOLLA, 0000 
CESAR GONZALEZ, 0000 
ERIC H. GONZALEZ, 0000 
FRANCISCO R. GONZALEZ, JR., 0000 
KIMBERLY A. GONZALEZ, 0000 
REYNALDO GONZALEZ, JR., 0000 
BRETT J. GOODEN, 0000 
LAURA G. GOODMAN, 0000 
MATTHEW G. GOODMAN, 0000 
MICHAEL C. GOODMAN, 0000 
RICHARD A. GOODMAN, 0000 
SCOTT A. GOODMAN, 0000 
STEVEN T. GRACE, 0000 
BRYAN L. GRADDY, 0000 
ALLEN GRADNIGO, JR., 0000 
LYMAN D. GRAHAM III, 0000 
JOHN M. GRAVER, 0000 
KEVIN C. GREEN, JR., 0000 
MARSHALL W. GREEN, 0000 
MELVIN D. GREEN III, 0000 
PATRICK W. GREENLEAF, 0000 
RICHARD I. GREENMAN, 0000 
CHADWICK D. GREER, 0000 
AIMEE N. GREGG, 0000 
NICHOLAS H. GREGOR, 0000 
KAREN J. GREGORY, 0000 
LESTER M. GREGORY, 0000 
CHAD G. GREINER, 0000 
JOHN C. GREVEN, 0000 
BRYAN T. GRIFFITH, 0000 
ANDREW C. GRIGGS, 0000 
BRENT W. GRIME, 0000 
MATTHEW M. GROLEAU, 0000 

DANIEL L. GROSS, 0000 
MATTHEW J. GROSSEN, 0000 
TERRY L. GROSSOEHMIG, 0000 
ROBERT E. GROVER, 0000 
PETER J. GRYZEN, 0000 
MARK D. GUILLORY, 0000 
JAMES R. GUMP, 0000 
CYNTHIA L. GUNDERSON, 0000 
SEAN K. GUSTAFSON, 0000 
LEE C. GUTHRIE, 0000 
BRIAN L. GYOVAI, 0000 
RYAN E. HADEN, 0000 
MARK R. HADLEY, 0000 
SHAWN D. HAGAN, 0000 
SAUL D. HAGE, 0000 
JAMES A. HAGEMAN, 0000 
ANDREA M. HAGEN, 0000 
GUY R. HAGEN, 0000 
PAUL HAJDU, 0000 
TIMOTHY D. HALE, 0000 
NOELLE D. HALL, 0000 
SHANE N. HALL, 0000 
BRENDAN L. HALLORAN, 0000 
NICHOLAS A. HALUPKA, 0000 
TODD M. HALVERSON, 0000 
BRIDGET V. HAMACHER, 0000 
SHANE J. HAMACHER, 0000 
JEFFREY A. HAMBLIN, 0000 
WILLIAM R. HAMILL, 0000 
JOHN W. HAMILTON, 0000 
PAUL T. HAMILTON, 0000 
WILLIAM H. HAMILTON III, 0000 
JAMES M. HAMMA, 0000 
DAVID K. HAMMER, 0000 
DAVID A. HAMMERSCHMIDT, 0000 
RAY C. HAMMOND, JR., 0000 
PATRICIA L. HAMRICK, 0000 
THOMAS W. HANCOCK, 0000 
MATTHEW C. HANDLEY, 0000 
RAYMOND F. HANDRICH, 0000 
GAGE E. HANDY, 0000 
TIMOTHY P. HANEY, 0000 
CHARLES D. HANKS, 0000 
CORY M. HANNA, 0000 
ROBERT L. HANOVICH, JR., 0000 
CHRISTOPHER F. HANSEN, 0000 
TRACY R. HARDISON, 0000 
BRYCE R. HARDY, 0000 
JACK F. HARMAN, 0000 
LEWIS B. HARPER, JR., 0000 
CHAD MARTIN HARRIS, 0000 
DANIEL A. HARRIS, 0000 
MICHAEL B. HARRIS, 0000 
NICHOLE M. HARRIS, 0000 
TAMMIE L. HARRIS, 0000 
DARYL D. HART, 0000 
ERIC C. HARTEN, 0000 
JOHN P. HARTIGAN III, 0000 
JAMES HARTMETZ, 0000 
STEPHEN M. HARVEY, 0000 
WILLIAM P. HARVEY, 0000 
ERIC S. HASSINGER, 0000 
TRAVIS J. HAWKER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. HAWKINS, 0000 
JOHN W. HAWKINS, JR., 0000 
BRIAN C. HAYNES, 0000 
KYLE B. HEAD, 0000 
NATHAN J. HEALY, 0000 
JEREMIAH S. HEATHMAN, 0000 
MARK D. HEDDEN, 0000 
ERIC J. HEDENBERG, 0000 
RICHELLE M. HEFLIN, 0000 
DEREK B. HEIFNER, 0000 
DAVID O. HEIST, 0000 
FRANK HELLSTERN, JR., 0000 
JEFFREY M. HEMMES, 0000 
KEITH T. HENDERLONG, 0000 
BRYAN S. HENDERSON, 0000 
RONALD E. HENDERSON, 0000 
MATTHEW S. HENRY, 0000 
TRAVIS W. HERBELIN, 0000 
KRISTIN KOBARG HERDER, 0000 
MATTHEW L. HERDER, 0000 
JOSEPH E. HERNANDEZ, 0000 
RENE D. HERNANDEZ, 0000 
TIMOTHY A. HERRITAGE, 0000 
WENDELL S. HERTZELLE, 0000 
IVAN M. HERWICK, 0000 
MICHAEL S. HESSE, 0000 
IAN R. HESTER, 0000 
JERRY R. HICKEY, 0000 
CLIFTON L. HICKS, 0000 
JAMES T. HICKS, 0000 
JOHN G. HIGBY, 0000 
MATTHEW K. HIGGINS, 0000 
PATRICK N. HILGENDORF, 0000 
DANIEL R. HILL, 0000 
ERIN R. HILLABRAND, 0000 
KRISS K. HINDERS, 0000 
MATTHEW B. HINKLE, 0000 
CRAIG W. HINKLEY, 0000 
BENJAMIN D. HINTON, 0000 
MISTY A. HITCHCOCK, 0000 
RYAN D. HOBERT, 0000 
CRAIG A. HODGES, 0000 
FREDERICK R. HOESCHLER, 0000 
PAIGE D. HOFFART, 0000 
KATHERINE F. HOFFMEYER, 0000 
MICHAEL R. HOGSED, 0000 
JASON T. HOKAJ, 0000 
JESSICA D. HOLLINGER, 0000 
FRED M. HOLLINGSWORTH, 0000 
SLOAN L. HOLLIS, 0000 
BENJAMIN A. HOLLO, 0000 
MARK A. HOLMES, 0000 
JOHN E. HOLOVICH, SR., 0000 
DAWN M. HOLRATH, 0000 
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JOHN C. HOLT, 0000 
AUSTIN LINNELL HOLTHAUS, 0000 
WILLIAM D. HOLYFIELD, 0000 
JAMES D. HOOD, 0000 
DAVID B. HOOTEN, 0000 
AARON M. HOPPER, 0000 
SCOTT M. HOPPER, 0000 
MATTHEW E. HORIN, 0000 
BETH K. HORINE, 0000 
MICHAEL G. HORLBECK, 0000 
FRANCISCO M. HORNSBY, 0000 
MICHAEL A. HOROWITZ, 0000 
MARK A. HORTON, 0000 
ERIC W. HOSAFROS, 0000 
BRANDT L. HOUSE, 0000 
ROBERT C. HOUSTON, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. HOWARD, 0000 
NATHAN R. HOWARD, 0000 
DENNIS H. HOWELL, 0000 
GASPAR B. HOWELL, 0000 
HELEN J. HOWELL, 0000 
WILLIAM J. HOWERY, 0000 
CHARLES A. HUBER, 0000 
KATHLEEN S. HUBSCHER, 0000 
RYAN J. HUCKABAY, 0000 
COLIN R. HUCKINS, 0000 
MARK L. HUDNALL, 0000 
BRIAN M. HUETHER, 0000 
FRANCIS RICHARD HUGHES, 0000 
KIRK HUGHES, 0000 
MICHAEL E. HUGHES, 0000 
ERIC M. HUISKENS, 0000 
SARA M. HUISS, 0000 
CAELI A. HULL, 0000 
JASON I. HUMBLE, 0000 
HEATHER M. HUNN, 0000 
JESSE W. HUNT, 0000 
WILLIAM H. HUNTER, 0000 
ANDREW B. HUNTOON, 0000 
KYLE R. HURWITZ, 0000 
STEPHEN H. HUTCHINSON, 0000 
PAUL A. HUTCHISON, 0000 
WAYNE R. HUTCHISON, 0000 
COURTNEY C. HUTT, 0000 
JAY E. HUTZELL, 0000 
ROSS G. IACOMINI, 0000 
PAUL R. IHRIG, 0000 
JASON A. ILG, 0000 
DAMON A. INGRAM, 0000 
DREW M. IRMISCHER, 0000 
BURNETT K. ISENBERG II, 0000 
TODD A. IVENER, 0000 
MICHELLE L. IVERY, 0000 
ANDREAS H. IX, 0000 
SWAMINATHAN B. IYER, 0000 
DENNIS E. JACK, 0000 
THEOPHILUS D. JACKMAN, 0000 
CLAYTON F. JACKSON, 0000 
DOUGLAS D. JACKSON, 0000 
HANK D. JACKSON, 0000 
PATRICK A. JACKSON, 0000 
ROBERT J. JACKSON, 0000 
SARAH E. JACKSON, 0000 
JIMMY T. JACOBSON, 0000 
JOHN M. JACOBUS, 0000 
PIOTR R. JAHOLKOWSKI, 0000 
MICHAEL L. JAMES, 0000 
MICHAEL B. JAMOOM, 0000 
STEPHANIE A. JARDINE, 0000 
KEITH A. JASMIN, 0000 
BERT B. JEAN, 0000 
COTINA R. JENKINS, 0000 
CHAD W. JENNINGS, 0000 
JAMES A. JERNIGAN, 0000 
DERYK W. JETER, 0000 
JAMES W. JETER III, 0000 
ANDREW M. JETT, 0000 
DAVID B. JOERRES, 0000 
FELIX S. JOHNFINN, 0000 
ANDRE T. JOHNSON, 0000 
ANGELA L. JOHNSON, 0000 
BRADLEY L. JOHNSON, 0000 
CARL D. JOHNSON, 0000 
DAVID A. JOHNSON, 0000 
ERIC A. JOHNSON, 0000 
GREGG S. JOHNSON, 0000 
JARED M. JOHNSON, 0000 
JASON D. JOHNSON, 0000 
KEITH C. JOHNSON, 0000 
LEIGH G. JOHNSON, 0000 
MAX E. JOHNSON, 0000 
MITCHELL R. JOHNSON, 0000 
OLIVER R. JOHNSON, JR., 0000 
SCOTT E. JOHNSON, 0000 
THOMAS E. JOHNSON, JR., 0000 
CHARLES E. JONES, 0000 
HUNTER KENT JONES, 0000 
JASON L. JONES, 0000 
JEREMY L. JONES, 0000 
KEVIN T. JONES, 0000 
MICHAEL J. JONES, 0000 
TIMOTHY L. JONES, 0000 
TIMOTHY L. JONES, 0000 
GARDNER J. JOYNER, 0000 
LORENA M. JUAREZ, 0000 
LAMONT A. JUBECK, 0000 
JENNIFER S. JUDD, 0000 
MICHAEL P. JULATON, 0000 
ANDREW L. JULSON, 0000 
NED JUNE, 0000 
BRIAN W. KABAT, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. KADALA, 0000 
THOMAS D. KANAK III, 0000 
STEVEN M. KATSARIS, 0000 
RICHARD A. KATTAU, 0000 
SONYA K. KAUFFMAN, 0000 
KENNETH R. KAUPP, 0000 

CHRISTOPHER S. KAY, 0000 
DAVID MICHAEL KAZISKA, 0000 
SEAN R. KEAVENEY, 0000 
DUSTIN D. KECK, 0000 
LOREN D. KEENAN, 0000 
JASON E. KEENEY, 0000 
RYAN P. KEENEY, 0000 
KEVIN D. KEICHER, 0000 
GEORGE R. KEITH, 0000 
STEPHANIE R. KELLEY, 0000 
IAN W. KEMP, 0000 
ALBERT A. KENNEDY, 0000 
DONALD R. KENNEDY, 0000 
KELLIE LYNN KENT, 0000 
GRAHAM G. KEPFER, 0000 
SEAN M. KERRIGAN, 0000 
DIMITRI KESI, 0000 
JANETTE D. KETCHUM, 0000 
STEVEN A. KETCHUM, 0000 
SHARIFUL M. KHAN, 0000 
KORY E. KHOURY, 0000 
ADAM J. KIEDA, 0000 
PATRICK D. KIELB, 0000 
TREVOR M. KILDARE, 0000 
KEVIN S. KIM, 0000 
TREVOR G. KIMBAL, 0000 
ROBIN D. KIMBROUGH, 0000 
MICHAEL D. KING, 0000 
RONALD J. KING, 0000 
MIA P. KINSEY, 0000 
JESSE A. KIRSTEIN, 0000 
SEAN H. KISSINGER, 0000 
CHARLES KISTLER, 0000 
BRYAN M. KITCHIN, 0000 
MICHAEL E. KLAPMEYER, 0000 
DAIN O. KLEIV, 0000 
JEFFERY W. KLEMSTINE, 0000 
RICHARD E. KLETSCHKA, 0000 
KYLE W. KLOECKNER, 0000 
ERIK J. KNAUFF, 0000 
BRIAN M. KNIGHT, 0000 
TODD T. KNIGHT, 0000 
CANYON D. KNOP, 0000 
ROBERT G. KNOWLTON, 0000 
CHADD R. KOBIELUSH, 0000 
JAMES A. KODAT, 0000 
ANDREW J. KOEGL, 0000 
KEVIN M. KOENIG, 0000 
JAY K. KOETITZ, 0000 
DAVID A. KOEWLER, 0000 
DONNA LYNN KOHOUT, 0000 
STEVEN O. KOHUT, 0000 
DALE A. KOLOMAZNIK, 0000 
THOMAS A. KOORY, 0000 
BRAD J. KORNREICH, 0000 
JOHN R. KORSEDAL IV, 0000 
KYLE R. KORVER, 0000 
JOHN M. KOS, 0000 
KEVIN R. KOTULA, 0000 
JEFFREY J. KOTZ, 0000 
MICHAEL KOWAL, 0000 
GREG W. KOZBINSKI, 0000 
TAYLOR E. KRENKEL, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER D. KRETSINGER, 0000 
STACY A. KREUZIGER, 0000 
DENNIS J. KRILL, JR., 0000 
GREGORY J. KRINO, 0000 
SEAN A. KROLIKOWSKI, 0000 
JACOB E. KROPOG, 0000 
KEVIN W. KRSUL, 0000 
JOHN S. KRUCZYNSKI, 0000 
CHERISH L. KRUTIL, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. KUDLACZ, 0000 
TIMOTHY P. KUEHNE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. KUESTER, 0000 
JEFFREY D. KUHN, 0000 
COLBY J. KUHNS, 0000 
JAE H. KWAK, 0000 
SAMUEL KWAN, 0000 
MELISSA M. LACEY, 0000 
HEATHER A. LADD, 0000 
TODD J. LAFORTUNE, 0000 
BRIAN S. LAIDLAW, 0000 
DAVID J. LAIRD, 0000 
TOM C. LAITINEN, 0000 
JEFF A. LANCOUR, 0000 
JAMES B. LANDERS, 0000 
PERRY D. LANDRUM, 0000 
FRANK P. LANDRY III, 0000 
KALLIROI LAGONIK LANDRY, 0000 
NEWSTELL LANEY, JR., 0000 
MARC A. LANGOHR, 0000 
SCOTT E. LANIS, 0000 
THOMAS S. LANKFORD, 0000 
JOHN B. LANTZ, 0000 
BRIAN P. LANZIERI, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER LAPIETRA, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. LARDNER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER LARKIN, 0000 
SCOTT G. LAROCHE, 0000 
AARON J. LAROSE, 0000 
PETER L. LARSEN, 0000 
PETER S. LASCH, 0000 
WILLIAM S. LATIMER, 0000 
OLIN O. LAU, 0000 
ANDREW S. LAUER, 0000 
RICHARD F. LAUER, 0000 
JASON E. LAUTERBACH, 0000 
JUSTIN W. LAVADOUR, 0000 
BARRY J. LAWLOR, 0000 
ANDREW G. LAWRENCE, 0000 
MICHAEL P. LAWRENCE, 0000 
PAUL R. LAWRENZ, 0000 
BRIAN W. LEBECK, 0000 
ANGELA C. LECHOWICK, 0000 
BRYAN K. LEE, 0000 
CHRISTY N. LEE, 0000 

JAMES LEE, 0000 
ROBERT A. LEE, 0000 
THOMAS LEE, 0000 
THOMAS S. LEE, 0000 
JONATHAN W. LEFFLER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. LEONARD, 0000 
NICHOLAS J. LEONELLI, 0000 
KELLY K. LEUNING, 0000 
WARDELL G. LEVY, 0000 
MATTHEW E. LEWIN, 0000 
DANIELLE M. LEWIS, 0000 
GREGORY R. LEWIS, 0000 
MARK C. LEWIS, 0000 
MICHAEL M. LEWIS, 0000 
TRAVIS W. LEWIS, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER A. LI, 0000 
CHRISTIAN F. LICHTER, 0000 
KATHERINE A. E. LILLY, 0000 
C. EVERETT LILYA, 0000 
MICHAEL E. LIM, 0000 
ANDREW W. LIND, 0000 
AARON T. LINDERMAN, 0000 
STEVEN A. LINDQUIST, 0000 
STEPHEN B. LINDSEY, 0000 
CHRISTIAN J. LINGENFELDER, 0000 
SCOTT E. LINTNER, 0000 
ANDREW J. LIPINA, 0000 
ERIC R. LIPP, 0000 
JOHN E. LITECKY, 0000 
SAMUEL A. LITTLE, 0000 
BRADLEY M. LITTLETON, 0000 
JEREMY E. LLOYD, 0000 
ANDRE M. LOBO, 0000 
JOHN C. LOFTON III, 0000 
LUKE S. LOKOWICH, 0000 
HOWARD S. LOLLER, 0000 
FRANCES K. LOMINACK, 0000 
JASON T. LONG, 0000 
JESSE R. LONG, 0000 
MARK L. LONG, 0000 
MATTHEW J. LONG, 0000 
ROBERT A. LONG, 0000 
ROBERT F. LONG, 0000 
VALARIE A. LONG, 0000 
DAVE A. LOPEZ, 0000 
GABRIEL N. LOPEZ, 0000 
HECTOR G. LOPEZ, 0000 
JASON B. LOTT, 0000 
CHARLES T. LOVE, JR., 0000 
JAMES R. LOVEWELL, 0000 
TAMMY K. C. LOW, 0000 
DONALD C. LOWE, 0000 
GREGORY B. LOWE, 0000 
KATE W. LOWE, 0000 
SEAN E. LOWE, 0000 
WILLIAM E. LOWERY, 0000 
JAMES C. LOZIER, 0000 
TIMOTHY M. LUCAS, 0000 
AARON P. LUMPKIN, 0000 
MICHAEL J. LUTERZO, 0000 
ALEJANDRO LUYANDO III, 0000 
JESSICA M. LUYANDO, 0000 
ROB S. LUZADER, 0000 
BONAR A. LUZEY, 0000 
ROBERT E. LYMAN, 0000 
PHILIP W. LYNCH, 0000 
SCOTT D. LYNCH, 0000 
SHARON I. LYNN, 0000 
DAVID C. LYONS, 0000 
HEATHER A. LYONS, 0000 
RICHARD R. I. MACALINO, 0000 
JAMES C. MACH, JR., 0000 
JANIS L. MACK, 0000 
RICHARD R. MADER, 0000 
SHAD E. MAGANN, 0000 
LISA J. MAHON, 0000 
KENNETH P. MAIN, 0000 
MICHAEL S. MAKSIMOWICZ, 0000 
CALEB ANDREW MALCOLM, 0000 
ROGELIO MALDONADO, JR., 0000 
JAMES L. MALEC, JR., 0000 
MARSHALL G. MALHIOT, 0000 
LEO P. MANAHL, 0000 
DANIEL J. MANGAN, 0000 
RUSTIN K. MANGUM, 0000 
IAN R. MANIRE, 0000 
JAMES R. MANSARD, 0000 
PATRICK J. MANTEUFEL, 0000 
GEDEON H. MARIAM, 0000 
JASON E. MARINO, 0000 
ERIN M. MARKWITH, 0000 
LOUIS J. MARNELL III, 0000 
NICHOLAS J. MAROTTA, 0000 
EDWARD F. MARQUEZ, JR., 0000 
ROBERT L. MARSH, 0000 
JOHN J. MARSHALL, 0000 
RALPH D. MARSHALL II, 0000 
WILLIAM L. MARSHALL, 0000 
ANDREW L. MARTIN, 0000 
ANDREW P. MARTIN, 0000 
DOMINICK J. MARTIN, 0000 
JASON S. MARTIN, 0000 
JIM E. MARTIN, 0000 
KEVIN C. MARTIN, 0000 
KYLE R. MARTIN, 0000 
WILLIAM R. MARTIN II, 0000 
ALFRED R. MARTINEZ, 0000 
MELCHIZEDEK T. MARTINEZ, 0000 
RAUL MARTINEZ, 0000 
RENE A. MARTINEZ, 0000 
RUBEN MARTINEZ, 0000 
DEREK P. MARVEL, 0000 
JASON L. MASCIULLI, 0000 
ROBERT L. MASON, JR., 0000 
CONNIE M. MASSEY, 0000 
BRADFORD J. MATE, 0000 
STEVEN S. MATHIS, 0000 
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THOMAS S. MATHIS, 0000 
PEDRO ENRIQUE MATOS, 0000 
CHARLES P. MATTINGLY, 0000 
JASON M. MATYAS, 0000 
CHRISTINE MAU, 0000 
JAMES E. MAUNZ, 0000 
MELVIN E. MAXWELL, JR., 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. MAY, 0000 
DAVID J. MAY, 0000 
DAVID W. MAY, 0000 
MARLYS M. MAY, 0000 
MICHAEL S. MAY, 0000 
PAUL J. MAYKISH, 0000 
MIKE MCALEENAN, 0000 
MATTHEW W. MCANDREW, 0000 
ROBERT K. MCCABE, 0000 
WILLIAM E. MCCALLISTER, 0000 
ROBERT F. MCCALLUM, 0000 
RICKEY G. MCCANN, JR., 0000 
KEVIN P. MCCARTHY, 0000 
RONALD D. MCCARTY, 0000 
DAVID M. MCCOY, 0000 
GARRETT E. MCCOY, 0000 
MICHAEL T. MCCOY, 0000 
SCOTT A. MCCOY, 0000 
NEIL P. MCCRACKEN, 0000 
PAUL G. MCCROSKEY II, 0000 
RICHARD A. MCCURDY, 0000 
JASON D. MCCURRY, 0000 
DOUGLAS B. MCDANIEL, 0000 
ERIN S. MCDONALD, 0000 
JAYSON M. MCDONALD, 0000 
CHARLES A. MCELVAINE, 0000 
VIVIAN R. K. MCFEETERS, 0000 
SHAWN P. MCGHEE, 0000 
RICHARD E. MCGLAMORY, 0000 
JAMES S. MCGREW, 0000 
SCOTT E. MCINTOSH, 0000 
MICHAEL J. MCKEE, 0000 
DANIEL J. MCKELLER, 0000 
THOMAS P. MCKINNIS, 0000 
DANIEL J. MCLAGAN, 0000 
MARJORIE K. W. MCLAGAN, 0000 
WILBURN B. MCLAMB, 0000 
SUZANNE G. MCLAUGHLIN, 0000 
RICHARD F. MCMULLEN, 0000 
SCOTT A. MEAKIN, 0000 
JEFFREY S. MEANS, 0000 
GARY W. MEARS, 0000 
JOSEPH J. MEAUX III, 0000 
JASON R. MEDINA, 0000 
ERIN P. MEINDERS, 0000 
ROBERT J. MEISTER, 0000 
ESPIRITO D. MELLER, 0000 
APRIL D. MENCH, 0000 
RICHARD MICHAEL MENCH, JR., 0000 
EDWARD V. MENDONES, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER MERCENDETTI, 0000 
DONALD E. MERCER, 0000 
GLEN A. MERCIER, 0000 
LARRY D. MERCIER, JR., 0000 
ROGER R. MESSER, 0000 
WILLIAM M. B. METZ, 0000 
HEATHER K. MEYER, 0000 
JOSEPH R. MEYER, 0000 
TRINIDAD K. MEZA, 0000 
ALARIC T. MICHAELIS, 0000 
MATTHEW E. MIDDLETON, 0000 
THAD R. MIDDLETON, 0000 
MICHAEL V. MILEY, 0000 
DOUGLAS R. MILLER, 0000 
KENNETH J. MILLER, 0000 
MARC A. MILLER, 0000 
WENDY J. MILLER, 0000 
DAVID MILLS, 0000 
JASON T. MILLS, 0000 
DAVID M. MILNER, 0000 
KYLE A. MINARIK, 0000 
SCOTT C. MINAS, 0000 
ANTHONY MINCER, 0000 
DWIGHT D. MINNICK, 0000 
KEVIN V. MINOR, 0000 
ANTHONY L. MIRANDA, 0000 
HEATHER L. MITCHELL, 0000 
MORGAN W. MITCHELL, 0000 
MIRCEA A. MITRAN, 0000 
CRAIG D. MOE, 0000 
SHANE M. MOLOSKY, 0000 
SEAN R. MONTEIRO, 0000 
JEFF RYAN MONTGOMERY, 0000 
MELISSA MOONBROWN, 0000 
JASON R. MOONEY, 0000 
APRIL A. MOORE, 0000 
BRIAN D. MOORE, 0000 
CRAIG A. MOORE, 0000 
EUGENE A. MOORE III, 0000 
SUZANNA J. MOORE, 0000 
ANTONIO J. MORALES, 0000 
JANELLE S. MORAN, 0000 
CHARLES F. MORGAN, 0000 
DAVID E. MORGAN, 0000 
ERIC E. MORGAN, 0000 
STEVEN W. MORITZ, 0000 
MICHAEL C. MORMAN, 0000 
ROSS C. MORRELL, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER B. MORRIS, 0000 
JASON L. MORRIS, 0000 
MARC O. MORRIS, 0000 
DANIEL A. MORRISEY, 0000 
MATTHEW B. MORRISON, 0000 
SANDRA R. MORROW, 0000 
MICHAEL D. MOWRY, 0000 
LEON H. MUELLER, JR., 0000 
RICHARD D. MUERLE, 0000 
GERALD C. MULHOLLEN, JR., 0000 
JUSTIN A. MULKEY, 0000 
GREGORY M. MULLER, 0000 

DERCK J. MULLIN, 0000 
KENNETH D. MULLINS, 0000 
BRIAN R. MULLOY, 0000 
ANTONIO MUNOZ, JR., 0000 
MONTE T. MUNOZ, 0000 
DANIEL J. MUNTER, 0000 
DIZZY B. MURPHY, 0000 
ERIC M. MURPHY, 0000 
TAMARA C. MURPHY, 0000 
JESSE L. MURRAY, 0000 
SCOTT M. MURRAY, 0000 
YIRA Y. MUSE, 0000 
DARRELL A. MYERS, 0000 
DERON R. MYERS, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. NAGY, 0000 
ANTHONY M. NANCE, 0000 
JOSH D. NASSEF, 0000 
TODD A. NATHANIEL, 0000 
KEVIN R. NATIONS, 0000 
GUY A. NAVARRO, JR., 0000 
RANDY S. NAYLOR, 0000 
JULIO A. NEGRON, 0000 
BRYAN PAUL NELSON, 0000 
JEFFREY W. NELSON, 0000 
KEITH L. NELSON, 0000 
MICHAEL A. NELSON, JR., 0000 
MICHAEL L. NELSON, 0000 
TRAVIS C. NELSON, 0000 
MARK C. NEMISH, 0000 
VICTORIA L. NEMMERS, 0000 
JOHN W. NEPTUNE, 0000 
TODD J. NERLIN, 0000 
DAVID A. NEWBERRY, 0000 
STUART WESTON NEWBERRY, 0000 
JOHN P. NEWBILL, 0000 
CUONG T. NGUYEN, 0000 
TINA H. NGUYEN, 0000 
TUAN A. NGUYEN, 0000 
MARCUS W. NICHOLS, 0000 
THOMAS A. NIDAY, 0000 
JASON R. NIELSEN, 0000 
CRAIG M. NIEMAN, 0000 
ALBERT NIEVES, 0000 
ROSE M. NIKOVITS, 0000 
GREGORY W. NITA, 0000 
MICHAEL A. NOCHE, 0000 
MICAH NODINE, 0000 
MICHAEL S. NOLAN, 0000 
JOEL C. NONNWEILER, 0000 
AARON G. NORRIS, 0000 
BRIAN P. NOWINSKI, 0000 
LEO M. NOYES, 0000 
JEREMY B. NYGREN, 0000 
ROBERT K. OAKES III, 0000 
ROY H. OBERHAUS, 0000 
WILLIAM P. OBRIEN, 0000 
BRIAN D. OCONNELL, 0000 
ROBERT N. ODOM, 0000 
HUGH M. ODONNELL, 0000 
WILLIAM J. ODONNELL III, 0000 
DEVIN O. ODOWD, 0000 
FRANK C. OFEARNA, 0000 
TIMOTHY R. OHARA, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. OHLMEYER, 0000 
MATTHEW S. OHORO, 0000 
MICHELE J. OLSEN, 0000 
JOSHUA M. OLSON, 0000 
MATTHEW L. OLSON, 0000 
ELIZABETH A. OMALLEY, 0000 
SCOTT A. OMALLEY, 0000 
BRIAN P. ONEILL, 0000 
RICHARD M. OPERHALL, 0000 
MATTHEW M. ORLOWSKY, 0000 
PATRICK J. OROURKE, 0000 
SCOTT A. ORR, 0000 
DAVID L. ORSCHELL, 0000 
JAY A. ORSON, 0000 
STEVEN H. OSBORNE, 0000 
ENRIQUE A. OTI, 0000 
NATHANIEL B. OTT, 0000 
NOAH M. OVIEDO, 0000 
DAVID B. OWEN, 0000 
JAMES P. OWEN, 0000 
JOSHUA G. PADGETT, 0000 
MILKO R. PADILLA, 0000 
DAVID A. PAFFORD, 0000 
THOMAS P. PAGANO, 0000 
KIRK G. PALMBERG, 0000 
TIMOTHY C. PALMER, 0000 
DAMIAN D. PANAJIA, 0000 
DAVID A. PAPINEAU, 0000 
JASON C. PARAISO, 0000 
ROBERT M. PARKER, 0000 
TARA S. PARKER, 0000 
MICHAEL B. PARKS, 0000 
RUSSELL L. PARRAMORE, 0000 
RAYMOND G. PARTLOW, 0000 
YORK W. PASANEN, 0000 
WILLIAM P. PASTEWAIT, 0000 
ANDREW H. PATE, 0000 
KAREN STEWART PATRICK, 0000 
DAVID K. PATTERSON, 0000 
DAVID S. PATTERSON, 0000 
TRACY W. PATTERSON, 0000 
DOUGLAS C. PATTON, 0000 
JEFFREY M. PAUL, 0000 
JASON P. PAVELSCHAK, 0000 
AERICK G. PAXTON, 0000 
BRIAN C. PAYNE, 0000 
HERMAN M. PAYNE, 0000 
ROBERT E. PEACOCK, 0000 
GEORGE A. PEASANT, 0000 
DAVID R. PECK, 0000 
KENNETH E. PEDERSEN, 0000 
HARLAND F. PEELLE, 0000 
BRIAN R. PEETE, 0000 
ROBERT K. PEKAREK, 0000 

ANTHONY J. PELKINGTON, 0000 
DANIEL T. PEMPEL, 0000 
DAVID PENA, 0000 
AARON D. PEPKOWITZ, 0000 
DAVID P. PEPPER, 0000 
JEFFREY D. PERCY, 0000 
MATTHEW J. PERE, 0000 
ELEANOR S. PEREDO, 0000 
VICTOR M. PEREIRA, 0000 
TODD J. PERLMAN, 0000 
ADAM D. PERRY, 0000 
EDWARD C. PETERS, 0000 
MARK T. PETERS II, 0000 
KEVIN M. PETERSON, 0000 
CAREY E. PETIT, 0000 
PHILLIP A. PETRO, 0000 
STEPHEN H. PEUTE, 0000 
DAVID A. PFAHLER, 0000 
AUDREY G. PFINGSTON, 0000 
STEVEN A. PHELPS, 0000 
STEPHEN PHILLIPS, 0000 
JOSHUA J. PICCIRILLO, 0000 
DAMIEN F. PICKART, 0000 
GREGORY B. PICKETTE, 0000 
PATRICIA Y. PIE, 0000 
JULIANNA W. PIEPKORN, 0000 
ORRIN C. PIERCE, 0000 
JOHN M. PILONG, 0000 
STEPHEN J. PINCHAK, 0000 
DAVID L. PITTNER, 0000 
KIRSTIN L. PLAGGE, 0000 
DAVID M. PLAVAN, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. PLOURDE, 0000 
LYNN LOUISE PLUNKETT, 0000 
JAMES A. W. POINTER, 0000 
JOHN F. POLKOWSKI, 0000 
RYAN D. PONTIUS, 0000 
JOHN A. PORCHE, 0000 
TIMOTHY W. PORTER, 0000 
JEREMY P. POTVIN, 0000 
GARRET L. POVAR, 0000 
LEBERT T. POWELL, 0000 
ORVAL A. POWELL, 0000 
JENNIFER A. PRAHL, 0000 
MICHAEL A. PRATT, 0000 
SHELLY PRESCOD, 0000 
ADAM G. PRICE, 0000 
JAMES W. PRICE, 0000 
LEE W. PRICE, 0000 
JOHN K. PRINGLE, 0000 
DANIEL W. PRITT, 0000 
JOHN L. PROIETTI, 0000 
JEREMY E. PROVENZANO, 0000 
MELISSA D. PRUCE, 0000 
ANDRE R. PRUDE, 0000 
ROBERT A. PRUSSAK, 0000 
DAVID R. PRYOR, 0000 
MICHELLE L. PRYOR, 0000 
SCOTT GRAYSON PUTNAM, 0000 
DINA L. QUANICO, 0000 
JEFFREY M. QUEEN, 0000 
EDUARDO A. QUERO, 0000 
STEVEN L. QUICK, 0000 
ERIK N. QUIGLEY, 0000 
CARLOS A. QUINONES, 0000 
MICHAEL J. RADERMACHER, 0000 
DANIEL C. RADICK, 0000 
JASON J. RAFFERTY, 0000 
MICHAEL J. RAFFERTY II, 0000 
BRETT J. RAFTERY, 0000 
JEREMY A. RALEY, 0000 
ALEXANDER P. RALSTON, 0000 
MICHAEL K. RAMBO, 0000 
ABEL RAMOS, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER R. RANDALL, 0000 
MARQUS D. RANDALL, 0000 
ROBERT W. RANDALL, 0000 
ERIK J. RANKE, 0000 
JAMES R. RAPALLO, JR., 0000 
MICHAEL C. RASBACH, 0000 
DAVID A. RATCLIFFE, 0000 
DAVID E. RAYMAN, 0000 
TRISHA B. RAYNOHA, 0000 
BRADLEY D. READNOUR, 0000 
DANIEL J. REBECKY, 0000 
AMANDA E. REDASH, 0000 
BRYAN K. REDASH, 0000 
CARRIE E. REDD, 0000 
PETER S. REDDAN, 0000 
EDWARD J. REDER, 0000 
BRIAN L. REECE, 0000 
JENNIFER K. REED, 0000 
JERRY P. REEDY, 0000 
KURT N. REGLING, 0000 
CHRIS E. REICHARDT, 0000 
ROBERT B. REID, 0000 
PATRICK G. REIMER, 0000 
ROBERT D. REIMER, 0000 
JOEL A. REINER, 0000 
CARRIE A. REINHARDT, 0000 
DOUGLAS C. REISING, 0000 
JASON M. REPAK, 0000 
JASON SANCHEZ RESLEY, 0000 
FRANK N. REYES, 0000 
GERARDO REYES, 0000 
RAMSAMOOJ J. REYES, 0000 
DAVID C. J. RHOADES, 0000 
KEVIN R. RHODES, 0000 
PATRICIA L. RHODES, 0000 
STEPHEN E. RHODES, 0000 
GILBERT A. RIBONI, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. RICE, 0000 
ROBERT M. RICH, 0000 
MICHAEL F. RICHARDS II, 0000 
MARK D. RICHEY, 0000 
MICHAEL D. RICHMOND, 0000 
MARK J. RICHTER, 0000 
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JEROD G. RICK, 0000 
LESLIE P. RICK, 0000 
DAVID A. RICKARDS, 0000 
KEVIN S. RICKMAN, 0000 
JUSTIN A. RIDDLE, 0000 
MICHAEL A. RIDER, JR., 0000 
SCOTT W. RIDER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. RIGGEN, 0000 
BRIAN L. RIGGS, 0000 
JONATHAN D. RITSCHEL, 0000 
TAMIKO L. RITSCHEL, 0000 
KEVIN A. RIVERO, 0000 
WILLIAM E. ROACH, 0000 
ROBERT R. ROBB, 0000 
JEFFERY L. ROBERTS, 0000 
JOHN C. ROBERTS, 0000 
CLAYTON E. ROBINSON, 0000 
DAVID H. ROBINSON, 0000 
FORD M. ROBINSON, 0000 
JOHN D. ROCHE, 0000 
ERIC J. ROCKHOLD, 0000 
ROY V. ROCKWELL, 0000 
JAIME A. RODRIGUEZ, 0000 
JUNE F. RODRIGUEZ, 0000 
JEANNIE A. ROELLICH, 0000 
CHAD A. ROGERS, 0000 
THOMAS C. ROGERS, 0000 
WILLIAM S. ROGERS, 0000 
DANIEL S. ROHLINGER, 0000 
JONATHAN M. ROMAINE, 0000 
GEOFFREY J. ROMANOWICZ, 0000 
RICHARD J. ROMANSKI, 0000 
JOSEPH C. ROMEO, 0000 
DANIEL T. RONNEBERG, 0000 
ETIENNE G. ROSAMONT, 0000 
PEDRO L. ROSARIO, 0000 
DAVID M. ROSS, 0000 
DINAH L. ROSS, 0000 
JAMES F. ROSS, JR., 0000 
JOSEPH J. ROTH, 0000 
FRANCOIS H. ROY II, 0000 
JONATHAN S. ROYER, 0000 
DANIEL J. RUBERA, 0000 
JOSEPH D. RUCKER, 0000 
WALTER D. RUDD, 0000 
JASON M. RUESCHHOFF, 0000 
JASON M. RULO, 0000 
ABIGAIL L. RUSCETTA, 0000 
ANDREW W. RUSH, 0000 
CAMERON H. RUSS, 0000 
DOUGLAS S. RUSSELL, 0000 
ROBERT V. RUSSELL, 0000 
RUSSELL J. RUTAN, 0000 
CHAD E. C. RYTHER, 0000 
DENNIS M. SABATINO, 0000 
JOSEF E. SABLATURA, 0000 
JEFFREY A. SALEM, 0000 
KELLY M. SAMS, 0000 
PETER A. L. SANDNESS, 0000 
MARK A. SANDOR, 0000 
JOSEPH D. SANDUK, 0000 
RAMIRO C. SANTOYO III, 0000 
DANIEL M. SAUCER, 0000 
MARCUS P. SAULEY, 0000 
LYNN E. SAVAGE, 0000 
MICHAEL A. SAVILLE, 0000 
GORDON D. SAWSER, 0000 
MICHAEL M. SAX, 0000 
ERIC D. SCHARNOWSKI, 0000 
JOHN J. SCHAUERS IV, 0000 
JAIMESON D. SCHEBEL, 0000 
TRAVIS J. SCHEEL, 0000 
STEPHEN L. SCHEIN, 0000 
NICOLAS J. SCHINDELER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER G. SCHLAK, 0000 
JAMES C. SCHMEHL, 0000 
SHANNON L. SCHNEIDER, 0000 
MATTHEW A. SCHNOOR, 0000 
DONALD E. SCHOFIELD II, 0000 
RICHARD G. SCHOGGINS, 0000 
PETER W. SCHOLL, 0000 
HENRY C. SCHOTT, JR., 0000 
MARK A. SCHULMAN, 0000 
MAUREEN A. SCHUMANN, 0000 
LAWRENCE J. SCHUTZ, 0000 
NATHAN C. SCOPAC, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. SCOTT, 0000 
DAVID A. SCOTT, 0000 
JOHN DANIEL SCOTT II, 0000 
JUSTIN T. SCOTT, 0000 
YEHODI SCOTT, 0000 
JOSEPH R. SCROGGINS, 0000 
BARRY R. SECREST, 0000 
GEORGE A. SEFZIK, 0000 
TIMOTHY F. SEHNEM, 0000 
DAVID C. SEITZ, 0000 
DAVID L. SEITZ, 0000 
JASON T. SELF, 0000 
PETER A. SELKEY, JR., 0000 
JAMES D. SELLNOW, 0000 
CHRISTIAN A. SENN, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER SENSENEY, 0000 
SHAWN A. SERFASS, 0000 
MARIO A. SERNA, 0000 
JASON R. SETTLE, 0000 
JOHN M. SEVIER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER A. SEYMORE, 0000 
DEVIN L. SHANKS, 0000 
JOHN G. SHAPLEIGH, 0000 
GRANT BROOKE SHARPE, 0000 
JOSEPH L. SHEFFIELD, 0000 
JEROMIE K. SHELDON, 0000 
MICHAEL S. SHELDON, 0000 
SAMANTHA L. SHELTON, 0000 
VINCE P. SHELTON, 0000 
FRED S. SHEPHERD, 0000 
MICHAEL R. SHEPHERD, 0000 

CHRISTOPHER J. SHIELDS, 0000 
EILEEN M. SHIELDS, 0000 
MARK A. SHOEMAKER, 0000 
ERIC M. SHONTZ, 0000 
DAVID R. SHORT, 0000 
MELINDA A. SHORTEN, 0000 
JON L. SHUMATE, 0000 
JOSEPH P. SIBERSKI, 0000 
TRACEY E. SILFIES, 0000 
JAMEY P. SILLENCE, 0000 
CHAD A. SILVA, 0000 
MATTHEW M. SIMMONS, 0000 
TIMOTHY J. SIMMONS, 0000 
CHRISTIAN G. SIMMS, 0000 
STEVEN A. SIMONE, 0000 
EDWARD H. SIMPSON, 0000 
RYAN K. SIMPSON, 0000 
SANJIT SINGH, 0000 
JAMY L. SIRMANS, 0000 
KENNETH SHELBERT SITLER, 0000 
KEVIN L. SITLER, 0000 
TRAVIS D. SJOSTEDT, 0000 
KELLY A. SKALKO, 0000 
JAMES D. SKELTON, 0000 
WILLIAM W. SKINNER III, 0000 
ERIC W. SKIPPER, 0000 
PAUL M. SKIPWORTH, 0000 
DAVID M. SLAYDON, 0000 
MARK ROBERT SLOAN, 0000 
DAVID W. SMALL, 0000 
PIERRE R. SMIT, 0000 
ALBERT E. SMITH, 0000 
ANDREW M. SMITH, 0000 
ANTHONY L. SMITH, 0000 
BENJAMIN T. SMITH, 0000 
BLAKE JASON SMITH, 0000 
DANIEL W. SMITH III, 0000 
DAVID J. SMITH, 0000 
ERIN M. SMITH, 0000 
EVAN V. SMITH, 0000 
JAMES E. SMITH, 0000 
JESSE D. SMITH, 0000 
JOHN G. SMITH, 0000 
MATTHEW H. SMITH, 0000 
SUSANA S. SMITH, 0000 
TONIA L. SMITH, 0000 
VERONICA E. SMITH, 0000 
STEPHEN P. SNELSON, 0000 
BRIAN L. SNYDER, 0000 
PATRICK S. SNYDER, 0000 
DARREN D. SOKOL, 0000 
JONATHAN M. SONGER, 0000 
YVONNE S. SOROKIN, 0000 
NOELLE M. SOSA, 0000 
WILLIAM G. SOSNOWSKI, 0000 
PETER S. SOTO, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER J. SOUTHARD, 0000 
JOCELYN L. SOUTHERLAND, 0000 
ROBERT L. SOUTHERLAND, 0000 
ANDREW A. SOUZA, 0000 
MICHAEL A. SOVITSKY, 0000 
JEFFREY R. SPARROW, 0000 
CHAD A. SPELLMAN, 0000 
JAMES H. SPENCER, 0000 
ANDRE R. SPICER, 0000 
MITCHELL R. SPILLERS, JR., 0000 
EDWARD T. SPINELLI, 0000 
ERIC J. SPRINGER, 0000 
DANIEL C. STPIERRE, 0000 
JAMES W. STAHL, 0000 
KIMBERLEE R. STAMETS, 0000 
DERRICK D. STAMOS, 0000 
SCOTT M. STANFORD, 0000 
MICHAEL D. STAPLETON, 0000 
DONALD L. STARLING, 0000 
WILLIAM R. STAUS, 0000 
DERICK N. STEED, 0000 
ANDREW J. STEFFEN, 0000 
CHAD A. STEFFEY, 0000 
RICHARD E. STEGGERDA, 0000 
OWEN D. STEPHENS, 0000 
THOMAS E. STEPHENSON, 0000 
SEAN E. STEVENS, 0000 
JAN L. STILWELL, 0000 
CLINTON W. STINSON, 0000 
BRYAN A. STONE, 0000 
JUDSON E. STONE, 0000 
BARRY A. STOUT, 0000 
WILLIAM M. STOVER, 0000 
DAWN M. STRAIGHT, 0000 
STEVEN A. STRAIN, 0000 
JOHN C. STRATTON, 0000 
MATTHEW B. STRATTON, 0000 
MICHAEL C. STRATTON, 0000 
THOMAS A. STRATTON, 0000 
KELLY L. STRONG, 0000 
ERIC M. STRUMPF, 0000 
WAYNETTA GENTRY STUART, 0000 
CHEN Y. SU, 0000 
PATRICK C. SUERMANN, 0000 
JOHN D. SULLIVAN, 0000 
KRISTOPHER M. SULLIVAN, 0000 
SCOTT T. SULLIVAN, 0000 
SEAN S. SULLIVAN, 0000 
JOSE E. SUMANGIL, 0000 
SEAN P. SUTHERLAND, 0000 
KEVIN K. SUTTERFIELD, 0000 
GARY A. SWAIN, 0000 
JAMES E. SWANNER, 0000 
TIMOTHY W. SWANSON, 0000 
RYAN S. SWEENEY, 0000 
MARTIN D. SWEET, 0000 
BRETT T. SWIGERT, 0000 
STEPHEN C. SZTAN, 0000 
JAMAL J. TABEB, 0000 
ALEX D. TACEY, 0000 
MATTHEW C. TACKETT, 0000 

STEVEN WAYNE TAIT, 0000 
KIRSTIE I. TALBOT, 0000 
STANLEY J. TALLMAN, 0000 
JEFFREY M. TANG, 0000 
MICHAEL A. TARABORELLI, JR., 0000 
ELI C. TATE, 0000 
IAN S. TATE, 0000 
ROY R. TATE, JR., 0000 
MICHAEL B. TATUM, 0000 
ANDREW J. TAYLOR, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER A. TAYLOR, 0000 
JASON T. TAYLOR, 0000 
LAURA E. TAYLOR, 0000 
STEPHEN T. TAYLOR, 0000 
TERENCE G. TAYLOR, 0000 
TIMOTHY J. TAYLOR, 0000 
CRAIG L. TAYMAN, 0000 
KEVIN B. TEMPLIN, 0000 
PETER G. TERREBONNE, JR., 0000 
VINCENT M. TERRELL, 0000 
KATRINA A. TERRY, 0000 
LUIS R. THEN, 0000 
BRYAN W. THOMAS, 0000 
CRAIG E. THOMAS, 0000 
DILTRICE M. THOMAS, 0000 
JAMES G. THOMAS II, 0000 
JEREMY B. THOMAS, 0000 
MICHAEL A. THOMAS, 0000 
BRADLEY H. THOMPSON, 0000 
BRIAN A. THOMPSON, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER L. THOMPSON, 0000 
LANE D. THOMPSON, 0000 
MARK J. THOMPSON, 0000 
SHAWN O. THOMPSON, 0000 
MARY L. THOMSON, 0000 
GREGORY D. THORNTON, 0000 
RODNEY M. THURMAN, 0000 
CASEY J. TIDGEWELL, 0000 
JASON J. TIEGEN, 0000 
MARICO L. TIPPETT, 0000 
SARAH K. TOBIN, 0000 
MICHAEL C. TODD, 0000 
MATTHEW D. TONDINI, 0000 
RONALD A. TORNESE, 0000 
ROBERT R. TORRES, 0000 
JERRY TOWNSEND II, 0000 
JAMES M. TRACHIER, 0000 
JOHN D. TRAN, 0000 
DOUGLAS P. TRASK, 0000 
JOHN H. TRAXLER, 0000 
BRIAN R. TREDWAY, 0000 
JOEL E. TREJO, 0000 
TRENT W. TRIPPLE, 0000 
TRAVIS W. TROTTER, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER D. TROYER, 0000 
JASON R. TRUDEL, 0000 
CONSTANTINE TSOUKATOS, 0000 
AARON A. TUCKER, 0000 
JAMES P. TUITE, 0000 
ROBERT S. TURNER, 0000 
SUSUMU UCHIYAMA, 0000 
KENNETH D. UNDERWOOD, 0000 
DAVID N. UNRUH, 0000 
MANUEL J. URIBE, 0000 
DENNIS W. UYECHI, 0000 
TARA R. VALENTINE, 0000 
JERRY M. VAN DYKE, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. VANCE, 0000 
THOMAS B. VANCE, JR., 0000 
JERRY J. VANDEWIELE, 0000 
JEFFREY S. VANDUSEN, 0000 
BARRY J. VANEK, 0000 
SPENCER T. VANMETER, 0000 
MATTHEW T. VANN, 0000 
DANIEL L. VANOSTRAND, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER R. VASQUEZ, 0000 
FRANK C. VASSAR, 0000 
BRADY P. VAUCLIN, 0000 
KOREY B. VAUGHN, 0000 
PETER VEGA, 0000 
SAMMY DIAZ VEGA, 0000 
OMAR A. VELASCO, 0000 
MARGARET F. VENCIUS, 0000 
DAVID A. VERNUSKY, 0000 
THOMAS B. VESELKA, 0000 
LORI A. VESSELS, 0000 
MICHAEL W. VETTER, 0000 
SHANE M. VETTER, 0000 
MARTIN R. VIDAL, 0000 
DOUGLAS W. VIEWEG, 0000 
DAVID L. VILLA, 0000 
MIGUEL E. VILLARREAL, 0000 
JUSTIN M. VINCENT, 0000 
GRANT T. VINEYARD, 0000 
SHAD D. VINSON, 0000 
JILEENE M. VIVIANS, 0000 
ALYCIA M. VROSH, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. WACHTER, 0000 
TED A. WAHOSKE, 0000 
PAUL J. WAITE, 0000 
ANTHONY L. WALKER, 0000 
BRADLEY C. WALKER, 0000 
IAN L. WALKER, 0000 
JASON C. WALKER, 0000 
MICHAEL D. WALKER, 0000 
JAMES W. WALL, 0000 
JEFFREY A. WALLACE, 0000 
WILLIAM M. WALLIS, 0000 
ERICK JOHN WALLMAN, 0000 
LORRAINE M. WALOWSKY, 0000 
SHAWN P. WALRATH, 0000 
STACY E. WALSER, 0000 
BRENDAN P. WALSH, 0000 
MICHAEL O. WALTERS, 0000 
BRANDE HELEN WALTON, 0000 
BENJAMIN GRAY WARD, 0000 
MARTHA J. WARD, 0000 
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PATRICK R. WARD, 0000 
RANDY S. WARDAK, 0000 
THERESA M. WARDAK, 0000 
CATHERINE M. WARE, 0000 
MICHAEL S. WARNER, 0000 
RICHARD L. WARR, 0000 
DANIEL E. WARRENSFORD, JR., 0000 
MICHAEL WASHINGTON, 0000 
MARK D. WASKOW, 0000 
SCOTT G. WATERS, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER B. WATSON, 0000 
MICHAEL S. WATSON, 0000 
JEFFERY A. WEAK, 0000 
JAMES C. WEAVER, 0000 
JONATHAN D. WEBB, 0000 
SAMANTHA WEEKS, 0000 
MARK S. WEINER, 0000 
JOHN S. WEIR, 0000 
RANDALL L. WEITZEL, 0000 
JEFFREY H. WELBORN, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER S. WELCH, 0000 
JUSTIN B. WELLEN, 0000 
LINWOOD E. WELLS, JR., 0000 
KIMBERLY LEE WELTER, 0000 
JAMES D. E. WENT, 0000 
BRENT D. WENTHUR, 0000 
WILLIAM W. WENZEL, 0000 
RANDALL T. WETHINGTON, 0000 
DERRICK J. WEYAND, 0000 
GREG D. WHITAKER, 0000 
DALE R. WHITE, 0000 
GEORGEANN WHITE, 0000 
JAMES D. WHITE, 0000 
LYNELLE N. WHITE, 0000 
RYAN W. WHITE, 0000 
PAUL W. WHITFIELD, JR., 0000 
JONATHAN C. WHITNEY, 0000 
JUSTIN A. WHITSON, 0000 
STACY S. WIDAUF, 0000 
JASON T. WIEHRDT, 0000 
DAVID A. WIELAND, 0000 
COLIN C. WIEMER, 0000 
MICHAEL A. WIGEN, 0000 
JANINE O. J. WIGGINS, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER M. WILCOX, 0000 
BRIAN K. WILKERSON, 0000 
BRADY J. WILKINS, 0000 
GARY M. WILLIAMS, 0000 
JASON M. WILLIAMS, 0000 
JOHN D. WILLIAMS, 0000 
MICHAEL D. WILLIAMS, 0000 
NICHOLE L. WILLIAMS, 0000 
SARAH C. WILLIAMS, 0000 
SEAN A. WILLIAMS, 0000 
TERRY WILLIAMSON, 0000 
ALAN L. WILLINGHAM, 0000 
DARREN M. WILLIS, 0000 
JAMES G. WILSON, 0000 
KEITH D. WILSON, 0000 
RONALD E. WILSON, JR., 0000 
SCOT C. WILSON, 0000 
WAYNE W. F. WILSON, 0000 
YVONNDE M. WILSON, 0000 
AARON N. WILT, 0000 
HEATH WIMBERLEY, 0000 
JOSEPH H. WIMMER, 0000 

ALEXANDRA E. WINKLER, 0000 
JESSE V. WINTERS, 0000 
BRIAN D. WITKOWSKY, 0000 
JEFFREY S. WITT, 0000 
THOMPSON C. WOFFORD III, 0000 
BRIAN M. WOHLWINDER, 0000 
JOHN A. WOJTOWICZ, 0000 
KEITH M. WOLAK, 0000 
MARK R. WOLFE, 0000 
JOHN T. WOLINSKI, 0000 
DANIEL R. WOODFORD, 0000 
JOHN P. WOODRUFF, 0000 
MARGARET E. WOOTEN, 0000 
CHRISTOPHER WORDEN, 0000 
CARRIE L. WORTH, 0000 
PAUL S. WRIGHT, 0000 
RASHEEM J. WRIGHT, 0000 
MICHAEL C. WYATT, 0000 
MATTHEW W. WYNN, 0000 
BENJAMIN A. WYSACK, 0000 
DONN C. YATES, 0000 
JASON D. YEATTS, 0000 
EDWARD YEE, 0000 
GREGORY J. YOSCHAK, 0000 
JEFFREY W. YOST, 0000 
ANDREW S. YOUNG, 0000 
GREGORY D. YOUNG, 0000 
IAN A. YOUNG, 0000 
ROBERT J. ZALIWSKI, 0000 
MATTHEW J. ZAMISKA, 0000 
MICHAEL J. ZEMAN, 0000 
JOHN ZENZ, 0000 
EBEN M. ZERBA, 0000 
SHAIO H. ZERBA, 0000 
ERIC G. ZOOK, 0000 
MICHAEL J. ZUHLSDORF, 0000 
JESSE B. ZYDALLIS, 0000 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 531: 

To be colonel 

MAZEN ABBAS, 0000 
PATRICIA L. OKEEFE, 0000 

To be lieutenant colonel 

THEODORE B. ASHFORD, 0000 
GEORGE B. COX, 0000 
BRENDA T. EDWARDS, 0000 
ANTHONY D. GARCIA, 0000 
JEAN D. HAYOT, 0000 
THARRELL B. KAST, 0000 
BENJAMIN S. LAMBERT, 0000 
RANDIE L. ONEAL, 0000 
GOEFFREY P. PHILLIPS, 0000 
MARK A. SCHREIBER, 0000 
MILTON L. SHIPMAN, 0000 
ROBERT D. SPESSERT, 0000 

To be major 

SCOTT R. ALLEN, 0000 
TIMOTHY P. AUVIL, 0000 
ERIC C. BLOOM, 0000 

BRYAN L. BURROWS, 0000 
PATRICK R. CAMPBELL, 0000 
BRIAN K. CONNER, 0000 
PAUL M. DAVIS, 0000 
JAMES DAVIS, 0000 
SONNIE D. DEYAMPERT, 0000 
ROBERT A. DIXON, 0000 
SCOTT D. GRANT, 0000 
JOHN R. GRIFFIN, 0000 
ALVA E. HART, 0000 
DAVID S. HYLTON, 0000 
ROBERT P. ISABELLA, 0000 
LYNDON C. JOHNSON, 0000 
WILLIAM S. KELLEY, 0000 
DONAVAN LOCKLEAR, 0000 
ROBERT L. SCHILLER, 0000 
JOHN M. THANE, 0000 
LANCE C. VARNEY, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY AS CHAPLAINS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

LEE R. YOAKAM, 0000 

To be major 

TYSON J. WOOD, 0000 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR REGULAR AP-
POINTMENT IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 531 AND 3064: 

To be major 

CHRISTOPHER D. CARRIER, 0000 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

CHRISTOPHER RAMSEY, 0000 

f 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on March 
7, 2006 withdrawing from further Sen-
ate consideration the following nomi-
nation: 

James Hardy Payne, of Oklahoma, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Tenth 
Circuit, which was sent to the Senate on 
September 29, 2005. 
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PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE 
HONORABLE PETER I. BREEN 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Peter I. Breen for his service as a Dis-
trict Court Judge in the great State of Nevada. 

Peter was born in Reno, Nevada, November 
8, 1939. His mother, Gwendolyn (Ingram), was 
born in Sparks, Nevada, in 1908. His father, 
Peter, was born in Eureka, Nevada, in 1901, 
was District Judge of the Fifth Judicial District 
from 1956 to 1967. His grandfather, Peter 
Breen, was District Judge of the Third Judicial 
District from 1901–1923. 

Peter was raised and educated in Goldfield 
and Tonopah, Nevada, where he graduated 
from Tonopah High School in 1956. He grad-
uated from the University of Nevada in 1960 
and the University of Santa Clara Law School 
in 1963. 

Peter practiced law both in Reno and Car-
son City from 1963 to 1973. From 1967 to 
1970 he served as Deputy Attorney General. 
Following that, he was a partner with Emerson 
J. Wilson in the firm of Wilson and Breen, Ltd. 
at the time of his appointment to the bench. 
Governor O’Callaghan made his appointment 
to fill the newly created Department Seven ef-
fective January 2, 1974. Peter has been elect-
ed six times to the post without opposition. 

The Washoe County Courthouse Historical 
and Preservation Society was formed in June 
1999 by Peter for the purpose of restoration 
and preservation of the historical courthouse 
and its history. The Society instituted the Flag 
Day Celebration in 2000 and holiday lighting 
of the courthouse, and they have become 
popular traditions. Peter continues to serve as 
the Society’s President. A commemoration of 
the recently restored historical courtroom is to 
occur in 2006. 

On July 1, 1999, Peter instituted a Probate 
Court in the District Court and presides over 
its operation. 

Peter instituted the Washoe County Adult 
Drug Court on July 1, 1995. He also created 
and presides over a Diversion Court for crimi-
nal offenders whose crimes are attributable to 
drug addiction or alcoholism. He has partici-
pated at the National Judicial College in Reno, 
Nevada, and National Association of Drug 
Court Professionals in several programs con-
cerning the Drug Court movement. In Novem-
ber 2001, he established the first Mental 
Health Court in Nevada. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to recognize the 
Honorable Peter I. Breen on the floor of the 
House today. 

IN HONOR OF THE MONTEREY 
CIVIC CLUB 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the Monterey Civic Club which is cele-
brating its 100th anniversary this year. The 
Monterey Civic Club was founded in 1906 with 
the purpose of working to improve, beautify 
and promote the welfare of Monterey and help 
preserve its rich history. Looking back, I would 
like to applaud the work they have done over 
the past 100 years, and I look forward to the 
work they will continue to undertake in the 
next 100 years. 

The Monterey Civic Club is located in the 
‘‘House of the Four Winds’’, a historic adobe 
built in the 1830s by Thomas Oliver Larkin, 
the first and only American Consul to Alta 
California. This house has undergone many 
uses, including: a store under Governor Alva-
rado during the American occupation, head-
quarters for Secretary of State H.W. Halleck, 
and the location of the first Hall of Records for 
the State of California. The Monterey Civic 
Club bought this historic adobe in 1914 and 
restored it. Today, ‘‘The House of the Four 
Winds’’ is home to what is believed to be the 
oldest women’s clubhouse in continuous use 
in the United States. 

Since its inception, the Monterey Civic Club 
has undertaken several projects and donated 
thousands of dollars to local charities dedi-
cated to improving the quality of life in Mon-
terey. Among its accomplishments are: build-
ing a bridge over muddy Del Monte Avenue in 
1907, participating in adobe tours, maintaining 
and preserving the historic ‘‘House of the Four 
Winds’’, and the paintings and articles of his-
torical significance located therein. Another of 
the club’s beneficial endeavors is the lively 
and traditional ‘‘El Baile de Los Cascarones,’’ 
a pre-Lent ‘‘Cascarone Ball’’ held annually 
since 1939. The ticket sales from this tradi-
tional Spanish ball go to local charities and 
maintenance of the adobe. 

Mr. Speaker, it is organizations like the 
Monterey Civic Club, with their dedication to 
preserving and improving the character of our 
local communities that make life unique in this 
vast and beautiful nation of ours. A distinct 
sense of identity is created by building upon 
local heritage, creating pride in the community. 
It is this sense of local pride that influences 
people to get involved in their communities, 
initiating the type of citizen service that our de-
mocracy depends on. The Monterey Civic 
Club’s 100th anniversary is a commendable 
achievement, and I salute the club’s numerous 
accomplishments. 

EDITORIAL OF PRESIDENT BUSH’S 
VISIT TO INDIA 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, on Thursday, March 2, 2006, The Post and 
Courier of Charleston, South Carolina, pub-
lished the following editorial regarding Presi-
dent Bush’s historic visit to India and the nu-
clear agreement between the United States 
and India. 

HISTORIC RECONCILIATION WITH INDIA 
President George W. Bush’s whirlwind, 

five-day visit to South Asia is almost certain 
to have lasting significance. By visiting 
India, the world’s largest democracy, and 
also making a previously unannounced stop 
in Afghanistan, one of the world’s youngest 
developing democracies, the president con-
tinues to demonstrate his commitment to 
political freedom. 

The embrace of India, after decades of 
strained relations, follows a five-year per-
sonal courtship by President Bush. It ranks 
as one of the president’s most important dip-
lomatic achievements. Its lasting success de-
pends on maintaining the right balance in 
America’s relationship with Pakistan, a 
vital strategic ally in the war against al- 
Qaida-led terrorism, and also with China. 
After three days in India, Mr. Bush flies on 
to Pakistan, the subcontinent’s rival nuclear 
power and India’s foe in three wars. 

United States and Indian interests inter-
sect in many areas: in the fight against Mus-
lim terrorism; in promoting democracy 
through a joint Global Democracy Initiative 
and a new United Nations Democracy Fund; 
in combating threats to public health such 
as AIDS and pandemic flu; in developing new 
energy technologies, including nuclear en-
ergy; and in trade. Economic ties are strong. 
United States exports to India rose 30 per-
cent in 2005, and despite the controversial 
outsourcing of American service jobs to 
India, the United States trade surplus with 
India was $1.8 billion last year. 

United States friendship with India also 
helps counterbalance China’s rising eco-
nomic and military power in the Asia region 
and keep the pressure on Pakistan’s Presi-
dent Pervez Musharraf to suppress Islamic 
fundamentalist movements. The administra-
tion’s most controversial initiative towards 
India—a proposal to share peaceful nuclear 
technology with a nation that has not joined 
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty—is 
moving forward. The president was con-
ducting negotiations up to the last minute 
by telephone from Air Force One. If and 
when details are ironed out, and India opens 
its peaceful nuclear activities to inter-
national inspection, New Delhi will take its 
responsible place in the rank of the world’s 
nuclear powers. That will place great pres-
sure on Pakistan to follow suit. 

The street demonstrations held to protest, 
peacefully, the president’s visit, were mostly 
by Muslims. They served not only to under-
score India’s commitment to democracy, but 
also to emphasize by contrast the warm re-
ception the president and first lady were 
given by Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, 
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who broke with protocol to meet them at the 
airport. 

Polls show that the vast majority of the 
Indian people welcome what Prime Minister 
Singh described as ‘‘an act of historic rec-
onciliation.’’ This visit is already being com-
pared to Richard Nixon’s breakthrough jour-
ney to Communist China. By forging a new 
era in United States relations with South 
Asia, the president continues to build a for-
eign policy legacy. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO MARINE 
LANCE CPL. JOHN JOSHUA 
THORNTON, KILLED WHILE 
SERVING HIS COUNTRY IN IRAQ 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Marine Lance Cpl. John Joshua Thorn-
ton, who was killed on Saturday, February 25, 
2006, at the age of 22, while serving in Iraq. 
I recognize him today for his dedicated service 
to this country for the cause of freedom in a 
global community. 

Throughout his life, Josh did everything 100 
percent. As a child, he took over the role as 
head of the household, after his father, Rob-
ert, died in a work-related accident. He was al-
ways a great son, but became a man over-
night. Josh always enjoyed weightlifting and 
martial arts, and by the age of 7, he received 
his first black belt. He loved to help people, 
and he taught at an after-school program for 
underprivileged youth. Josh was always very 
outgoing and brought joy to those who knew 
him. 

It was Josh’s dream to be a Marine since he 
was very little. In November 2004, he joined 
the Marine Corp, 2 years after graduating in 
the top of his class at Tolleson Union High 
School. Josh was assigned as a rifleman to 
3rd Battalion, 7th Marine Regiment and de-
ployed to Iraq in September. As a Marine, he 
received the Combat Action Ribbon, the Na-
tional Defense Service Medal, the Global War 
on Terrorism Service Medal and the Sea Serv-
ice Deployment Ribbon. Tragically, on Satur-
day, February 25, he died of wounds received 
during an enemy mortar attack while serving 
in Ramadi, Iraq. 

Joshua is survived by his mother, Rachel, 
brother, Kyle, and sister, Brianna. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity I 
have today, to recognize and honor Lance 
Cpl. John Joshua Thornton in front of my col-
leagues on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives. I have been a longtime friend 
with his great, great grandmother Nita An-
drews and her recently deceased husband, Ed 
Andrews. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE LEGACY 
OF MR. AND MRS. BEN H. CAR-
PENTER 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to pay tribute to Mr. and Mrs. Ben H. Car-

penter. Their lifelong dedication to improving 
lives and communities in North Texas will be 
sorely missed. Ben Carpenter passed last Fri-
day, March 3, at his home in Dallas. His wife, 
Betty Dupree, followed him in death on Sun-
day, March 5. 

Mr. Carpenter’s vision and astuteness as a 
business leader helped shepherd Dallas into a 
new role as an international city in the latter 
part of the 20th century. He ran one of the 
country’s largest insurance companies, South-
land Life Insurance, which was founded by his 
father, John Carpenter and later became 
Southland Financial Corp., for 30 years. In 
1959, he built the city’s tallest skyscraper, the 
Southland Center, which is now the Adam’s 
Mark Hotel. 

Mr. Carpenter’s greatest legacy is Los 
Colinas, one of the most successful real es-
tate developments in the United States. In the 
early 1970s he launched a plan to turn his 
family ranch into a world class residential and 
commercial community. Las Colinas now 
houses some 12,000 acres of apartments, 
homes, hotels, shopping centers, and com-
pany headquarters. The community is home to 
40 Fortune 500 Companies today, including 
ExxonMobil, Nokia, Microsoft, and Kimberly 
Clark. 

Mr. Carpenter served his country during 
World War II as a volunteer in the Army. He 
was awarded a Silver Star for his heroics in 
the China-Burma-India theater. Upon his grad-
uation from the University of Texas at Austin 
in 1948, he married this lifelong love, Betty 
Ann Dupree. 

Mrs. Carpenter will also be remembered for 
her commitment to service and giving spirit. 
She served as an officer and board member 
in several charitable organizations, including 
the Child Guidance Center of Dallas and the 
Irving Community Hospital. An active Pres-
byterian, she and her husband donated land 
for the creation of two new Presbyterian 
churches in the Dallas area. They also funded 
the construction of the Carpenter Chapel at 
the Presbyterian Hospital in Dallas. 

Betty and Ben Carpenter were charitable 
contributors to multiple causes in North Texas. 
They provided land for the establishment of 
the Irving Arts Center and the Irving Commu-
nity Hospital. Their generous gifts founded the 
Carpenter Family MBA Leadership Center and 
Carpenter Family MBA Leadership Endow-
ment at the University of Texas at Austin, and 
the Ben H. and Betty Dupree Carpenter En-
dowment for Cardiovascular Research at the 
Heart, Lung, and Vascular Clinical Center of 
Excellence at St. Paul Hospital of Dallas. 

Ben and Betty Carpenter’s endeavors in 
both the business and service worlds have left 
an indelible mark on the city of Dallas and the 
state of Texas. I honor their lives and their 
legacy; North Texas would not be what it is 
today without their contributions. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ACCOMPLISH-
MENTS OF TED HODGES OF SA-
LINA, KANSAS 

HON. JERRY MORAN 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the accomplishments of 

Ted Hodges, a high school student from Sa-
lina, Kansas, who recently won the Kansas 
Voice of Democracy Audio Essay Competition. 
Ted’s speech illustrates that our everyday ac-
tivities are freedoms that should not be taken 
for granted. I would like to submit the text of 
his speech for the record to encourage the 
citizens of our Nation to cherish their free-
doms. 

HOW I DEMONSTRATE MY FREEDOM 
I wake up, take a shower, get dressed, eat 

breakfast go to school I practice football, do 
my homework, talk with my family and 
friends, then go to bed. I go read the paper, 
go to church, watch TV. Each one of these 
simple, ordinary actions in itself seems mun-
dane, but is actually a concrete expression of 
freedom that I enjoy daily. Going to school 
an indulgence? Attending church a privilege? 
Writing an essay a luxury? C’mon. Those are 
all things that we take for granted, right? 
They are things that I have to do! 

In an address to Congress in 1941, President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt enumerated four 
freedoms that every American should expect 
and protect: freedom of speech, freedom to 
worship, freedom from fear, and freedom 
from want. To me, this is a tremendous ideal 
that America has been defined by through-
out the years. I am the everyday beneficiary 
of these four freedoms. 

Firstly, I express my freedom of speech by 
doing things such as writing letters to the 
editor of my local newspaper, posting web 
logs on the internet, and also encouraging 
school board members to change various 
policies. All of these things I can do without 
fear of retribution. I can peacefully dem-
onstrate or agitate for change on any sub-
ject. I can read articles in newspapers, maga-
zines, and websites that represent every 
viewpoint of the political spectrum. I can 
make my own contributions, find my own 
voice. 

The next freedom mentioned by President 
Roosevelt—freedom of religion—also is 
present in my life. Every day I see different 
religions. Christianity or Judaism, Muslim 
or Hindu: each of these has a place in this 
great nation. Some larger, some smaller, all 
tolerated. And not promoted or encouraged 
by the state or in our schools. I am free to 
offer a prayer to the God that I worship at 
any time, anywhere. Whether it’s being a 
crucifer for the last eight years during my 
church’s Sunday services or leading the team 
prayer after a hard-fought football game, I 
have that freedom. 

Another freedom, freedom from fear, is too 
found in our society. Personally, I have the 
freedom to sleep well at night knowing that 
our troops are working diligently not only to 
preserve our way of life, but to also bring 
that opportunity to many others. A day does 
not go by that we should not be extremely 
appreciative to those who have stepped into 
the line of fire to keep our nation free from 
fear. Laws that will govern and protect me 
and my family whether we are black or 
white, male or female, young or old. 

Freedom from want: Where do I start? I 
have all the privileges that the wealthiest 
nation on earth can give me. A strong 
school, competent teachers, good roads, and 
reliable energy. A hot shower. Food that’s 
safe. Freedom from want is something that 
we as Americans utilize every second of 
every day. 

As I look back on Franklin D. Roosevelt’s 
four freedoms I begin to wonder, ‘‘How can I 
show my appreciation and demonstrate my 
own commitment to freedom?’’ The answer 
is shown in many of my every day actions. 

By taking advantage of every opportunity 
bestowed upon me: working diligently at 
school so that I can become a better in-
formed citizen. By exercising my religious 
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freedom to worship God as I choose. By not 
being afraid to voice my opinion. By becom-
ing an active member of my community— 
doing volunteer work, serving on boards. By 
paying taxes and holding the government ac-
countable. By working to improve the way of 
life for my descendants. By registering for 
the selective service and being ready to serve 
our country. And by being a dedicated, in-
formed voter. 

Living within the confines and routines of 
a typical teenager’s life, freedom might seem 
like a rare commodity. But the simple act of 
putting a pen to paper, of committing my 
voice to a recording for the Voice of Democ-
racy audio essay profoundly represents the 
many freedoms I take for granted every day. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO TIMOTHY 
BURRIS 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Timothy Burris, who retired on January 
3rd of this year, after 26 years of dedicated 
service to the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police 
Department, his last 8 years serving in the 
Laughlin Substation as Detective. 

Tim began his career in 1979 as a patrol of-
ficer in Las Vegas, and started the Bicycle Pa-
trol Unit there. He moved up to work in the 
Detective Bureau, an assignment he has 
maintained for the last 15 years. Tim also 
served on the International Outlaw Motorcycle 
Gang Investigators Association and before 
joining Metro, he served 3 tours in Vietnam in 
the U.S. Navy as a crewman on the U.S.S. 
Kawishiwi, affectionately referred to as the 
‘‘Special K’’ by the crew. 

Demonstrating that his job is something he 
does, not who he is, Timothy’s fondest memo-
ries are not necessarily the ones from being 
on the force, but rather memories of his fam-
ily. The detective has 3 sons that he is very 
proud of; Timothy, 30, a high school art and 
theater teacher; Matthew, 27, a member of 
Metro’s Mounted Patrol Unit; and James, 12, 
a middle school student and promising young 
bow-hunter. 

Tim has spent much of his career 
downplaying his efforts while serving on the 
force. When approached with a recommenda-
tion for an award or medal, with his typical 
humble demeanor he will tell you that he 
doesn’t see the need for medals or honors. He 
feels that he is just doing his job. That unas-
suming attitude is exactly what makes Tim so 
loved and respected. 

His fellow police officers describe him as a 
real professional and a long-time solid police 
officer of the highest caliber. His outstanding 
record shows that he is the go-to-guy on any 
difficult case. His knowledge and experience 
will be greatly missed in southern Nevada. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to recognize 
Timothy Burris on the floor of the House 
today. I congratulate him on a great career 
and wish him the best in retirement. 

IN HONOR OF NOT THIS TIME 
VETS 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Not This Time Vets, a Santa Cruz 
County organization dedicated to ensuring the 
well being of veterans, both from previous and 
current conflicts. The organization was created 
in response to the indifference and hostility 
Vietnam soldiers faced as part of the Nation’s 
criticism of the war. A non-profit organization, 
Not This Time Vets is committed to honoring 
the service and sacrifices of veterans in Santa 
Cruz County as well as show appreciation for 
citizens currently serving in Iraq, Afghanistan, 
and other parts of the world. 

Not This Time Vets has demonstrated its 
appreciation to our veterans by drawing atten-
tion to their honorable service as well as advo-
cating on their behalf in regard to preserving 
veterans’ benefits and programs. For the esti-
mated 18,000 veterans in Santa Cruz County, 
Not This Time Vets works to pay tribute to 
military service through organizing celebra-
tions, informational events and advocating for 
effective veterans’ support policies. On May 
21, 2005, Not This Time Vets sponsored a pa-
rade in Santa Cruz, which drew an estimated 
crowd of 2,000 people. Those in attendance 
enthusiastically showed their support for vet-
erans of all eras. While Americans may differ 
in their view of current and previous conflicts, 
we all need to honor the young men and 
woman serving this country, past and present. 
This is a universal point of agreement that Not 
This Time Vets keeps front and center. 

Mr. Speaker, we know military service is a 
valuable and difficult sacrifice. Organizations 
like Not This Time Vets provide important 
services to our communities and veterans by 
providing a forum through which recognition, 
respect and appreciation can be demonstrated 
to those who have served our country. While 
no gesture could ever remove the scars in-
flicted by war, Not This Time Vets hopes to 
heal those physical and emotional wounds by 
publicly recognizing their service and bringing 
to light the tribulations they still endure. I ap-
plaud Not This Time Vets for the services they 
have provided to veterans in our community 
and their intentions to spread their message of 
healing and appreciation throughout the coun-
try. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 80TH 
BIRTHDAY OF RICH DEVOS 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Richard (Rich) DeVos, 
a great American business leader, on the spe-
cial occasion of his 80th birthday. Rich co- 
founded Amway Corporation, a direct selling 
company, based on the principle of helping 
people live better lives. By providing individ-

uals around the world the opportunity to be 
entrepreneurs, Amway has become an indus-
try leader, and is now a subsidiary of Alticor, 
Inc.—a Michigan-based company with inter-
national presence and annual sales of $6.4 
billion. 

Now retired from the company, Rich serves 
as Chairman of the Orlando Magic, which he 
and his family acquired in 1991. Rich con-
tinues to be a source of inspiration and moti-
vation to others by sharing accounts of his 
personal challenges and achievements 
through speaking engagements and writings. 
Remarkably, Rich did not stop upon reaching 
his American Dream, but rather continues to 
encourage others to believe in themselves and 
pursue their own dreams. Rich DeVos was 
born in Grand Rapids, Michigan on March 4, 
1926. He and his wife, Helen DeVos, have 
four children and fifteen grandchildren. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO SERGEANT 
GARY HOOD 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment Sergeant Gary Hood who retired on Jan-
uary 3, 2006, after 24 years of service on the 
force. 

Sgt. Hood began his career with the Las 
Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (Metro) 
in 1976, after serving in the Air Force for 8 
years. He was a crew member of the USAF 
Thunderbirds before leaving the service. At 
Metro, Sgt. Hood started as patrol officer and 
remained so by choice for 15 years. He also 
served in the Special Investigations and Con-
cealed Weapons units for about 2 years and 
6 years respectively. Sgt. Hood has been a 
sergeant for 14 years. 

He and his wife, Sue, are the parents of two 
beautiful daughters, Christina, 26, and Erin, 
21. They also have one granddaughter, 
Rhianna, 5. All are residents of Henderson, 
NV. 

The more notorious cases that he was in-
volved with during his career include the 
shooting of rapper Tupac Shakur and the vio-
lent fight between the rival Hells Angels and 
Mongol outlaw biker gangs during the Laughlin 
River Run in 2002. Three people were killed 
and 13 others were shot or stabbed in the 
confrontation. 

Sgt. Hood received the 2002 Medal of Valor 
for his efforts in the shoot-out, the highest 
honor issued by the department. He also gives 
of himself by being a member of the Laughlin 
Town Advisory Board, a volunteer position. He 
can be described as a dedicated man, dedi-
cated to the community, the police department 
and his family. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege to honor Sgt. 
Gary Hood on the floor of the House today. I 
congratulate him on his retirement. He has 
been an honorable and valuable public serv-
ant and he will be missed. 
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RECOGNIZING KATELYN SELOFF 

OF CARROLLTON, TEXAS 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to recognize Katelyn Seloff of Carrollton, 
Texas. Katelyn has been named one of the 
top youth volunteers in Texas for 2006 in the 
11th annual Prudential Spirit of Community 
Awards. 

Katelyn Seloff, age 13, is an eighth-grader 
at DeWitt Perry Middle School in Carrollton, 
Texas. She created a peer tutoring program to 
provide students with academic help without 
the pressures of being tutored by a teacher. 
Katelyn recruited 21 students to volunteer as 
tutors. Together they provided regular tutoring 
sessions for 15 students in need of assist-
ance. Her efforts led to her selection as a Dis-
tinguished Finalist in this year’s Prudential 
Spirit of Community awards program. 

Today I salute Katelyn for her impressive 
community service activities. It is encouraging 
to see outstanding young adults like her mak-
ing significant contributions to their commu-
nities. I thank Katelyn for her dedication to vol-
unteering; she is a great example of the high 
quality of the young people in our North Texas 
schools. I am proud to represent her in the 
U.S. House of Representatives. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE COMMUNITY OF 
PALCO, KANSAS 

HON. JERRY MORAN 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the citizens of Palco, Kan-
sas for long-term efforts to sustain and revi-
talize their community. 

Mayor Leo VonFeldt is proud to call this 
town of 235 people home. ‘‘Palco continues to 
grow,’’ Vonfeldt said. ‘‘The community has 
done a lot to keep going forward.’’ 

Over the last ten years, the citizens of Palco 
have taken action to ensure that their commu-
nity continues to be home to another genera-
tion of Kansans. 

In 1996, a USDA Rural Development grant 
was supplemented by $125,000 of local dol-
lars in order to complete an expansion of 
Kyser Machine Products. This effort provided 
six jobs to the local economy. 

The development of Keller Motors/Petro 
Plus & Quality Collision Repair was completed 
in 1998. This half a million dollar project in-
cluded a $250,000 owner investment, 
$200,000 in local contributions and Federal 
funding of $50,000. The result of this shared 
investment is that 6 employees now provide 
area residents a full service gas station, 24 
hour fuel access and auto collision service. 
The business has made a positive contribution 
to the community. The significance of that 
contribution was highlighted when owner 
Myron Keller was recognized as the 2004 Na-
tional Young Entrepreneur of the Year by the 
U.S. Small Business Administration. Keller 
said he was humbled by the award, which in 
his opinion belongs to the entire community. 

‘‘Our community recognizes that we can’t just 
sit back. We must be pro-active and keep 
working hard for a better future,’’ Keller said. 
‘‘Nothing just happens in rural America. You 
have to make it happen.’’ 

In 2002, a dedicated effort was made to en-
hance local government services through con-
struction of a new city building. The facility 
was funded by $120,000 in local donations 
and includes a city office, ambulance service 
and fire department. 

The following year, community food service 
availability was greatly improved when the 
Palco Community Development Corporation 
purchased and completely remodeled a local 
restaurant. The $45,000 project has resulted 
in 6 day a week restaurant service. In addi-
tion, new ownership took over Palco’s grocery 
store which preserved access to grocery serv-
ice for local residents. 

In 2004, an investment of $132,000 from 
local and Federal sources resulted in the ren-
ovation and opening of the Palco Medical Clin-
ic. The clinic provides residents with needed 
health care service. Also, Midwest Community 
Bank opened a facility in Palco which pre-
served local access to lending and investment 
opportunities. That same year, the city com-
pleted a two year community enhancement ini-
tiative. The $2.2 million project established a 
home improvement program, a new sewer 
plant and construction of a new city street 
near the downtown area. 

In the last decade, the citizens of Palco 
have leveraged more than $3,250,000 of pri-
vate, local and Federal investment into their 
community. Most recently, the town has taken 
on the task of developing a local day care fa-
cility. Community leaders hope to have the fa-
cility open by the fall of this year. According to 
Mayor VonFeldt this is just one more example 
of the community coming together to achieve 
a goal. ‘‘Citizens are willing to give of their 
time, energy and resources,’’ VonFeldt said. 
‘‘This is what makes Palco great.’’ 

For rural communities to survive and pros-
per into the future, citizens must be willing to 
create their own opportunities for success. On-
going efforts to revitalize Palco are an exam-
ple of how hard work, vision and community 
support can create just such an opportunity. 
Citizens throughout Kansas are working to-
gether to enhance the quality of life in their 
communities. Palco is a success story that 
demonstrates how teamwork and creative 
thinking can make a positive difference in rural 
America. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CONSTABLE 
PATRICK KETTERER 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Laughlin Town Constable Patrick 
Ketterer for his outstanding service to the 
community of Laughlin and his dedication to 
making that community a safer and more 
pleasant place in which to live and visit. 

Patrick Ketterer has been a Laughlin resi-
dent since 1988, moving there from Roch-
ester, Michigan. He serves in one of two elect-
ed positions in the Laughlin Township. He was 
initially appointed to the position to fill a va-

cancy and has since been reelected to the po-
sition four times. He is the longest serving 
elected official in Laughlin. 

Along with serving as the town Constable, 
Patrick Ketterer has given countless hours of 
service to the community through volunteer 
work. Some of his activities include serving 
with the Metro Volunteer Police (MVPs), vol-
unteering as a Homeland Security reserve offi-
cer and working for the local Community 
Emergency Response Team as Team Trainer. 
He is also a member of the Kiwanis and Lions 
clubs, as well as the American Legion Post 
60. On January 10, 2006, He received the Cit-
izen of the Year award for 2005 from the 
Laughlin Town Advisory Board. 

To the children of Laughlin Patrick Ketterer 
is known simply as ‘‘Santa.’’ Usually arriving at 
holiday events by police car, fire truck, or even 
a horse and buggy, he has thrilled the children 
of the community for years by playing the role 
of Santa Claus. 

Mr. Speaker, It is a privilege to honor Pat-
rick Ketterer for his community service in the 
great state of Nevada. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE ASIAN PA-
CIFIC AMERICAN TIMES ON ITS 
10TH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRA-
TION 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Asian Pacific Amer-
ican Times on its upcoming 10th Anniversary 
celebration and to honor the important con-
tributions this paper has made over the last 
decade. On March 25, 2006, the APA Times 
will celebrate a record of substantial achieve-
ment and growth among its readership. 

The Asian Pacific American Times began 
with a narrower mission and title than it has 
today as the ‘‘Philippine American Times,’’ fo-
cusing on issues relevant to Filipino-Ameri-
cans living and working in Colorado. Over time 
the paper realized even greater potential to 
reach more Asian-American communities and 
it broadened its coverage and objectives ac-
cordingly. In March 2003, the Asian Pacific 
American Times became ‘‘The Voice of Asian 
Pacific Americans in the Rockies.’’ 

Reading the Asian Pacific American Times 
today, it is not uncommon to see datelines 
from locations as varied as Denver, Wash-
ington D.C., South Korea, Mongolia, China, 
and the Philippines. This breadth dem-
onstrates the APA Times’ dedication to report-
ing on a wide range of issues important to 
emerging Asian communities. In addition to 
substantive reporting and editing, it is impor-
tant to recognize the APA Times’ devotion to 
community involvement. Having won the Asian 
Chamber of Commerce Small Business of the 
Year Award in 2003 and the Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Business Social Responsibility Award 
in 2005, the APA Times shows a clear com-
mitment beyond routine journalism to greater 
support of Asian-American communities and 
cultural awareness. From volunteering in pro-
grams to participating in commissions to orga-
nizing special events, the APA Times and its 
employees go above and beyond their laud-
able work as a press outlet to become public 
servants and community leaders. 
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For their accomplishments, service, and 

hard work, I ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating the employees of the Asian Pa-
cific American Times on their 10th Anniversary 
and their many journalistic achievements over 
the last decade. I look forward to reading their 
work and witnessing their accomplishments for 
another ten years and beyond. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PEACE CORPS 
VOLUNTEERS 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the Peace Corps as it reached its 45th 
anniversary on March 1, 2006. The Peace 
Corps is an outstanding organization that pro-
motes peace through helping countless indi-
viduals who want to help build a better life for 
the community in which they serve. 

Since the Peace Corps’ inception in 1961, 
more than 182,000 Peace Corps Volunteers 
have been invited by 138 host countries to 
work in areas such as HIV/AIDS prevention, 
information technology, business development, 
education, and environmental preservation. 
The Peace Corps also works to empower peo-
ple in various communities to take charge of 
their futures. 

In addition to serving overseas, the Peace 
Corps’ Crisis Corps Volunteers have helped 
their fellow Americans. In response to Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita, the Peace Corps de-
ployed approximately 272 Crisis Corps Volun-
teers to the Gulf Coast region to assist with 
hurricane response efforts, through an agree-
ment with the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency (FEMA). This deployment of vol-
unteers within the U.S. was an historic first for 
the Peace Corps. 

I would like to take some time now to honor 
current Volunteers from my District who are 
working on the front lines of humanity: Chris-
tina M. Burke serving in Nicaragua, Lisa M. 
Droege serving in Honduras, Cibeles Garcia 
serving in Ghana, Jesse S. Lovegren serving 
Cameroon, Timothy A. Markin serving in Thai-
land. By engaging in this meaningful work, 
these volunteers are making significant con-
tributions to individuals and communities 
throughout the world. Their family and loved 
ones should be justifiably proud of their serv-
ice to the Peace Corps and the extraordinary 
way they have changed and improved peo-
ple’s lives. 

Today, I ask that my colleagues join me in 
commemorating the 45th anniversary of the 
Peace Corps and its global mission towards 
world peace and humanitarian aid. The thou-
sands of Volunteers serving overseas truly are 
representative of the honorable cause that de-
fines the Peace Corps. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CHIEF 
WILLIAM TURK 

HON. JON C. PORTER 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Chief William Turk of the Boulder City 

Police Department, who has retired after twen-
ty years of dedicated service. 

Bill began working for the Boulder City Po-
lice Department in 1986. He started as patrol 
officer and worked his way through the ranks 
as a Detective, Sergeant, Lieutenant, and fi-
nally, as Chief of Police. Even though he was 
Chief of Police, he was always ready to serve 
as backup if needed. He learned this philos-
ophy from the much larger Oklahoma City Po-
lice department where he served for ten years 
prior to coming to Boulder City. One night, he 
was responding to a call and requested an-
other officer to assist him. When the dispatch 
said no units were available, he was stunned 
when the city’s police chief himself showed up 
minutes later. The Chief had been listening to 
the radio traffic from his scanner at home. 

Bill left Oklahoma City seeking a department 
where he could actually have time to solve 
problems he was called out to. Boulder City, 
with its low crime rate, fit the bill. Many offi-
cers have the belief they need to make as 
many arrests and citations as possible, but not 
Bill Turk. He believed in Community Policing. 
Boulder City residents would often notice pink 
slips on their cars, warning them of a parking 
violation, instead of tickets. Cars also received 
courtesy reminders if their doors were left un-
locked. Once, several businesses were re-
peatedly complaining about kids leaving their 
bikes all over the sidewalk by a pizza parlor 
they frequented. The problem was the kids 
had no other place to put their bikes. Sitting 
behind the police station was a bike rack that 
never got used. The department donated the 
rack to the pizza parlor. Problem solved. 
These are just a few examples of how Bill 
worked hard not only to make the town safe 
but also to make it a better community. 

Mr. Speaker, Bill Turk is a well-respected 
model of honesty and integrity. His career will 
stand as an example to all those who set forth 
to protect and serve. It is an honor to recog-
nize him on the floor of the House and I wish 
him the best with retirement. 

f 

IN CELEBRATION OF THE LIFE, 
CAREER AND RETIREMENT OF 
LARRY BLEVINS 

HON. GEORGE MILLER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague, Mrs. TAUSCHER and I, 
rise to pay tribute to Donald Lawrence Blevins 
who is retiring from Plumbers and Steamfitters 
Local 342 after a distinguished career includ-
ing fifty years as a Steamfitter, four years as 
an Instructor, ten years as Director of Training, 
nine years as Business Representative and 
another eight years as Business Manager/Fi-
nancial Secretary. 

Larry Blevins was born April 10, 1937, in Ar-
buckle, California; two years later, his family 
relocated to the city of Tormey near the Union 
76 oil refinery. It was here in December of 
1954 that Larry first embarked on his career 
as a Steamfitter working as a permit hand for 
Fluor Maintenance on a two-week turnaround. 
Realizing his potential, Larry joined the Steam-
fitters Local 342 Apprentice Program in Janu-
ary of 1956 and four years later graduated 
from the Laney Tech Trade School in Oak-
land, California. 

Upon graduation, Larry’s first General Fore-
men’s position came while working Travel 
Card out of the Chico Local in 1961 and 1962 
at a Titan missile base. Larry’s elevation to a 
supervisory position was a rare feat for a 
Travel Card worker and came as a direct re-
sult of his outstanding skill level and ability to 
learn quickly. Larry was further rewarded for 
his commitment to Local 342 and elected to 
the Apprentice Committee in the General Elec-
tion of Officers on December 10, 1967. 

In the early 1970’s, Larry was encouraged 
by Brother Vern Gosney to start regularly at-
tending Membership Meetings and become 
more involved with the organization and oper-
ation of the Local. Brothers Les Reed and 
Tom Irvin also worked closely with Larry and 
were the first to recommend that he begin 
teaching. He took all of this advice to heart 
and began regularly attending meetings and 
started taking night school classes to learn su-
pervisory techniques and engineering skills. It 
wasn’t long before Larry began instructing the 
Local 342 Apprenticeship Training Program 
and subsequently earned a Life Time Services 
Teaching Credential through the State of Cali-
fornia. 

Starting in 1977, Larry embarked on another 
career path and undertook the task of running 
the Training Center as Director of Training. It 
was during his ten years as Director that the 
school was expanded to accommodate larger 
classes of apprentices to help complete the 
many projects within the Local’s jurisdiction. 
As the need for apprentices grew, Larry also 
oversaw the expansion of the Journeyman 
Training classes. These classes were de-
signed to upgrade the skill levels of the 
Local’s journeymen and keep them current 
with the industry’s expanding technological ad-
vancements. Larry understood the need to 
stay on top of the changing industry and 
worked diligently to keep pace. 

On December 11, 1988 in the General Elec-
tion of Officers, Larry won a three-way race for 
Business Representative over Contra Costa 
County with more than 53% of the vote. While 
overseeing Contra Costa County, the Local 
worked major projects such as: the TKC Re-
build at Chevron in Richmond, the CoGenera-
tion Power Plants throughout the area’s refin-
eries, major expansions throughout Chevron, 
and Clean Fuels projects at Chevron, Shell, 
Tosco and Unocal. Almost overnight Larry’s 
jurisdiction went from just a couple hundred 
UA members to more than 2,000. Larry’s skills 
helped ensure that the work was manned with 
qualified craftsmen and the jurisdiction of the 
Local was protected. 

After three terms as Business Representa-
tive, Larry put in his bid for nomination to the 
Local’s top position, Business Manager/Finan-
cial Secretary. On December 14, 1997, with 
the largest turnout for any election in Local’s 
history, Larry was elected with 88% of the 
votes cast. The Membership’s confidence in 
him was high enough in the General Election 
of Officers in 2000 and again in 2003 that he 
was reelected unopposed. 

With Larry’s leadership and the assistance 
of many dedicated members, Local 342 has 
one of the finest and most progressive training 
centers in the country. Larry also worked tire-
lessly as a Boards of Trust member to sta-
bilize the Health and Welfare Plan and amend 
the Master Labor Agreement to improve the 
conditions on the work site. Larry negotiated 
an increase in the Total Package that provides 
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funds for the Pension, the Health and Welfare 
plan. These advancements have not only 
helped to significantly improve working condi-
tions; the language and monetary conditions 
were also greatly increased. 

Larry has represented Local 342 countless 
times at conventions of the California State 
Pipe Trades Council, the United Association, 
the Western States Pipe Trades Council and 
the Western States Pipeline Conference. He’s 
also served on the Executive Boards of these 
associations as well as the Contra Costa and 
Alameda County Building and Construction 
Trades Councils. In 2001, Larry was appointed 
by the UA General President to the prestigious 
Laws Committee at the UA Convention in 
Miami Beach, Florida. On October 26, 2001, 
Larry was honored as Labor Leader of the 
Year and recognized by the Contra Costa 
Central Labor Council, the Contra Costa Build-
ing and Construction Trades Council and the 
California State Senate and Assembly for his 
service to the community and to working men 
and women. 

Larry not only worked tirelessly for his broth-
ers and sisters of organized labor, he also cul-
tivated friendships within the community. 
Some of the community projects he has been 
a part of include, Camp Okizu, the building of 
the Shepard’s Gate home for battered women, 
the Mother Wright Foundation and the North-
ern California Special Olympics. 

Upon retirement Larry will now have more 
time to devote to his wife, Debbie, sons Don-
ald and Keith, daughter Dorothy, stepchildren 
Derrick and Andrea, as well as grandchildren 
Stephanie, Marshall, Amber and Curtis. 

As we wish Larry a fond farewell, we can 
rest assured that he has left Local 342 finan-
cially strong, cultivated a strong symbiotic rela-
tionship with the Local’s contractors, and 
helped strengthen the ties with Sister Locals 
and other branches. Larry’s honorable toil has 
helped cement a positive place within the 
community for the brothers and sisters of 
Local 342. We are all beneficiaries of his hard 
work and we salute his efforts. Cheers to a 
happy and healthy retirement. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE BRADY KOHN 
FOUNDATION 

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE 
OF DELAWARE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pleasure that I rise today to pay tribute to the 
Brady Kohn Foundation and its founders, 
Carolyn and Andy Kohn. The Kohns began 
their foundation to honor a wonderful little boy, 
their son Brady, whose life on this earth was 
all too short. The work of this Foundation cen-
ters around the use of umbilical cord blood, a 
safe and painless way to retrieve valuable 
stem cells, which can be used to save the 
lives of many Americans. I welcome the initia-
tive taken by the partnership of Christiana 
Care Hospital, the The Elie Katz Umbilical 
Cord Blood Program at Community Blood 
Services, and the Brady Kohn Foundation to 
publicly bank cord blood. This is the first step 
into truly cutting edge medical research. 

I am very familiar with the dedication of The 
Brady Kohn Foundation’s founding members. 
Carolyn and Andy have worked tirelessly to 

achieve a partnership that would enable ex-
pectant mothers to have their umbilical cord 
blood publicly banked at no cost. The Brady 
Kohn Foundation will be the leader in edu-
cation, awareness, and promotion of this 
project, inspiring expectant mothers to bank 
their cord blood in hopes of saving the lives of 
others. Christiana Care is an excellent choice 
for this project as they are home to approxi-
mately 7,000 deliveries per year. Of the cord 
blood collected, roughly 60 percent will be 
banked and used for medical procedures such 
as bone marrow transplants, while the other 
40 percent will be used for research that has 
the potential to heal countless diseases in the 
future. 

I recognize the struggle that the Kohns have 
gone through to reach their goal of providing 
a public umbilical cord banking system. I 
would like to thank Carolyn, Andy, and all 
those involved with this valuable project. I am 
certain the new public cord blood banking sys-
tem will have a tremendous impact on many 
lives in my home state of Delaware and 
around the United States. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MEDICALERT 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to take this opportunity to recognize 
MedicAlert, a company founded by Dr. Marion 
and Chrissie Colling of Turlock, California in 
1956. The MedicAlert system provides identi-
fication and medical information in emer-
gencies, alerting emergency medical profes-
sionals to preexisting medical conditions such 
as diabetes, heart conditions, implanted de-
vices, and allergies to medications. 

MedicAlert utilizes identification bracelets 
and the E-Health Key, both of which are to be 
carried at all times in case of emergency. A 
24-hour Emergency Response Center can be 
reached by calling a phone number on 
MedicAlert bracelets, allowing direct dialogue 
with nurses who have access to patients’ 
Electronic Health Record. The emergency 
contact information available in those records 
helps make sure that patients’ families are 
contacted in an emergency. MedicAlert pro-
vides free training pertaining to the use of 
MedicAlert bracelets and E-Health Keys for 
emergency response personnel and the public 
safety community. 

Now in its 50th year, MedicAlert is endorsed 
by the American Red Cross, the National Insti-
tute of Health, the American College of Emer-
gency Physicians and the American Pharma-
ceutical Association. Over 100,000 medical 
professionals recommend MedicAlert to their 
patients. MedicAlert currently receives 3,500 
emergency calls a year. MedicAlert has grown 
to have affiliates in nine countries: Canada, 
the United Kingdom, Australia, New Zealand, 
Cyprus, Malaysia, Iceland, South Africa and 
Zimbabwe. 

I am very proud to congratulate MedicAlert 
on the occasion of its 50th Anniversary. Over 
80,000 people credit MedicAlert with having 
helped saved their lives in an emergency, and 
I wish this amazing organization many more 
years of growth, increased awareness, and 
success. Four million members worldwide un-

derstand the great importance of this organi-
zation and the immeasurable service it pro-
vides. 

f 

‘‘WHITHER THE SIX PARTY 
PROCESS?’’ 

HON. JAMES A. LEACH 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, on September 19, 
2005, China, Japan, North Korea, Russia, 
South Korea, and the U.S. signed a Joint 
Statement of principles under which North 
Korea committed to abandoning all nuclear 
weapons and existing nuclear programs. In 
contrast to the hopes surrounding that pledge, 
the intervening 6 months have brought no 
substantive progress toward that end, and the 
Six Party process is beginning to appear mori-
bund. 

This circumstance is particularly regrettable 
because time is on no one’s side. Every day 
of the status quo is another day for the North 
Korean regime to produce additional fissile 
material, and another day that the people of 
North Korea fall further behind the remarkable 
economic and social march of the rest of Asia. 
At the same time that the malfeasance of the 
North Korean government has brought us to 
this impasse, it remains in the interest of the 
U.S. to initiate additional dialogue, even if 
prospects for its success are uncertain. 

Alternatively, to continue to maintain a reac-
tive approach—such as placing unrealistic 
conditions on high-level contacts and other 
forms of meaningful engagement with the 
DPRK—cedes too much control to hard-liners 
in a regime that does not yet feel sufficient 
pressure or incentive to denuclearize. 

We must continually test the intent of North 
Korea and not miss any opportunity for 
progress, however improbable. We are also 
obligated to consistently demonstrate to the 
other parties in the region that the intran-
sigence impeding progress is not ours. Both of 
these priorities presuppose dialogue. 

Because we control what we say, we ought 
not fear additional discussions or supple-
mentary avenues of discussion. Conversation 
is never concession if one is speaking the 
truth, advancing the national interest. 

At all levels of human interaction, including 
the international strategic level, there exists a 
significant psychological dimension: Between 
nations, as between people, the stronger party 
has greater strategic confidence and thus ca-
pacity to take the first conciliatory steps when 
intransigent differences arise. Given the enor-
mity of the stakes at issue, it behooves the 
U.S. to take advantage of the greater flexibility 
we possess to creatively explore possibilities 
for resolving the challenges posed by North 
Korea. 

One has the sense that due to understand-
able frustrations relative to past North Korean 
actions, including cheating on international 
commitments, the White House has given ex-
ceedingly constrained options to our nego-
tiators. But clear-headedness about the nature 
of the North Korean regime should not cloud 
the mind about devising techniques and proc-
esses to overcome differences. 

We have many assets, not the least of 
which is our professional diplomatic corps. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:57 Mar 08, 2006 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A07MR8.019 E07MRPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E289 March 7, 2006 
American professionalism is exemplified by 
Assistant Secretary of State Christopher Hill, 
who has developed a constructive relationship 
with all of the parties to the Six Party Talks, 
including North Korea. The case for sending 
him to Pyongyang to test the boundaries—and 
push the implementation—of the Joint State-
ment is compelling. 

In particular, we should not be hesitant to 
begin considering the utility of negotiat[ing] a 
permanent peace regime on the Korean Pe-
ninsula at an appropriate separate forum, as 
envisioned by the Joint Statement and the re-
cent U.S.-ROK strategic dialogue. Taking the 
initiative to formally end the Korean War would 
underscore our peaceful intent in an unparal-
leled fashion, and remind the Korean people 
that the U.S. singularly and unequivocally sup-
ports the peaceful reunification of the Penin-
sula. There may be sequencing concerns but 
forging ahead on this aspect of the statement 
of principles may increase the willingness of 
the other parties to exert greater pressure to 
enforce its critical core—the denuclearization 
of the Korean Peninsula—and provide North 
Korea greater psychological as well as stra-
tegic comfort to accede to concerns of the out-
side world. 

While we speak directly to the North Korean 
delegation in Beijing at the Six Party Talks 
and have certain contacts with the North Ko-
rean ambassador to the United Nations, there 
is clearly a problem of communication be-
tween our two governments. Accordingly, it is 
time, perhaps with appropriate quid pro quos, 
that we explore the feasibility of establishing li-
aison offices in our two capitals. 

For the U.S. to continue to stand pat is to 
transfer initiative to others, indebting us to the 
diplomacy of countries that may have different 
interests, or simply ensconcing the status quo. 

It’s time for the U.S. to lead. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FAITH MISSIONARY 
BAPTIST CHURCH 

HON. ALBERT RUSSELL WYNN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, today I recognize 
the Faith Missionary Baptist Church of Capitol 
Heights, Maryland and Reverend Dr. Michael 
C. Turner, Sr. for their outstanding commit-
ment to the community over the last fifteen 
years. 

Their church home was purchased in May 
of 2000, and the dedication and cornerstone 
laying service was held on November 11, 
2000. Since its inception the Church has bap-
tized hundreds of new converts, provided 
structured Bible classes, established a strong 
and viable Youth Ministry, established men-
toring and tutorial programs, and established a 
10-week Summer Youth Enrichment Program. 

I submit for the record the celebration of the 
Church’s 15th Anniversary with the theme of 
‘‘Remembering the Past, Celebrating the 
Present, and Stepping into the Future.’’ 

RECOGNIZING U.S. SPEED SKATING 
CHAMPION, JOEY CHEEK 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor for 
me to recognize U.S. speed skating champion, 
Joey Cheek, who won Olympic gold on Feb-
ruary 13 in the men’s 500-meter speed skating 
event at the winter games in Torino, Italy. Mr. 
Cheek decided to donate $25,000 in prize 
money to ‘‘Right to Play,’’ an organization that 
will use the money to benefit refugees from 
the Darfur region of western Sudan by using 
sports to advance development, health, and 
peace. 

Not only is Mr. Cheek an incredibly gifted 
athlete, he has shown tremendous generosity 
using his own glory to shed light on the atroc-
ities being carried out by the Government of 
Sudan against its own people. As co-chair of 
the Congressional Human Rights Caucus and 
having traveled to Sudan five times, I have no 
doubt that Mr. Cheek’s donation will make a 
difference in the humanitarian crisis unfolding 
in Darfur. 

I insert for the RECORD a State Department 
news release from February 16. I ask that my 
colleagues join me in recognizing Joey Cheek 
for his remarkable accomplishments, on and 
off the ice. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE PRESIDENT TO 
AWARD A CONGRESSIONAL GOLD 
MEDAL TO THE TUSKEGEE AIR- 
MEN 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DANIEL E. LUNGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 2006 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to the 
Tuskegee airmen. They sacrificed for a Nation 
they loved even when that love was not totally 
reciprocated. In 1941, the Army Air Force 
began a program to train African Americans 
as military pilots. 

This was an era of segregation, when pop-
ular opinion was against training African Amer-
icans to become aviators, but the individuals 
of the Tuskegee experience showed the Na-
tion and the world that they were equals. By 
overcoming many hardships, they cast aside 
the myths that had allowed segregation, in-
equity and injustice to prevail in society. 

To break barriers, there is often one indi-
vidual who will pave the way. The catalyst for 
African American aviation was Charles Alfred 
‘‘Chief’’ Anderson. When first lady Eleanor 
Roosevelt, climbed into the back of Ander-
son’s plane in 1941, a new chapter had begun 
for military aviation in America. His love for fly-
ing airplanes began at a young age and 
throughout his life gave wings to countless Af-
rican American pilots. 

In 1943, the Tuskegee airmen tasted com-
bat for the first time. By World War II’s end, 
the German Luftwaffe would know them as the 
‘‘Red tailed Devils’’ and the American bombing 
crews would refer to them as the ‘‘Red Tail 
Angels.’’ During the war, the four African 

American fighter squadrons that made up the 
332nd fighter group established their legit-
imacy with countless victories in the air. They 
also solidified a legacy of being highly dis-
ciplined and capable fighters by flying over 
200 escort missions over Germany without 
ever losing a bomber to enemy fire. 

For their service they were awarded high 
honors, including Distinguished Flying 
Crosses, Legions of Merit, Silver Stars, Purple 
Hearts, the Croix de Guerre, and the red star 
of Yugoslavia. A Distinguished Unit Citation 
was awarded to the 332nd fighter group for 
‘‘outstanding performance and extraordinary 
heroism’’ in 1945. 

The Tuskegee Airmen fought the Axis pow-
ers in Europe and racism at home. Their ac-
complishments spoke louder than words and 
provided evidence that led to the integration of 
our Nation’s armed forces. It is important that 
we continue to acknowledge the sacrifices and 
service of these Americans who performed so 
admirably. The accomplishments of the brave 
Tuskegee Airmen will never be forgotten, and 
may they always remind us of the unlimited 
power of the human spirit. 

f 

HONORING LORRIE GRAVES, RE-
BECCA McDUFF, AND JENNIFER 
PRATHER 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, in the 
early 1990s the National Board for Profes-
sional Teaching Standards began a voluntary 
certification process for teachers who excel in 
the classroom and demonstrate an exceptional 
knowledge of their subject field. Nationwide, 
only 1.5 percent of teachers have been award-
ed this certificate. It’s clearly quite an achieve-
ment to attain this level of mastery. 

Today I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the three Seventh Congressional Dis-
trict teachers who have earned this distinction. 

It is my privilege to congratulate and thank 
Lorrie Graves of Moore Elementary in Frank-
lin, Rebecca McDuff of Grassland Elementary 
in Brentwood, and Jennifer Prather of Cross-
wind Elementary in Collierville for their hard 
work. 

Each of these teachers has shown an in-
credible aptitude not only for teaching but for 
the specific area of study in which they spe-
cialize. They are improving the lives of their 
students, and we all thank them for their hard 
work. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE FAIRFAX COUN-
TY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2006 
VALOR AWARD RECIPIENTS 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize an outstanding group 
of men and women in Northern Virginia. The 
Fairfax County Chamber of Commerce annu-
ally recognizes individuals who have dem-
onstrated superior dedication to public safety 
with the prestigious Valor Award. Several 
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members of the Fairfax County Police Depart-
ment have earned this highest honor that Fair-
fax County bestows upon its public safety offi-
cials. 

There are several types of Valor Awards 
that are awarded to a public safety officer: the 
Lifesaving Award, the Certificate of Valor, or 
the Gold, Silver, or Bronze Medal of Valor. 

It is with great pride that I enter into the 
record the names of the recipients of the 2006 
Valor Awards in the Fairfax County Police De-
partment. Receiving the Lifesaving Award: 
Master Police Officer James J. Greeves; Po-
lice Officer First Class Chris R. Musser; Offi-
cer Travis L. Tate; the Certificate of Valor: Of-
ficer Robert M. Bauer; Officer Connie E. 
Gerten; Police Officer First Class Timothy A. 
Judd; Officer Ryan A. Kaspar; Police Officer 
First Class Michael S. Lamper; Police Officer 
First Class Gregory McNiff; Officer Thomas E. 
Wilbert; the Bronze Medal: Police Officer First 
Class Keith J. Baker; Police Officer First Class 
Raymond E. Betts; Police Officer First Class 
Jonathan J. Bobel; Master Police Officer John 
D. Brocco; Police Officer First Class Sean M. 
Brodrick; Second Lieutenant Michael L. Con-
nor; Master Police Officer Paul G. DeHaven; 
Officer Ryan L. Fisher; Police Officer First 
Class Edward F. Hanko; Officer Louis J. 
Marino; Officer Brandon C. McAleese; Master 
Police Officer Michael L. Mountjoy; Police Offi-
cer First Class Michael S. O’Brein; Master Po-
lice Officer John F. Pennington; Officer An-
thony N. Taormina; Sergeant Paul Thompson; 
the Silver Medal: Police Officer First Class An-
thony D. Erway; Police Officer First Class 
Lance T. Guckenberger; Officer Paul A. MeIer. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to take 
this opportunity to thank all the men and 
women who serve in the Fairfax County Police 
Department. Their efforts, made on behalf of 
the citizens of Fairfax County, are selfless acts 
of heroism and truly merit our highest praise. 
I ask my colleagues to join me in applauding 
this group of remarkable citizens. 

f 

CONGRATULATING JOEL B. 
BULLARD, JR. FOR RECEIVING 
TIME MAGAZINE’S 2006 QUALITY 
DEALER AWARD 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride and pleasure that I rise to honor Mr. Joel 
B. Bullard, Jr., President of Joe Bullard Cad-
illac-Hummer on the occasion of receiving the 
2006 Time Magazine Quality Dealer Award. 

Joe has been a vital member of the Mobile, 
Alabama, community all of his life. He began 
his career at his family’s car dealership, Joe 
Bullard Oldsmobile, in 1972 and rose through 
the ranks to become dealer in 1980. Under his 
leadership, the dealership has expanded, and 
he recently opened a 6.5 acre Cadillac and 
Hummer business. 

In addition to his professional successes, 
Joe has long been a supporter of community 
organizations. He serves as a trustee of the 
United Way of Southwest Alabama, and he is 
past chairman of the Mobile Area Chamber of 
Commerce. He has also served as a director 
for the Mobile Kiwanis Club, the Federal Re-
serve Board of New Orleans, the Mobile Air-

port Authority, Mobile Economic Development 
Council, and the Mobile Community Founda-
tion. 

Joe’s long-standing commitment to the com-
munity combined with his business successes 
led to this well-deserved nomination. He was 
one of only 66 automobile dealers, from more 
than 19,500 nationwide, nominated for the 
37th annual award. The Time Magazine Qual-
ity Dealer Award is the most prestigious and 
highly coveted award for car dealers, and the 
recipients are among the nation’s most suc-
cessful auto dealers. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer my con-
gratulations to Joe for being named Time 
Magazine’s 2006 Quality Dealer Award recipi-
ent and for his many professional achieve-
ments. I know his wife. Foncie, his two chil-
dren, and his many friends join with me in 
praising his accomplishments. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO HELPING THE 
HURTING, INC. 

HON. NATHAN DEAL 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, not-for- 
profit charitable organizations provide an es-
sential service in meeting the needs of the 
down-trodden and forgotten of our nation. 
Today I rise to recognize the honorable serv-
ice of one such organization from my district 
that supports many who have fallen through 
the cracks. This group, Helping the Hurting, 
Inc., is dedicated to providing free counseling 
to single mothers as well as abused women 
and children, many of whom do not have 
Medicare, Medicaid, or any other kind of insur-
ance. This guidance has assisted thousands 
during their time of deepest need in cir-
cumstances ranging from substance abuse to 
marital hardships to managing personal fi-
nances. Helping the Hurting’s aid goes beyond 
counseling services to offering a food bank, 
clothes closet, and even helping low-income 
individuals find ways to get their prescriptions 
at a lower cost through Patient Assistance 
Programs. The organization’s founder Daniel 
Staats has helped many through his 17 years 
of service who felt forgotten by all those 
around them, and I salute his admirable sac-
rifice and dedication to those in need. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE AMERICAN 
HEART ASSOCIATIONS ‘‘GO RED 
FOR WOMEN’’ EFFORT IN FRANK-
LIN, TENNESSEE 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, heart dis-
ease is the number one killer of women in the 
United States. The numbers are staggering. 
Each year heart disease claims the lives of 
more than 475,000 women and yet less than 
15 percent of women know that this disease is 
a major threat to their health. Clearly edu-
cation is critical to fighting this disease. 

The American Heart Association’s ‘‘Go Red 
for Women’’ effort is a movement committed 

to wiping out heart disease by educating 
women on steps they can do to reduce their 
risk. 

On May 4, 2006 hundreds of women will be 
gathering in Franklin, Tennessee to show their 
support for the ‘‘Go Red for Women’’ cam-
paign. I want to join them in speaking out on 
this issue and thank our community for focus-
ing on this issue. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE FAIRFAX COUN-
TY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2006 
VALOR AWARD RECIPIENTS 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize an outstanding group 
of men and women in Northern Virginia. The 
Fairfax County Chamber of Commerce annu-
ally recognizes individuals who have dem-
onstrated superior dedication to public safety 
with the prestigious Valor Award. Several 
members of the Fairfax County Fire and Res-
cue Department have earned this highest 
honor that Fairfax County bestows upon its 
public safety officials. 

There are several types of Valor Awards 
that are awarded to a public safety officer: the 
Lifesaving Award, the Certificate of Valor, or 
the Gold, Silver, or Bronze Medal of Valor. 

It is with great pride that I enter into the 
record the names of the recipients of the 2006 
Valor Awards in the Fairfax County Fire and 
Rescue Department. Receiving the Lifesaving 
Award: Apparatus Technician Cliff E. 
Sweeney; the Certificate of Valor: Lieutenant 
David P. Conrad; Firefighter Lawrence L. 
Ellison; Firefighter Kimberly A. Schoppa; Tech-
nician Jeffrey S. Seabright; Captain II Clayton 
Thompson; Lieutenant Chester E. Waters; the 
Bronze Medal: Firefighter Justin D. Childs; 
Lieutenant Gary C. Dize; Firefighter James P. 
Hobgood; Captain IVEMS Supervisor Lorenzo 
M. Thrower. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to take 
this opportunity to thank all the men and 
women who serve in the Fairfax County Fire 
and Rescue Department. Their efforts, made 
on behalf of the citizens of the Fairfax County, 
are selfless acts of heroism and truly merit our 
highest praise. I ask my colleagues to join me 
in applauding this group of remarkable citi-
zens. 

f 

CONGRATULATING DR. SAMUEL 
EICHOLD ON THE OCCASION OF 
HIS 90TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride and pleasure that I rise to honor Dr. 
Samuel Eichold on the occasion of his 90th 
birthday. 

As a Marine, internist, University of South 
Alabama medical school professor, founder of 
Camp Seale Harris for diabetic children, and 
creator of the Mobile Medical Museum, Sam 
Eichold has dedicated his 90 years to helping 
others. 
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Dr. Sam has been active in Mobile’s med-

ical community throughout his life. It was at 
the age of 59 when he left his private practice 
to become a medical professor at the Univer-
sity of South Alabama, where he still keeps an 
office. 

In 1989, Dr. Sam was named Mobilian of 
the Year. He has also devoted much of his 
time to Mobile’s art community. He has even 
served as a board member of the Mobile Sym-
phony Orchestra, the Chamber Music Society, 
and the Mobile Opera Guild, among others. 
He was given a Greater Mobile Arts Award by 
the Mobile Arts Council in October, and an art 
gallery at Spring Hill College bears his name. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating a dedicated community lead-
er and friend to many throughout south Ala-
bama. I know Dr. Sam’s colleagues, his fam-
ily, and his many friends join with me in prais-
ing his accomplishments and extending thanks 
for his many efforts over the years on behalf 
of Mobile and the First Congressional District. 

f 

THE ASSOCIATION FOR 
ENTERPRISE OPPORTUNITY 

HON. NATHAN DEAL 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
salute the thousands of small businesses 
across the United States which, by definitional 
size, are classified as micro enterprises. More 
than one-half of the nation’s economic engine 
is fueled by small businesses. 

Micro enterprise embraces strategic eco-
nomic development relative to the smallest of 
the businesses, generally with five employees 
or less. Once called ‘‘mom and pop’’ busi-
nesses, they no longer equate to the folksy 
moniker. In many cases across rural America, 
the micro enterprises become capital for 
human development and poverty alleviation. It 
is documented and recognized that micro en-
terprises create jobs, generate income, build 
assets and enhance interpersonal skills 
among its owners and their employees. 

Micro enterprises utilize a valued conduit for 
financial training, business development and 
loans. Community Development Financial In-
stitutions (CDFIs) earn this designation 
through rigorous Department of Treasury 
standards. The CDFIs interface with the men 
and women who have a dream of owning and 
growing a small business; it is they who ex-
tend credit and become de facto partners in 
entrepreneurial enterprises throughout the 
land. 

Micro enterprises and CDFIs also partner 
with foundations, community banks, regional 
banks, state economic development agencies, 
the Small Business Administration, the Federal 
Home Loan Bank and other like-missioned 
federal agencies such as the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission. As traditional working cap-
ital is beyond the financial reach of many, a 
unique collaboration steers these business en-
tities toward success and self-sufficiency. 

The Association for Enterprise Opportunity 
strives to assist underserved entrepreneurs in 
starting, stabilizing and expanding businesses. 
As its national conference is held in May in At-
lanta, the economic capital of the southeastern 
United States, I welcome them to my state. 

The host of the national conference is the 
Georgia Micro Enterprise Network, a nonprofit 
organization dedicated to making a difference 
in the economic lives of Georgians. The con-
ference will celebrate the vision of micro enter-
prise success, and we, as Members of Con-
gress applaud that success and commend the 
myriad venturous fibers which make our na-
tion’s great economic quilt as strong as ever. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
f 

HONORING LISA ROTEN 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and honor one of Ten-
nessee’s exceptional teachers. Lisa Roten of 
Adamsville received the Wal-Mart Teacher of 
the Year Award for our state in 2005. Her 
award is accompanied by a $10,000 education 
grant for her school. I know that everyone at 
Adamsville Elementary School is thrilled for 
Lisa and proud of her achievement. 

She has shown herself to be an enthusiastic 
and dedicated teacher while working with our 
sixth grade students. As a mom, I know the 
importance of a good teacher. Lisa clearly 
knows that nurturing the unique gifts in each 
of our kids is critical to education. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Lisa for her exceptional work. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE FAIRFAX COUN-
TY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2006 
VALOR AWARD RECIPIENTS 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize an outstanding group 
of men and women in Northern Virginia. The 
Fairfax County Chamber of Commerce annu-
ally recognizes individuals who have dem-
onstrated superior dedication to public safety 
with the prestigious Valor Award. Several 
members of the Fairfax County Sheriff’s Office 
have earned this highest honor that Fairfax 
County bestows upon its public safety officials. 

There are several types of Valor Awards 
that are awarded to a public safety officer: the 
Lifesaving Award, the Certificate of Valor, or 
the Gold, Silver, or Bronze Medal of Valor. 

It is with great pride that I enter into the 
RECORD the names of the recipients of the 
2006 Valor Awards in the Fairfax County 
Sheriff’s Office. Receiving the Lifesaving 
Award: Private First Class Nicole L. Arnett; 
Private First Class Laval L. Collins; Private 
First Class Clifton Cooley; Private First Class 
Michael D. Ford; Master Deputy Sheriff Marvin 
S. Johnston; Private First Class Thomas V. 
Kyle; Private/Deputy John J. Roth; Second 
Lieutenant Gregory E. Schossler; Deputy 
Ryan E. Tassey; the Certificate of Valor 
Award: Second Lieutenant Brian Johnston; 
Private First Class Teena M. Putman. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to take 
this opportunity to thank all the men and 
women who serve in the Fairfax County Sher-

iff’s Office. Their efforts, made on behalf of the 
citizens of Fairfax County, are selfless acts of 
heroism and truly merit our highest praise. I 
ask my colleagues to join me in applauding 
this group of remarkable citizens. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO ST. PAUL’S 
EPISCOPAL SCHOOL ON THEIR 
2006 5A GIRLS’ STATE INDOOR 
TRACK AND FIELD CHAMPION-
SHIP 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride and pleasure that I rise to honor St. 
Paul’s Episcopal School on their 2006 5A 
Girls’ State Indoor Track and Field Champion-
ship. 

Head Coach Jim Tate has led St. Paul’s to 
32 state championships. Since 1983, Coach 
Tate’s teams have claimed 74 separate state 
team championships in track and cross-coun-
try. Twenty-five of his former athletes have 
gone on to compete at the collegiate level in 
either track or cross-country. In 1999, Coach 
Tate was selected as the national cross-coun-
try coach of the year. 

The St. Paul’s girls’ cross-country team 
holds the national record for the longest con-
secutive state championship streak in the na-
tion, winning the state championship for 16 
consecutive years (1983–1998). This year’s 
girls’ team proved to be champions in their 
victory on February 4, 2006, at Celebration 
Arena in Priceville. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating St. Paul’s Episcopal School 
on a great season and their state champion-
ship. This school deserves public recognition 
for this great honor, and I extend my congratu-
lations to each member of the team and 
coaching staff: 

St. Paul’s Girls’ Varsity Indoor Track Roster, 
Emily Bender 9th, Eleanor Brown 9th, Malise 
Collins 8th, Emily Collins 11th, Paige 
Cunningham 12th, Maggie DeLaney 12th, 
Sophie Eldred 8th, Norah Gufstason 8th, Mar-
garet Harkness 7th, Angelica Howard 11th, 
Kayleigh Hudson 7th, Mary Carleton Johnston 
10th, Hannah Jones 7th, Allison Kneip 11th, 
Allison Lerner 11th, Taylor Luckey 8th, Mary 
Win McCarthy 10th, Molly McGee 11th, 
Brenna McGee 10th, Jordan McMullan 11th, 
Coco Montgomery 7th, Kelsey Outlaw 7th, 
Hannah Samman 7th, Jeannie Schottgen 7th, 
Katelyn Simpson 12th, Mae Stimpson 10th, 
Ellie Stimpson 8th, Victoria Strange 8th, 
Nancy Taylor 9th, Summer Thomas 7th, Neal 
Tisher 9th, Sydneyjane Varmer 10th, Angel 
Watson 9th, Katherine White 7th, and Morgan 
Yeager 10th. 

Coaching Staff: Head Coach: Jim Tate, As-
sistant Coaches: Kelli Etheredge, Lyndell 
Farmer, Erin Moore, and Bill Quina. 

f 

HONORING RHONDA KENNEDY 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask my 
colleagues to join me today to honor Rhonda 
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Kennedy. Rhonda was named Tennessee 
Principal of the Year in 2005. 

We all know how important principals are to 
our communities. Anyone with children can tell 
you it’s the principal who sets the tone for a 
school and the huge impact that has on the 
quality of education our kids receive. Rhonda 
has shown that she is innovative, energetic, 
and dedicated to our kids and we can’t thank 
her enough for that. 

Among her achievements is the successful 
implementation of a program to assist special 
needs students. Rhonda also created a 
‘‘Learning Lab’’ to improve literacy skills at her 
school. 

Principal Kennedy’s work has helped im-
prove achievement at her school and brought 
parents, students, and our teachers together. 

f 

HONORING DEWBERRY’S 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

HON. TOM DAVIS 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the Dewberry 
Companies’ 50th anniversary. 

Dewberry was established as a small land 
design and survey practice on Friday, April 13, 
1965, in Arlington, Virginia. Currently, Dew-
berry has more than 1,800 employees in 30 
offices nationwide. The company has ex-
panded from a small business to a nationwide 
company with over 1,800 employees and 30 
offices. Dewberry provides an array of serv-
ices, including civil engineering, surveying, de-
sign-build, environmental sciences, land devel-
opment, security and homeland defense. 

The company has assisted in major project 
in the Northern Virginia area including the full 
planning and engineering of services for Kings 
Park (a residential community in Fairfax Coun-
ty), Tysons II, the Dulles Toll Road, and as-
sisted with work for the Washington Metropoli-
tan Area Transit Authority. Moreover, Dew-
berry has consulted for the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency (FEMA), and the 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment during presidential-declared disasters. 

Dewberry has been a strong member of the 
community through various charitable and 
scholarship programs. An example would be 
the Dean Meyers Scholarship fund, named for 
a Dewberry engineer who tragically lost his life 
in the DC sniper attacks of 2002. This scholar-
ship which is awarded annually to a civil engi-
neering student from a rural Pennsylvania high 
school has grown to $100,000. Dean Meyers 
was a civil engineer who worked for Dewberry 
until his tragic death in October of 2002 when 
he became a victim of the Washington, DC 
area sniper attacks. Dewberry has also do-
nated $20,000 to the victims of the tsunami 
and another $20,000 to the victims of the 
2005 Gulf Coast hurricanes. 

The founder of Dewberry, Sidney O. Dew-
berry, has not only propelled the success of 
Dewberry, but has served in numerous posi-
tions within the community including the Blue 
Ribbon Commission on Higher Education, and 
the Commission on Transportation. Addition-
ally, he has served as member of the Com-
mission on Fiscal and Spending Priorities in 
Fairfax County, as chairman of the Arlington 

County, Virginia Planning Commission, and as 
chairman of the Fairfax County, Virginia Engi-
neering Standards Review Committee. Cur-
rently, Mr. Dewberry is the Rector of George 
Mason University Board of Visitors and part of 
the George Mason University Foundation 
Board of Trustees. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to com-
mend and congratulate Dewberry on all of its 
contributions and accomplishments. They 
have served their community well, truly mer-
iting recognition. I call upon my colleagues to 
join me in the applauding Dewberry’s past ac-
complishments and in wishing the company 
continued success in the years to come. 

f 

HONORING RETIRED NEW YORK 
STATE ASSEMBLYMAN RICHARD 
J. KEANE 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, it gives me a 
tremendous sense of pleasure to honor the 
personal accomplishments and the long career 
in public service of a great elected leader and 
wonderful friend, former New York State As-
semblyman Richard J. Keane. 

Dick Keane is, as I said, a close friend of 
long standing. In point of fact, I succeeded 
Dick Keane as a member of the New York 
State Assembly in the 145th District. In all 
truthfulness I can say that no new member 
had a better mentor than I did. 

Like me, Dick Keane is a lifelong—and tre-
mendously proud—resident of South Buffalo, 
New York. A product of a large and politically 
prominent family in South Buffalo, Dick’s ca-
reer began protecting the public as a Buffalo 
Firefighter. From there, Dick went on to serve 
on the Erie County Board of Supervisors and 
was the first Democrat to serve as Chairman 
of its successor body, the Erie County Legisla-
ture. Dick was elected to a vacant seat in the 
State Assembly in 1976, and served in that 
seat proudly for 22 years. 

But in Albany, Dick had two official duties 
that brought him great joy—his management 
of the Assembly’s baseball team, and the 
Presidency of the American Irish Legislators 
Society of New York State, the latter being an 
organization in which I would later serve as 
Historian. 

Each year, the American Irish Legislators 
Society of New York State honors one of its 
own, a former member of the State Legislature 
who made a significant contribution both to 
public service and, usually, to the Society 
itself. On Monday, March 13th, in Albany, NY, 
Dick Keane will be the Society’s 2006 hon-
oree. That that event, it will be my distinct 
honor to present Dick with a commemorative 
copy of these remarks and to join with my 
successor in the State Assembly, Assembly-
man Mark Schroeder, in honoring Dick 
Keane’s service to New York State and to his 
community. 

Mr. Speaker, owing to my past service as 
Historian, I want to close with a bit of history. 
Ireland provided to the United States a num-
ber of wonderful gifts, but none more valuable 
than its people. Since the first days of landing 
on American soil, the Irish people have dem-
onstrated a commitment to public service that 

is unrivalled by any other ethnic group. From 
police and fire service to elective office, Irish 
Americans represent what is best about Amer-
ica—that if you work hard, play by the rules, 
love your family and your community and give 
as much as you can back to that community, 
the vaunted American Dream can be yours. 

Dick Keane is a public official and a private 
citizen utterly worthy of that description and of 
the respect of those whose lives he made bet-
ter for that service. It is my distinct honor to 
recognize him here today. 

f 

HONORING NANCY SANDERS 
PETERSON 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways a privilege for me to rise and acknowl-
edge outstanding Tennesseans. Today I ask 
my colleagues to join me in thanking Nancy 
Sanders Peterson, the president and CEO of 
Peterson Tool Co. Inc., for her contribution to 
our community in Tennessee. 

Nancy has been recognized many times for 
her business success and she was recently in-
ducted into the YWCA’s Academy for Women 
of Achievement. This distinction honors 
women for their community leadership and 
Nancy is a wonderful addition. 

She is a dedicated volunteer who has con-
tributed her time and talents as a mentor for 
young women. Whether teaching money-man-
agement skills to Girl Scouts or speaking on 
university campuses, Peterson is a wonderful 
role model. And Nancy has counseled fellow 
female entrepreneurs on how to expand their 
businesses. 

Congratulations and many thanks to Nancy 
Peterson for her unlimited energy and enthu-
siasm and her service to so many young 
women. 

f 

THE RETIREMENT OF U.S. MARINE 
CORPS GUNNERY SERGEANT 
LORENZO V. CHANCE 

HON. KENDRICK B. MEEK 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Gunnery Sergeant Lorenzo V. 
Chance, who is retiring after more than 22 
years of service in the United States Marine 
Corps. 

Gunnery Sergeant Chance was raised in 
Fayetteville, North Carolina where he grad-
uated from Cape Fear High School in 1983. 
He began his military career at Marine Corps 
Recruit Depot Paris Island, South Carolina, 
where he attended basic training in 1984. His 
assignments included the MOS’s of Rifleman, 
Administrative Chief, Drill Instructor, and 
Marksmanship Instructor. 

Throughout his distinguished career, Gun-
nery Sergeant Chance has served in a wide 
variety of assignments in the Marine Corps in-
cluding: 

September 1984–1986—Administrative 
Clerk, HQMC Manpower Branch; 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:57 Mar 08, 2006 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A07MR8.038 E07MRPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E293 March 7, 2006 
November 1986–December 1987—Embar-

kation NCO Marine Wing Headquarter Squad-
ron–1 Okinawa, Japan; 

January 1988–December 1991—HQMC 
Programs and Resources Division, Assistant 
Security Manager ensuring the personnel, 
physical, and information security of a division 
of 60 persons, hundreds of highly-sensitive 
documents, and equipment; 

January 1992–June 1995—Military Entrance 
Processing Station Montgomery, AL, Proc-
essing Specialist, interviewing and processing 
thousands of applicants into the U.S. Armed 
Forces; 

July 1995–November 1997—Paris Island, 
SC, Senior Drill Instructor Third RTBN, K 
Company and, Operations Chief/Acting First 
Sergeant, Support BN, Special Training Com-
pany, a direct impact in the ‘‘Making of Ma-
rines’’; 

December 1997–April 2002—HQMC PP&O, 
Current Operations Branch, Marine Corps 
Command Center where he served as an As-
sistant Watch; Team Chief, SNCOIC Marine 
Corps Exercises Employment Program, and 
Post 9/11 Crisis Action Team Operations 
Chief. During this period he was also assigned 
various other duties, including service as a 
Member of the Headquarters Marine Corps, 
Inspector General’s Readiness Assessment 
Team, responsibility for globally inspecting 
Marine Corps units for deployment capability 
and, in the 2000 Presidential Inaugural Com-
mittee, SNCOIC of the Street Cordon. 

Finally, from May 2002 through November 
2005, Gunnery Sergeant Chance served the 
435 Members of both the 108th and 109th 
Congress as SNCOIC Marine Corps Congres-
sional Liaison Office. He was also the Senior 
Enlisted service member to the U.S. House of 
Representatives during this period. During this 
period, Gunnery Sergeant Chance was re-
sponsible for directing, and organizing numer-
ous congressional and staff delegations 
around the world. His attention to detail in 
making these very important trips logistically 
successful is noteworthy. 

Gunnery Sergeant Chance has been very 
effective in carrying the Marine’s message to 
the halls of Congress. By his exemplary pro-
fessional competence, sound judgment, and 
total dedication to duty, Gunnery Sergeant 
Chance has reflected great credit upon himself 
and has always upheld the highest traditions 
of the United States Marine Corps. He has 
made a lasting contribution to the capability of 
today’s Marine Corps and has helped shape 
the future of tomorrow’s Corps. 

His superior performance of his duties high-
lights more than 22 years of honorable and 
dedicated Marine Corps service. I know that 
my many colleagues who have come to know 
and rely on Gunnery Sergeant Chance extend 
to him our warmest thanks for his service and 
our best wishes for happiness and success in 
his future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING A GREAT AMERICAN— 
THOMAS WADSWORTH LITTLE-
FIELD 

HON. HENRY E. BROWN, JR. 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, a constituent and respected businessman, 

T. Jeffrey Littlefield, vice president of 
TRICARE North Region Operations for PGBA, 
LLC, will soon be joined by many members of 
his family in recognizing their patriarch, Thom-
as Wadsworth Littlefield, on the occasion of 
his 87th birthday, April 8. 

The quote that his son Jeff recalls hearing 
his father say often is ‘‘this too shall pass.’’ In 
living by these words, Mr. Littlefield sought to 
give strength to his family when faced with 
challenges that seemed too great to bear. Like 
many of his generation, he knew firsthand the 
frequency and degree to which life could 
present great challenges. 

It is the sad horror of human existence that 
there will always be evil leaders who would 
deprive others of life and liberty to satisfy their 
own zealous quest for corrupt power. Never 
was this more evident than during World War 
II. 

Men such as Thomas Wadsworth Littlefield 
represent the very backbone of America—hav-
ing sacrificed so much for the good of family, 
nation, and religious freedom—their collective 
actions singularly define them as our ‘‘Great-
est Generation.’’ 

When he joined battle and fought bravely in 
the last offensive against Japan while serving 
as a Private First Class in the U.S. Army’s 
105th Infantry, H Company, at Okinawa, 
Japan, Mr. Littlefield faced threats and fears 
that most of us will, thankfully, never come to 
know. Like many American soldiers, his mili-
tary service did not end there as he fought to 
defend liberty in numerous locations in and 
around Japan throughout World War II. 

In living commemoration of the great Victory 
over Japan, known commonly as ‘‘VJ Day,’’ he 
named his second daughter, Vicki Jane 
Littlefield (‘‘V.J.’’) born in August of 1945, soon 
after Japan surrendered. 

Not long after winning the peace, Mr. 
Littlefield returned to civilian life and worked to 
win the hearts and minds of faculty, parents 
and children as elementary school principal in 
the Weber County school district of Ogden, 
Utah. There, he labored for 30 years, laying 
the foundation for a new generation of Amer-
ican leaders; eventually retiring at age 65. 

Before the war, Mr. Littlefield attended 
Weber State College (now Weber State Uni-
versity) in Ogden, where he led them to nu-
merous victories as their football quarterback. 
Later, he attended Utah State University in 
Logan, Utah, where he received his educator’s 
degree. 

An avid sports fan, he always enjoyed snow 
skiing, tennis and exploring the trails of Mount 
Ogden on his dirt bike several times a year. 

Raised on a turkey farm in Morgan, Utah 
along with eight brothers and sisters, his 
mother, Kate Wadsworth Littlefield, helped to 
nurture leadership in their family by serving as 
an active Republican event organizer and as 
the first female United States Postmaster in 
Morgan County, Utah. 

A faithful follower of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints, Mr. Littlefield was 
always active in church events and, together 
with his wife of 65 years this coming June, 
raised their family as Mormons. Thomas 
Wadsworth Littlefield and Myrtle Carrigan 
Littlefield have been blessed with nine grand-
children and nine great-grandchildren. In Au-
gust of this year, T. Jeffrey Littlefield and 
Tommy Starling will share another blessing, as 
this loving family will welcome grandchild num-
ber 10 into the world. 

Throughout his life, Mr. Littlefield’s philos-
ophy and outlook on life was to make sure 
that his children were raised with love and to 
instill in them the confidence, drive and an 
ambition to succeed. In so doing, it was his 
fervent hope to see his descendants achieve 
more than he could ever experience in his 
own life. A testament to his service, sacrifice 
and values, Mr. Littlefield will be joined by 
family members in presence and in spirit on 
April 8 to herald the celebration of his 87th 
birthday. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
recognize, individually, the names of those so 
dear to this great American: Thomas Wads-
worth Littlefield, Father; Myrtle Carrigan 
Littlefield, Mother; Joseph Littlefield, Paternal 
Grandfather; Kathryn Wadsworth Littlefield, 
Paternal Grandmother; Irvin Carrigan, Mater-
nal Grandfather; Catherine Jones Carrigan, 
Maternal Grandmother; Patti Ann Fowers, 
Daughter; Norman George Fowers, Son-In- 
Law; Holly Fowers, Granddaughter; Heather 
Fowers Smedley, Granddaughter; Daren 
Smedley, Heather’s husband; Jonah Smedley, 
Great Grandson; Annabelle Smedley, Great 
Grandson; Nate Fowers, Grandson; Kaleb 
Fowers, Great Grandson; Mitch Fowers, 
Grandson; Vicki Jane Olson, Daughter; Brook 
Clyde Olson, Son-In-Law; Marci Olson Kiehl, 
Granddaughter; Sam Kiehl, Marci’s husband; 
Jake Kiehl, Great Grandson; Spencer Kiehl, 
Great Grandson; Alli Kiehl, Great Grand-
daughter; Kami Olson Howe, Granddaughter; 
Chad Howe, Kami’s husband; Conner Howe, 
Great Grandson; Hunter Howe, Great Grand-
son; Rylie Jo Howe, Great Granddaughter; 
Audri Ann Olson, Granddaughter; Jenni Olson, 
Granddaughter; Thomas Jeffrey Littlefield, 
Son; Thomas Brent Starling, Partner and fu-
ture Son-In-Law; and Carrigan Shea Starling- 
Littlefield, if the latest addition to their family is 
a Granddaughter, or Hayden Thomas Starling- 
Littlefield, if the newborn is a Grandson. 

War veteran, educator, father and grand-
father, athlete, and loving husband, his life 
and service to our nation helped to forge a na-
tion and spread Democracy the world over. 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask my col-
leagues in the U.S. House of Representatives 
to join me in congratulating Mr. Thomas 
Wadsworth Littlefield and his extended family 
on the occasion of his 87th birthday. 

f 

HONORING MIKE WALKER 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, all too 
often our local, State and Federal govern-
ments turn to tax increases rather than re-
sponsible budgeting in order to balance the 
bottom line. 

In 1990, Mike Walker became city manager 
for Brentwood, TN, just after a property tax in-
crease had been implemented. This was the 
last property tax increase in Brentwood. Mike 
has refused to use tax increases to balance 
the budget, instead he’s been a responsible 
steward of our tax dollars. It’s no wonder he 
was named City Manager of the Year by the 
Tennessee City Management Association. 
He’s done a great job. 

With clear vision and detailed planning, 
Mike has increased the parkland in Brentwood 
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from 50 acres to 575 acres and he helped 
shepherd the construction of a new 43,500 
square foot library. 

Mike is a consummate professional and a 
talented leader. We all thank him for his work. 

f 

AMERICAN RED CROSS MONTH 

HON. STENY H. HOYER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the month of 
March is a time for us to officially recognize 
the essential role the American Red Cross 
plays in our communities. 2006 is a special 
year for the Red Cross, as we commemorate 
its 125th year of making our country safer, 
healthier and more secure. In honoring the na-
tional organization of the Red Cross, we must 
also recognize the local chapters that work 
tirelessly to achieve these goals, such as the 
Red Cross of Southern Maryland, now in its 
80th year of service. 

The Southern Maryland Red Cross, and the 
Nation, faced new challenges in 2005. The 
deadly tsunami in late 2004 tested the char-
acter and will of the international community, 
and Hurricanes Katrina and Rita uprooted 
families and communities. Throughout every 
trial we faced, the Red Cross was there to 
help ease suffering and aid recovery. These 
dedicated people were first in line to help fam-
ilies and individuals, friends and strangers. 

The Southern Maryland Red Cross faced 
not only the national disasters of 2005, but 
ones that hit closer to home. The response 
they provided is a testament to the kindness 
of any American touched by tragedy. The citi-
zens of Southern Maryland rolled up their 
sleeves to donate over 7,000 units of blood 
and gave donations to aid the victims of 200 
house fires. They learned CPR, lifesaving 
skills, and first aid techniques. They volun-
teered their time, money and hearts to anyone 
who needed help. And they did not just aid 
their neighbors at home, but also those 
abroad, allowing over 200 military personnel to 
communicate with their families in Maryland. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the Southern 
Maryland Red Cross are no different from you 
or me. They have full time jobs, families, and 
responsibilities at home. What makes these 
Americans so extraordinary is that they have 
selflessly taken time out of their lives to help 
schools, workplaces, families, and any person 
who needs a hand. The Southern Maryland 
Chapter consists of 200 volunteers and do-
nors, but it responds to the needs of a nation. 

The Southern Maryland Red Cross brings 
aid and recovery, gives hope and comfort, and 
inspires Americans to reach out when help is 
needed. I feel assured knowing that the 
Southern Maryland Chapter is working every 
day to better the lives of my fellow Maryland 
residents. We must all do our part to recog-
nize the vitality of the Red Cross and ensure 
that they are ready to help us respond to the 
challenges that lie ahead. 

In honor of the Southern Maryland Chapter 
of the Red Cross, I would like to take this time 
to officially recognize March as American Red 
Cross Month. Whether it is a donation of time, 
money or courage, the American Red Cross is 
there for us. This March is a time to stand up 
and recognize their continued service. 

I encourage all Americans to show their 
commitment to the Red Cross by donating 
money or volunteering their time at one of the 
many local chapters across the country. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE FIRST U.S.- 
KOREA STRATEGIC CONSULTA-
TION FOR ALLIED PARTNERSHIP 

HON. VITO FOSSELLA 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, when Presi-
dent George Bush traveled to South Korea 
late last year to attend the Asia-Pacific Eco-
nomic Cooperation, APEC, Summit in Busan, 
he and President Moo-Hyun Roh agreed that 
while the strategic partnership and evolving 
security alliance between our two nations were 
‘‘mutually beneficial,’’ increased and more effi-
cient communication were still required. 

Against this backdrop, Presidents Bush and 
Roh agreed to launch a strategic dialogue 
called Strategic Consultation for Allied Partner-
ship, SCAP, at the ministerial level for con-
sultations on bilateral, regional and global 
issues of mutual interest. Currently, the U.S. 
only holds such consultations with Australia, 
Saudi Arabia and Japan. 

The first of these meetings took place in 
Washington on January 19, 2006, when South 
Korea’s Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade, 
Ki-Moon Ban, met with U.S. Secretary of State 
Condoleezza Rice. According to the State De-
partment, among the key initiatives Secretary 
Rice and Foreign Minister Ban laid out as top-
ics for continued discussion include: coordina-
tion of efforts to promote freedom, democratic 
institutions and human rights worldwide; 
strengthened cooperation on fighting terrorism 
and exerting common efforts for the observ-
ance and implementation of international secu-
rity cooperation regimes for the prevention of 
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction; 
coordination of efforts to develop comprehen-
sive international strategies to fight 
transnational pandemic disease; maintaining a 
strong U.S.–ROK alliance to contribute to 
peace and stability in Northeast Asia; and de-
veloping common approaches to reinforcing 
peace and stability through multilateral peace-
keeping and improved collaboration on crisis 
response and disaster management. 

It is clearly evident that the shared agenda 
of the United States and South Korea is both 
broad and comprehensive. South Korea is one 
of our country’s principal trading partners, with 
over $72 billion in trade volume each year and 
the fifth-largest purchaser of U.S. agricultural 
products. In fact, on Thursday, February 2, 
2006, the U.S. and Korea announced the 
launching of negotiations on a Free Trade 
Agreement, FTA, which would represent, ac-
cording to U.S. Trade Representative Rob 
Portman, the ‘‘most commercially significant’’ 
free trade pact since NAFTA. 

Moreover, according to the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, during the 2004 calendar year, 
627,000 South Koreans visited the United 
States for tourism and business travel, making 
Korea the fifth largest overseas market of tour-
ists coming to our shores. As cochair of the 
Congressional Caucus on Korea, I am also 
well aware that Korea has made great 
progress in working to meet all the statutory 

requirements for entry into the Visa Waiver 
Program, VWP. 

The United States and South Korea also 
share a deep concern about regional stability 
and continued peace on the Korean Penin-
sula. At the same time, South Korea has been 
an important and indispensable ally in the 
global war on terror and in bringing peace, 
stability and democracy to Iraq. In fact, South 
Korea has deployed more troops in Iraq than 
any other country besides the United States 
and Great Britain. 

Mr. Speaker, for all these reasons, the first 
Strategic Consultation for Allied Partnership 
was an important contribution to strengthen 
the U.S.-Korea bilateral relationship and ex-
pand the horizon of the alliance. I also com-
mend Secretary Rice and Foreign Minister 
Ban on their pledge to continue sustaining the 
formative discussions as their joint efforts de-
serve our full recognition and support. 

f 

HONORING SERGEANT DENNIS 
KRAMER AND SPECIALIST JO-
SEPH DELAPP 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, America 
has always relied on the men and women of 
our Armed Services to keep us free. Quite 
simply, without them the greatest bastion of 
freedom on this planet would not exist. We 
can never thank them enough. 

Today I ask my colleagues to honor two 
men who have served America with distinc-
tion. 

Sergeant Dennis Kramer received the distin-
guished honor of Noncommissioned Officer of 
the Year for 2004. 

Specialist Joseph Delapp was awarded the 
esteemed Soldier of the Year for 2004. 

Sergeant Dennis Kramer of Baudette, Min-
nesota enlisted in May 2001 and is serving in 
the 1/187th Infantry Regiment at Fort Camp-
bell as a reconnaissance squad leader. During 
Operation Enduring Freedom, he served as a 
rifleman in A Company of the 1/187 and upon 
redeployment he volunteered for the scout pla-
toon where he served as a sniper and sniper 
section squad leader during Operation Iraqi 
Freedom. 

Specialist Joseph Delapp of Mayfield, Ken-
tucky was awarded Battalion Soldier of the 
month in August 2004 and Brigade Soldier of 
the Year 2004. Formerly in D Company 2/327 
Infantry, Delapp is now the Commanding Gen-
eral’s Driver, and a Noncommissioned Officer. 
Delapp entered the Army on January 31, 2002 
and was deployed in March 2003 in support of 
Operation Iraqi Freedom where he served as 
a driver and a gunner. 

Mr. Speaker, now we owe a debt of grati-
tude to these men and to their families. I ask 
my colleagues to join me in congratulating 
these outstanding members of our military and 
thank them for their dedication to defending 
our country. God Bless the U.S. Armed 
Forces. 
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ACT COMMEMORATING THE LITE: 

OR LIFETIME INNOVATIONS OF 
THOMAS EDISON 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 28, 2006 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 1096, which 
commemorates the lifetime innovations of 
Thomas Edison. 

This legislation will ensure the preservation 
of Thomas Edison’s laboratory in New Jersey. 
Edison set a tremendous example for all 
Americans to follow, and, through this legisla-
tion, Americans of future generations will be 
able to learn from the lessons he taught us. 

Before Thomas Edison opened his lab in 
New Jersey, he called Port Huron, Michigan, 
his hometown. That town has done a fine job 
in its own right to preserve the memory of 
Thomas Edison, and I am proud to represent 
it in the House. 

In 2004, Port Huron rededicated the Edison 
Rock as part of the 125th Anniversary of the 
invention of the light bulb. The event featured 
the actor Mickey Rooney who starred in the 
1940 movie ‘‘Young Tom Edison’’, which 
chronicled Tom’s formative years. 

I think the Edison Rock is a fitting tribute— 
not only because it is very big and very 
heavy—something like 62 tons—but because, 
like most rocks, it is very old. 

That’s significant. 
In order to rank the importance of Thomas 

Edison’s achievement of the first, practical 
light bulb you have to go back a long, long 
way— 

In fact, you have to go back to the very be-
ginning—to the Bible and the Book of Gen-
esis, where it says: ‘‘And God said, let there 
be light—and there was light. ‘‘ 

Of course, God meant there was sunlight— 
and don’t get me wrong—that was a great 
start. 

But the only problem with sunlight is that it 
lasts only when the sun is out. 

It wasn’t until thousands of years later when 
Thomas Edison said,—‘‘Let there be light’’— 
and finally we had light during the other half 
of the day. 

The significance of this invention can never 
be exaggerated. 

Electric light was the spark that ignited the 
Industrial Revolution and all the technological 
breakthroughs that followed. 

America’s work ethic is also part of Edison’s 
extraordinary legacy. Although Edison was un-
doubtedly a genius, he never thought of him-
self as one. In fact, he always claimed that his 
inventions were the product of hard work. 
‘‘Genius is one percent inspiration, 99 percent 
perspiration’’ was one of his most famous 
quotes. 

Thomas Edison actually struggled for years 
and built more than 6,000 prototypes before 
he came up with the successful design for the 
light bulb. 

He made us believe that through hard work, 
anything can be accomplished. 

Edison gave us many gifts—the light bulb— 
the phonograph—the motion picture camera— 
as well as hundreds of other inventions that 
have shaped our modem world. 

The phrase—‘‘Good old American ingenuity’’ 
describes the ‘‘can-do’’ spirit of our nation— 

our ability to take on any problem and come 
up with a solution. 

Edison was the personification of American 
opportunity. He didn’t grow up as a member of 
the privileged class. 

He was just an average American, who 
through a lot of hard work and a little inspira-
tion became one of the most famous and influ-
ential people in history. 

And so he gave us many gifts—the light 
bulb, the phonograph, the motion picture cam-
era as well as hundreds of other inventions 
that have shaped our modern world. 

But possibly his greatest gift to us was his 
representation of the American spirit. 

For when we think of Thomas Edison, we 
believe that anything is possible. 

Edison’s ability to take on the most difficult 
problems of mankind—and come up with an 
invention that could make everyone’s life bet-
ter is a source of American pride. 

We believe that American know-how and 
American ingenuity are among the characteris-
tics that make our nation great. 

That’s why I’m confident in our nation. 
I’m confident in our ability to do whatever it 

takes to assure the safety of our nation and 
the success of liberty. 

And it’s our nation that continues to bring 
the light of liberty to the world. 

And finally, we believe that you can grow up 
in Port Huron, Michigan—or thousands of 
other communities across America—and in ev-
eryone of them you have the opportunity to 
reach for greatness. 

f 

IN FAVOR OF THE SOLOMON 
AMENDMENT SUPREME COURT 
DECISION 

HON. STEVE BUYER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I applaud the 
March 6 Supreme Court Decision in favor of 
the Solomon Amendment. This decision brings 
resolution to a period of time in which students 
seeking military careers have been denied 
equal access to their career of choice due to 
the political climates and cultures of the insti-
tutions in which they receive their education. 

My commendation goes to the United States 
Supreme Court’s prudent action in siding with 
Congress to uphold this vital legislation. Even 
in this time of great sacrifice when our men 
and women in uniform are engaged in defeat-
ing the forces of tyranny and terror, some 
have neither masked nor disguised their loath-
ing of the American military. A blatant dis-
regard and violation of the basic principles of 
free speech and right to association has been 
demonstrated by these institutions. I feel it 
pertinent to add that Congress never asked for 
anything other than equal access for military 
recruiters. We simply ask the same access as 
that given to any other employer. 

It has been argued that the less fortunate 
carry the burden of military service. 

This decision of the Supreme Court in fact 
levels the playing field. It guarantees students 
at higher educational institutions have equal 
access to military service for our great nation. 
This decision could not have come at a more 
important time. Today’s cultural tone places so 
much emphasis on receiving benefits rather 

than on service to our country. A lack of mili-
tary recruiters on campus would only continue 
to erode the consciousness of the people 
about the pride of military service and our obli-
gation in defense of America. I would be re-
miss not to mention that such access to mili-
tary recruiters is a cornerstone of our success-
ful all-volunteer force. 

Colleagues, our Constitutional obligation 
was clearly laid out. Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution states, ‘‘that Congress shall have 
the power to . . . raise and support Armies, 
. . . to provide and maintain a Navy, . . . and 
to provide for organizing, arming and dis-
ciplining the Militia.’’ I once again commend 
the Supreme Court in helping us uphold the 
Constitution of the United States of America. 

f 

REMEMBERING CALVIN RITCHIE 
OF FAUQUIER COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor for 
Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia and me to re-
member Calvin L. ‘‘Boots’’ Ritchie, a farmer 
and activist deeply committed to agriculture 
and his fellow farmers in Fauquier County, Vir-
ginia, who passed away on February 26. 

Selected by the Fauquier Times-Democrat 
as ‘‘Citizen of the Year’’ in 1994, Boots will be 
remembered for his countless accomplish-
ments, including co-founding People Helping 
People of Fauquier County, Inc., a local char-
ity offering immediate help to residents of Fau-
quier struggling against natural disaster, ill-
ness, or sudden financial hardship. 

We insert for the RECORD a Fauquier Times- 
Democrat obituary from February 28. A Fau-
quier native, Boots will be deeply missed by 
the people of the county, and at home by his 
family. 

[From the Fauquier Times-Democrat, Feb. 
28, 2006] 

‘‘BOOTS’’ SUCCUMBS TO CANCER 
SOUTHERN FAUQUIER FARMER WAS OUTSPOKEN 

ADVOCATE FOR AGRICULTURE, EDUCATION 
Calvin L. ‘‘Boots’’ Ritchie, of Bealeton, one 

of Fauquier County’s leading citizens for the 
past two decades and an active force behind 
a home-grown charitable organization, died 
at home on Feb. 27 after a long and valiant 
fight against cancer. He was 78. 

A native son of Fauquier, Mr. Ritchie was 
born June 17, 1927 at Inglewood Farm, where 
he died. 

He earned his unique nickname as a child, 
when he did his chores around the farm 
‘‘wearing an adult-sized pair of gumboots 
that reached to his hips,’’ recalled his sister, 
Hazel Bell, in a 1994 interview. ‘‘He was 
about 5 or 6 years old, and the name stuck.’’ 

He spent his entire life working in agri-
culture, first on the family farm and later, 
while engaged in custom farming. In the 
mid-1970s, he founded the Fauquier Grain 
Company. 

Mr. Ritchie came to the general public’s 
attention in 1978, when he was involved in 
the American Agriculture Movement. 

The AAM sought 100 percent parity for 
farm products, and made their point by stag-
ing a memorable ‘‘Tractorcade’’ demonstra-
tion that passed through Fauquier into 
Washington, D.C. 

‘‘Our main agricultural export is grain, 
which is priced lower now than it was five 
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years ago,’’ wrote Mr. Ritchie in a 1979 col-
umn in the Democrat. ‘‘No other industry 
could stay in business under these cir-
cumstances, and farmers cannot be expected 
to, either.’’ 

In later years, Mr. Ritchie became a driv-
ing force behind Fauquier County’s purchase 
of development rights program. 

However, it was a different crisis, far from 
Fauquier, that put Mr. Ritchie on a new path 
that would make a lasting difference for 
hundreds of people. 

In the wake of the disaster in South Caro-
lina caused by Hurricane Hugo in 1989, Mr. 
Ritchie and several of his friends founded 
People Helping People of Fauquier County, 
Inc., a nonprofit corporation for the sole pur-
pose of helping people struggling against 
natural disasters, illness or sudden financial 
hardship. 

EDUCATION ADVOCATE 
In the early 1990s—after a school bond ref-

erendum held to provide funding for a second 
high school failed—Mr. Ritchie became ac-
tive in yet another arena. 

Determined to see a second high school in 
southern Fauquier, Mr. Ritchie persistently 
lobbied the School Board and pushed for the 
needed school bond referendum. When Lib-
erty High School at Bealeton opened in 
1994—without the funding for a football sta-
dium—he was at the forefront of the cam-
paign, soliciting donations and selling raffle 
tickets to raise the money to get the sta-
dium built. 

After Mr. Ritchie and his friends on the 
Principal’s Advisory Committee at Liberty 
raised $100,000 for the stadium lights, the 
Board of Supervisors, then under the late 
Dave Mangum (Lee District), came up with 
the remaining $250,000 to build it. 

Due to Mr. Ritchie’s efforts and his grow-
ing, positive influence in Fauquier County, 
he was recognized as the Fauquier Times- 
Democrat’s Citizen of the Year for 1994. 

His influence continued throughout his 
final years, and he often spoke out on issues 
that were important to him. A frequent con-
tributor to the Democrat’s opinion pages, 
Mr. Ritchie’s last letter was published here 
on Jan. 25, 2006. 

In it, he urged the Board of Supervisors to 
consider giving tax money to parents who 
wished to opt-out of the public schools and 
send their children to private or Christian 
schools. 

‘‘The movement would be so great that I 
doubt that we would have to build any more 
new public schools,’’ he said. ‘‘The good news 
is that everyone wins.’’ 

Mr. Ritchie was a longtime, active member 
of Mount Carmel Baptist Church near Mor-
risville, where he served on the Building and 
Grounds Committee, as well as videographer 
for worship services. 

According to his family, one of the high-
lights of Boots’ life was being chosen to 
carry the Olympic Torch. 

Mr. Ritchie is survived by his wife, Gail R. 
Ritchie; his sons, and Glenn C. Ritchie, all of 
Bealeton; and his daughters, Jennifer R. 
Krick of Bealeton and Helen R. Ritchie of 
Strasburg. 

Also surviving are his step-sons, Edward C. 
Lynskey of Annandale and William E. 
Lynskey of Midland; and his stepdaughters, 
Linda L. Ashby and Karen L. Hughes, both of 
Bealeton; and his sisters, Hazel R. Bell of 
Drayden, Md., Jennalee R. McNally, Marie R. 
Lee and Peggy R. Dahany, all of Fredericks-
burg; 11 grandchildren and four great-grand-
children. 

He was preceded in death by his parents, 
Wilbur Early Ritchie and Ethel Barker 
Ritchie; a son, Jeff A. Ritchie; and his broth-
ers, C. Hunter Ritchie, Claude Ritchie, and 
Charles Dwight Ritchie. 

Funeral services and internment will be 
private. A public memorial service will be 
held on Saturday, March 4 at 2 p.m. at the 
Liberty High School auditorium. 

Memorial contributions may be made to 
the American Cancer Society, Relay for Life, 
P.O. Box 1095, Warrenton, VA 20188; People 
Helping People, P.O. Box 3108, Warrenton, 
VA 20188; or to Mount Carmel Baptist 
Church, 12714 Elk Run Road, Midland, VA 
22728. 

Online condolences may be made at http:// 
www.moserfuneralhome.com. 

f 

HONORING JUSTICE CORNELIA 
CLARK 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
want to take a moment to recognize and 
honor Justice Cornelia Clark. 

Justice Clark has been selected for a seat 
on the Tennessee Supreme Court where she 
will be only the 4th woman ever to serve. Her 
wealth of experience and insight will serve her 
well in this important role and we honor her for 
such a wonderful achievement. 

Justice Clark’s professional accomplish-
ments are proof of her dedication to the judici-
ary. Since her graduation from Vanderbilt Law 
School in 1979, Justice Clark devoted herself 
to the law as a litigation attorney and later as 
an attorney for the city of Franklin. For 10 
years, Justice Clark served as a Circuit Court 
Judge and most recently as the Director of the 
Administrative Office of the Courts. 

Cornelia has shown a remarkable inquisi-
tiveness and dedication to lifelong learning 
throughout her career. Prior to law school she 
earned her Master of Arts in Teaching from 
Harvard University and worked as an educa-
tor. She served 10 years as an adjunct pro-
fessor at the Vanderbilt University School of 
Law. Countless women have been inspired by 
her example and we all thank her for her 
work. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Justice Clark and welcoming 
her to the bench ofthe Tennessee Supreme 
Court. 

f 

BEMIDJI, MINNESOTA OLYMPIANS 

HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, 
the nation watched with pride and admiration 
as the United States Men’s and Women’s 
Olympic Curling teams competed at the XX 
Olympic Winter Games in Turin, Italy. I am 
proud to point out that both teams hail from 
Bemidji, Minnesota in the 7th Congressional 
District. 

The city of Bemidji sent more athletes per 
capita to the 2006 Winter Olympics than any 
other town in America. The athletes on both 
Olympic Curling teams call the Bemidji Curling 
Club their home. One of the premier curling 
clubs in the United States, the Bemidji Curling 
Club has captured more than 50 state and na-

tional titles in its outstanding 71-year history. 
The Club will also host the U.S. World Team 
Trials from March 4th through 12th. For 
curlers and curling fans Bemidji is the place to 
be. 

The sport of curling dates to 16th century 
Scotland where games were played during 
winter on frozen ponds, lochs and marshes. 
Curling’s popularity spread during the 19th 
century to many nations in Europe, as well as 
to the United States, New Zealand, and Can-
ada. It is now played in over 35 countries 
throughout the world. 

Both of the U.S. Olympic Curling teams 
from Bemidji faced tough competition from the 
very best teams the world has to offer. With 
the world watching they demonstrated their 
skills on one of sport’s grandest stages and 
brought honor and praise to themselves and 
Members of the Women’s team were Cassie 
Johnson, Jamie Johnson, Jessica Schultz, 
Maureen Brunt, Courtney George and Coach 
Neil Doese. The Men’s team consisted of Pete 
Fenson, Shawn Rojeski, Joe Polo, John Shu-
ster, Scott Baird and Coach Bob Fenson. 

Both teams exhibited their skill, their mas-
tery of strategic play and the ability to pre-
cisely execute when the pressure was on. 
This combination of skill and determination 
helped the Men’s team to bring home the 
Bronze Medal for the United States of Amer-
ica. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to recognize the great 
achievement of all these fine athletes. The 
commitment to excellence, sportsmanship and 
honor that they displayed while representing 
the United States will long be a source of 
pride for all Minnesotans, especially those who 
call Bemidji, Minnesota their home. 

f 

HONORING DIXON GROVE BAPTIST 
CHURCH 

HON. DAVID SCOTT 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Dixon Grove Baptist Church on 
the occasion of its 50th anniversary. Dixon 
Grove Baptist Church has demonstrated an 
unwavering commitment to its surrounding 
community and the state of Georgia. 

The late Reverend John Arthur Dixon found-
ed Dixon Grove Baptist Church in 1956 and 
declared that the church would be built by 
faith. Reverend James E. Harris assumed 
leadership of the church in 1979. As a result 
of their combined leadership and vision the 
church rose from its humble beginnings in a 
schoolhouse with a congregation of fewer than 
50 members to a multi-acre facility that ac-
commodates the 600 members that attend the 
church today. 

Reverend James E. Harris continues to up-
hold the vision and mission set by Reverend 
John Arthur Dixon of adhering to Biblical prin-
ciples while improving the lives of people in 
the community. Reverend James E. Harris 
demonstrated his leadership through commu-
nity, civic, and religious involvement by ac-
cepting my request to represent the 13th con-
gressional district at the White House Con-
ference on Aging in December of 2005. 

Through faith in God and commitment to 
service, church ministries expanded under 
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Reverend James E. Harris to include: Family 
Counseling and a Youth Christian Basketball 
League to reach the youth of the Clayton 
County community. After the most devastating 
natural disaster in the history of the United 
States struck in 2005, Dixon Grove Baptist 
Church responded to the needs of evacuees 
by providing assistance through its Community 
Food and Clothing Co-operative. 

Please join me in honoring Dixon Grove 
Baptist Church and Reverend James E. Harris 
for their commitment to Jesus Christ’s exam-
ple of faith and giving. It is my sincere hope 
that the ministry and work of Dixon Grove 
Baptist Church prospers for another 50 years. 

f 

CAPUANO PROVIDES LEADERSHIP 
ON DARFUR 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
no crisis confronting the world is as grave as 
that in Darfur, Sudan, where genocide is a 
tragic fact. America’s failure to act more vigor-
ously in this regard is a grave error. It is true 
that there are other nations, including many in 
Africa—which bear some of the blame. But we 
must not let the inaction of others become a 
justification for our own failure to take steps 
that we know to be morally necessary to save 
lives. My colleague from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
CAPUANO), on his return from a trip to Darfur 
led by the gentlewoman from California, the 
Democratic Leader, wrote a forceful article in 
the Boston Herald for March 7th making the 
case for much firmer action by the U.S. and 
others in Darfur. 

Mr. Speaker, given the moral imperative of 
action, I hope all of our colleagues will agree 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts who 
writes that ‘‘I urge the President to fully sup-
port the U.N. peacekeeping mission and put 
the full weight of the U.S. military behind it. 
More troops, with a mandate to protect civil-
ians, are desperately needed . . . If the U.N. 
cannot meet this timetable, we must strength-
en the AU force and provide additional civilian 
support.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, at a time when people com-
pete with each other to stress the importance 
of the moral element in politics, our colleague 
from Massachusetts (Mr. CAPUANO) has struck 
a clear note on one of the overriding moral 
issues of our time, and I join him in calling on 
the President and the rest of us to take 
prompt action. 
U.S. MUST WORK TO HALT DARFUR GENOCIDE 

(By Michael Capuano) 
We look back on the Holocaust and wonder 

how the world stood by while 6 million Jews 
were slaughtered. Never again, we pledged. 
Yet in 1994, 1 million Rwandans were mas-
sacred. Afterward, we declared it genocide 
and pledged never again. Many leaders later 
expressed deep regret over our inaction. 

In 2003, our attention was drawn to Darfur, 
Sudan, where innocent civilians were being 
murdered, enslaved, raped and driven from 
their homes. We declared it genocide, but 
failed to act, again. 

Since 2003, more than 400,000 people have 
been murdered in Darfur and 2 million more 
displaced. I just returned from Sudan, on a 
trip led by House Democratic Leader Nancy 
Pelosi. 

In Al Fashir, Darfur, we met with relief 
workers, traveled to Internally Displaced 
Persons camps and spoke with African Union 
(AU) personnel. This reinforced my convic-
tion that genocide is still occurring, the gov-
ernment of Sudan is responsible and not 
enough is being done. 

We also met with Sudanese government of-
ficials who claimed the suffering in Darfur 
was exaggerated. There were skirmishes over 
water and grazing rights, they said, but 
nothing to concern outsiders. They admitted 
funding the Janjaweed, the militias who at-
tack civilians, yet vehemently denied geno-
cide is occurring. Everyone else we spoke 
with, AU personnel and relief workers, recog-
nize they are witnessing genocide. 

There are 7,700 AU personnel on the 
ground. However, they don’t have a mandate 
to protect civilians and lack sufficient re-
sources. Without a drastic troop increase and 
outside logistical assistance, the AU will 
continue struggling. AU officials told us 
they need more support and are planning for 
the involvement of a United Nations force. 
But the government of Sudan, the perpetra-
tors of the genocide, rejects U.N. involve-
ment. 

I have persistently called for the protec-
tion of civilians and an end to the violence. 
Attempts to address this crisis legislatively 
have faced resistance. I have tried to Intro-
duce amendments to a State Department bill 
and a Foreign Operations bill, authorizing 
the president to use all necessary means to 
stop the genocide. These amendments were 
blocked. 

President Bush and U.N. Secretary General 
Kofi Annan recently discussed a U.N. peace-
keeping force for Darfur. The president has 
publicly called for the doubling of peace-
keepers. I urge the president to fully support 
a U.N. peacekeeping mission and put the full 
weight of the U.S. military behind it. More 
troops, with a mandate to protect civilians, 
are desperately needed and must arrive in 
the next couple of months. If the U.N. cannot 
meet this timetable, we must strengthen the 
AU force and provide additional civilian sup-
port. 

President Bush recently said America was 
first to recognize the genocide in Darfur. He 
said, ‘‘Our country was the first country to 
call what was taking place a genocide, which 
matters—words matter.’’ 

Actions matter more. It’s time to back our 
words up with action. Time is running out. 

f 

HONORING JOHN ROSS, DR. JEN-
NIFER STEWART-WRIGHT, AND 
RAY BELL 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is an 
honor today to acknowledge the achievements 
of Tennesseans who have made a tremen-
dous contribution to our community. 

Savannah resident John Ross has com-
mitted a great deal of energy to the conserva-
tion of our state’s wildlife and natural re-
sources. In recognition of this work, he has 
been named 2004 Land Conservationist of the 
Year. John’s passionate advocacy work and 
his effort to educate others on this issue are 
a great example to the community, and I want 
to thank him for his involvement. 

Dr. Jennifer Stewart-Wright of Fairview was 
honored by the Harpeth River Watershed with 
the River Steward Award for her active work 

on multiple restoration projects and her efforts 
as a professor at Tennessee State University. 
Dr. Stewart-Wright has made this a family af-
fair with the assistance of her children, Selah 
and Jesse, who share their mom’s passion for 
revitalizing and protecting our waterways. 

Mr. Ray Bell of Franklin has been awarded 
the Lane W. Adams Quality of Life Award for 
his years of service to helping those diag-
nosed with cancer. A cancer survivor himself, 
Ray has dedicated countless hours not only to 
cancer patients but to their families as well. 
Ray’s compassion and commitment are in-
credibly inspiring and a blessing for those fac-
ing this disease. We all thank him for his work. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring, thanking and congratulating these 
outstanding Tennesseans for making a dif-
ference in their communities. 

f 

WOMEN’S BUSINESS DEVELOP-
MENT CENTER’S CELEBRATING 
20 YEARS CREATING SUCCESS-
FUL WOMEN-OWNED BUSINESSES 
1986–2006 CELEBRATING THE PAST 
CHALLENGING THE FUTURE 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the 
Women’s Business Development Center 
(WBDC) is a nationally recognized nonprofit 
women’s business assistance organization, 
devoted to providing services and programs 
that support and accelerate women’s business 
ownership and strengthen the impact of 
women on the economy. 

The year 2006 marks the beginning of the 
third decade of the WBDC’s successful com-
mitment to meeting the needs of women en-
trepreneurs for greater opportunities in busi-
ness ownership. Founded in 1986 by S. Carol 
Dougal and Hedy M. Ratner, more than 
50,000 women in Illinois have benefited from 
its programs and services including coun-
seling, entrepreneurial training, child care busi-
ness development, strengthening of emerging 
businesses, Latina Initiative providing business 
development programs in Spanish in economi-
cally disadvantaged communities, certification 
and business opportunities for women’s busi-
ness enterprises and financial assistance and 
loan packaging. 

The WBDC has worked for 20 years to eco-
nomically empower women and their families, 
striving to influence the larger political and 
economic environment in a way that encour-
ages and supports women’s economic em-
powerment and minority business develop-
ment. 

The WBDC has affected the national wom-
en’s business landscape helping to establish 
women’s business assistance centers in six 
states. Now there are over 10.6 million 
women-owned businesses in the U.S., em-
ploying over 19.1 million workers, and over 
350,000 of those businesses are in Illinois. Mi-
nority-owned businesses are growing faster 
than all firms, and 1 in 5 women-owned firms 
in the U.S. is owned by a woman of color. 
Women-owned businesses nationally generate 
over $2.46 trillion in sales. 

In 2006 the Women’s Business Develop-
ment Center celebrates its 20th anniversary. 
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As the Center moves into its third decade of 
service to women business owners and out-
standing advocacy for the strengthening and 
support of minority and women owned busi-
nesses, I am proud to recognize its impressive 
achievements. 

f 

HONORING THE 2005 FOOTBALL 
SEASON OF THE LIVINGSTON 
ACADEMY WILDCATS 

HON. BART GORDON 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
recognize the championship season of the Liv-
ingston Academy Wildcats. The Wildcats won 
their first state football championship at the 
Class 3A Blue Cross Bowl in December. 

Residents of Overton County, Tennessee, 
can be proud of their Wildcats. The team 
fought against the odds as they went into the 
playoffs as the Number 4 seed in Region 2– 
3A with a 5–5 record. They impressively de-
feated four region champions on their way to 
the state football championship. 

Early in the championship game, the Wild-
cats held a 21–0 lead over David Lipscomb. 
Showing great skill and determination, the 
Wildcats left MTSU’s Floyd Stadium as victors 
with a 28–13 win over their competitor. 

This group of Wildcats was the first football 
team in the school’s history to advance past 
the quarterfinals. In addition, they became 
only the second team from the Upper Cum-
berland to win the state title. 

I commend the Wildcats and their head 
coach, Matt Eldridge, for a wonderful season 
and an outstanding championship win. Danny 
McCoin, Bobby Gore, Bruce Lamb, Grant 
Swallows, David Clouse and Dale Flatt serve 
as the team’s assistant coaches. Gary 
Ledbetter is Livingston Academy’s principal. 

I congratulate all the talented members of 
the 2005 3A State Champion Wildcats: Jake 
Peterman, Jonathan Sullivan, Clint Cooper, 
Jamie Cravens, Levi Holt, Josh Simpson, Joe 
Reynolds, Wilson Cates, Mike Jones-Larue, 
Cody Waddey, Dustin Looper, Josh Carwile, 
John Michael Stephens, Jonathan McGill, 
John Cody Brown, Vincent Woodruff, Drew 
Cannon, Steven Morgan, Jamey Vaughn, Josh 
Huitt, Colton Hummel, Seth Melton, Kevin 
Scott, Jordan Bailey, Jake Reeder, Gary 
Massengille, Josh Coffee, Kiefer Smith, Tyler 
Livingston, Sam Nelson, Jeremiah Jackson, 
Terrance Melton, David Petry, Cody Shokoui, 
Blake Moon, Beau Massengille, Curtis Beaty, 
Levi Cobble, Volby Loftis, Brad Pendergraft, 
Ryan Bowman, Jesse Cole, Wade Ford, Josh 
Looper, Bobby Perdue, Jacob Coffee, Ethan 
Livingston, John Willeford, Robert Holt, David 
Ledbetter, Justin Gore, Ryan Duke, Jonathan 
Preece and Jacob Collins. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE SUNSHINE 
IN MONETARY POLICY ACT 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to introduce 
the Sunshine in Monetary Policy Act, which re-

quires the Federal Reserve to resume report-
ing the monetary measure known as M3. M3 
consists of M1 (M1 is currency in circulation 
plus travelers’ checks, demand deposits, Ne-
gotiable Order of Withdrawal (NOW) accounts, 
and similar interest-earning checking account 
balances) plus M2 (M2 is M1 plus household 
holdings of savings deposits, small time de-
posits, and retail money market mutual funds 
balances except for balances held in IRA and 
Keogh accounts) plus institutional money mar-
ket mutual fund balances and managed liabil-
ities of deposits consisting of large time de-
posits, repurchase agreements, and 
Eurodollars. 

The Federal Reserve Board has recently 
announced it will stop reporting M3, thus de-
priving Congress and the American people of 
the most comprehensive measure of the 
money supply. The cessation of Federal Re-
serve’s weekly M3 report will make it more dif-
ficult for policymakers, economists, investors, 
and the general public to learn the true rate of 
inflation. As Nobel laureate Milton Friedman 
famously said, ‘‘inflation is always and every-
where a monetary phenomenon.’’ Therefore, 
having access to a comprehensive measure of 
the money supply like M3 is a vital tool for 
those seeking to track inflation. Thorsten 
Polleit, honorary professor at HfB-Business 
School of Finance and Management, in his ar-
ticle ‘‘Why Money Supply Matters’’ posted on 
the Ludwig von Mises Institute’s website 
mises.org, examined the relationship between 
changes in the money supply and inflation and 
concluded that ‘‘money supply signals might 
actually be far more important for inflation— 
even in the short-term—than current central 
bank practice suggests,’’ thus demonstrating 
the importance of the M3 aggregate. 

The Federal Reserve Board has claimed 
neither policymakers nor the Federal Reserve 
staff closely track M3. Even if M3 is not used 
by Federal Reserve Board economists or leg-
islators, many financial services professionals 
whose livelihoods depend on their ability to 
obtain accurate information about the money 
supply rely on M3. For example, my office has 
been contacted by a professional money man-
ger complaining that the Federal Reserve 
Board’s discontinuing M3 reports will make it 
difficult for him to do his job. 

Whatever lack of interest policymakers are 
currently displaying in M3 is no doubt related 
to the mistaken perception that the Federal 
Reserve Board has finally figured out how to 
effectively manage a fiat currency. This illusion 
exists largely because the effects of the Fed’s 
inflationary polices are concentrated in 
malinvestments in specific sectors of the econ-
omy, leading to ‘‘bubbles’’ such as the one 
that occurred in the stock market in the late 
nineties and the bubble that many believe is 
occurring in the current real estate market. 
When monetary inflation is reflected in sector- 
specific bubbles, it is easier to pretend that the 
bubbles are caused by problems specific to 
those sectors, instead of reflecting the prob-
lems inherent in a fiat currency system. Once 
the damage to our economy done by our reli-
ance on fiat currency becomes clear, I am cer-
tain that policymakers will once again take 
more interest in M3. 

Economists and others who are following 
M3 have become increasingly concerned 

about inflation because last year the rate of 
M3 rose almost twice as fast as other mone-
tary aggregates. This suggests that the infla-
tion picture is not as rosy as the Federal Re-
serve would like Congress and the American 
people to believe. Discontinuing reporting the 
monetary aggregate that provides the best evi-
dence that the Federal Reserve Board has not 
conquered inflation suggests to many people 
that the government is trying to conceal infor-
mation about the true state of the economy 
from the American people. Brad Conrad, a 
professor of investing who has also worked 
with IBM, CDC, and Amdahl, spoke for many 
when he said, ‘‘It [the discontinuance of M3] is 
unsettling. It detracts from the transparency 
the Fed preaches and adds to the suspicion 
that the Fed wants to hide anything showing 
money growth high enough to fuel inflation...’’ 

Discontinuing reporting M3 will only save 
0.00000699% of the Federal Reserve Board’s 
yearly budget. This savings hardly seems to 
justify depriving the American people of an im-
portant measurement of money supply, espe-
cially since Congress has tasked the Federal 
Reserve Board with reporting on monetary ag-
gregates. Discontinuing reporting M3 may not 
be a violation of the letter of the Federal Re-
serve Board’s statutory duty, but it is a viola-
tion of the spirit of the congressional com-
mand that the Federal Reserve Board ensure 
the American public is fully informed about the 
effects of monetary policy. 

Mr. Speaker, knowledge of the money sup-
ply is one of the keys to understanding the 
state of the economy. The least the American 
people should expect from the Federal Re-
serve Board is complete and accurate infor-
mation regarding the money supply. I urge my 
colleagues to ensure that the American people 
can obtain that information by cosponsoring 
the Sunshine in Monetary Policy Act. 

f 

HONORING MCDONALD AND 
ROSETTA CRAIG 

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
privilege today to honor McDonald Craig, the 
owner of a Tennessee Century Farm in Lin-
den, Tennessee. On Christmas Day in 1871, 
Craig’s great-grandparents, Tapp and Amy, 
purchased the 110 acre farm. Tapp and Amy 
Craig, freed from slavery after the Civil War, 
were the first African-Americans to buy prop-
erty in Perry County. 

The Craig family has owned and farmed this 
land in Perry County for more than 130 years. 
As a farmer and musician, Craig has not only 
maintained his family’s legacy, but he has also 
made a name for himself as a country musi-
cian performing at local festivals and fairs. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in recog-
nizing McDonald, his wife Rosetta, and their 
family for contributing so much to our commu-
nity. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:57 Mar 08, 2006 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A07MR8.063 E07MRPT1cc
ol

em
an

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

71
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E299 March 7, 2006 
A TRIBUTE TO ROBIN KELLY 

SHEARES 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Robin Kelly Sheares, a distin-
guished member of the Brooklyn community. 
Robin Sheares was born in Harlem to the late 
Gloria and Herman Sheares. At the tender 
age of 6, her family moved to Bedford- 
Stuyvesant and ever since she has been a 
member of the Brooklyn community. 

A proud graduate of the public school sys-
tem, Robin has been an attorney for nearly 20 
years. She is experienced in housing, criminal 
and civil law. In her nearly 20 years as an at-
torney, she has been an administrative law 
judge, an instructor, and an arbitrator. She is 
active in Brooklyn, working with community- 
based organizations, religious institutions, and 
youth mentoring groups. 

Robin Kelly Sheares is an active member of 
the Wayside Baptist Church and her Block As-
sociation. At Wayside, she works closely with 
the Sunday School and Youth Ministry. Rob-
in’s other memberships include, but are not 
limited to, the Metropolitan Black Bar Associa-
tion, the Brooklyn Women’s Bar Association 
and the Brownstoners of Bedford-Stuyvesant, 
Inc. 

Robin has been dedicated to the Noel Point-
er Foundation and the New York Road Run-
ner’s Club. Robin is often called upon as a 
guest lecturer and Career Day speaker. She 
has even addressed students at her alma mat-
ers, Public School 309 and Junior High School 
57. Although, Robin has no biological children, 
she has nurtured a number of youth and is a 
strong advocate for children and parents rights 
as evident by her work with the 
Brownstoners’s Education Task Force and her 
alma maters: Brooklyn Technical High School 
and Ithaca College. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that it is incumbent 
on this body to recognize the accomplish-
ments of Robin Kelly Sheares, as she offers 
her talents and community services for the 
good of our local communities. 

Mr. Speaker, Robin Kelly Sheares’s selfless 
service has continuously demonstrated a level 
of altruistic dedication that makes her most 
worthy of our recognition today. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO MARY ANN 
HAWTHORNE 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Mary Ann Hawthorne, a distin-
guished member of the Brooklyn community. It 
behooves us to pay tribute to this outstanding 
leader and I hope my colleagues will join me 
in recognizing her impressive accomplish-
ments. 

Born, raised and entirely educated in the 
State of New York, Mary Ann Hawthorne has 
found a unique way to give back to her State’s 
education system. Ms. Hawthorne earned her 
bachelors in education from Bernard Baruch 

College in New York City in 1972. During her 
first 2 years as a teacher, Ms. Hawthorne si-
multaneously worked her way through grad-
uate school and earned a masters in business 
education from Long Island University. Four 
years later Ms. Hawthorne received her pro-
fessional diploma and masters of science in 
administration and supervision of education. 

Deeply committed to the education of New 
York’s youth, Ms. Hawthorne worked as a 
teacher, an assistant principal, and a principal. 
Today Ms. Hawthorne is the community super-
intendent for District 11 as well as local in-
structional superintendent for Region 2. 

Ms. Hawthorne has acted as a wonderful 
role model to children and fellow educators 
alike. Ms. Hawthorne’s achievements in edu-
cation are endless. In September 2001 Ms. 
Hawthorne was selected by the National Asso-
ciation of Secondary School Principals to 
serve as an assessor for new principals. In 
January 2003, President Bush and Secretary 
of Education Rod Paige at the White House 
honored her when she was picked to be part 
of a panel of the top eight principals in the 
United States. 

Mr. Speaker, Ms. Hawthorne is a product of 
the New York education system and a true in-
spiration to the community around her. She 
continues to work to improve education in 
New York and for that I ask that we recognize 
and give thanks to Mary Ann Hawthorne for 
her wonderful contribution to our community. 

f 

INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY 
MUST PROMOTE DEMOCRACY IN 
HAITI 

HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
articulate how crucial it is for the international 
community to reach out to Haiti and help 
President-elect Rene Preval achieve his many 
goals for the impoverished I nation that is Haiti 
and to enter into the RECORD an editorial ap-
pearing in the New York CaribNews appealing 
for greater international involvement in the 
country. 

Preval’s election represents what could be a 
potential turning point in the history of Haiti 
which has been marred by corruption, military 
intervention, violence and a stifling of the will 
of the people. Having served as president in 
the 1990s, Preval is the only elected president 
to have served out a full four-year term with-
out being overthrown. In the elections held last 
month, Preval was clearly the choice of the 
masses with more than half of votes cast in 
his favor—leading his nearest rival, Leslie 
Manigat, a former president, who received 
only 12 percent of votes. 

So far, the international community has 
acted on behalf of the Haitian people—urging 
the country’s Electoral Council to declare 
Preval the winner and preventing further vio-
lence from spilling out through the entire coun-
try. By doing so, the will of the Haitian elec-
torate was respected and protected. 

Now it up to the United States to step in 
and assist Preval in establishing his govern-
ment. the government of the United States 
must act fast to secure the results and also 
begin providing humanitarian, economic and 

other forms of aid that President-elect Preval 
will need to build and sustain a viable govern-
ment. I also urge that the transitional govern-
ment of Haiti to actively engage in the transfer 
of power to Preval. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me again in calling 
on all the great nations of the international 
community to actively assist Haiti during its 
momentous transition to a democratically 
elected government. 

[From the New York CaribNews, Feb. 28, 
2006] 

HAITI HAS A CHANCE TO MOVE FORWARD 

(Editorial) 

‘‘The international community must show 
the Haitian people that it is sincere about 
ending their suffering.’’ 

U.S. Congressman Charles Rangel, one of 
the strongest and most consistent voices on 
Capitol Hill when it comes to articulating 
Caribbean causes was right on the money as 
he summarized the Haitian situation. His 
call on the world’s leading nations and many 
developing states to move swiftly to improve 
the economic and social conditions in what 
is the Western Hemisphere’s poorest nations 
couldn’t have come at a better time. 

His plea to the United Nations, Wash-
ington, Paris, Ottawa, Berlin, Brasilia, 
Santiago and other capitals which say they 
have a keen interest in what happens in the 
French-speaking Republic that’s next door 
to the Dominican Republic was voiced a few 
days after Rene’ Preval had been declared 
the winner in the February 7th presidential 
elections. 

If the same international community had 
previously shown the resolve to end the Hai-
tian nightmare that it demonstrated last 
week to end the election stalemate, the 
world’s oldest Black Republic would have 
been spared the pain and trauma it has en-
dured for decades. 

By stepping in and forcing the incompetent 
and politically bias Electoral Council to de-
clare Preval the winner, the countries with 
the resources and the influence to halt the 
slide into anarchy avoided more spilling of 
blood and paved the way for the will of 2.2 
million Haitian voters to be recognized. 

That it took eight days after the election 
to count the votes and announce a winner 
was clear evidence of an attempt by a hand-
ful of people, backed by the powerful busi-
ness and political elite to stop Preval, a 
former protégé of ousted President Jean 
Bertrand Aristide, from taking office after 
the people had made a clear choice. 

Some 33 candidates had faced the elec-
torate but Preval was the only one with 
widespread national support, especially in 
the urban slums of Port-au- Prince. That was 
seen in the fact that his nearest rival, Leslie 
Manigat, a former President, had received 
only 12 percent of the votes cast. 

Early in the count, Preval had secured a 
resounding 61 percent but mysteriously, his 
share of the votes cast began to decline, so 
much so that by the time 90 percent of the 
ballots had been tabulated he had only 48.7 
percent, less than two percent short of the 50 
per cent plus one vote needed to escape a 
run-off. 

Obviously, the Council and Preval oppo-
nents were manipulating the process by in-
validating almost 150,000 votes, many of 
them from the poorest areas of the country. 
They claimed that the spoilt or blank votes 
which represented about seven percent of the 
total had to be counted, never mind that it 
was difficult to understand how so many 
Haitians who had waited in line for hours, 
traveled long distances or who had endured 
all kinds of hardship in order to select their 
president would then turn around and turn 
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in blank ballots. It just didn’t make sense. 
Several people believed most of the blank 
votes were simply stuffed into the ballot 
boxes to defraud Preval. 

Added to such election woes, almost 10 per 
cent of the tally sheets disappeared and sev-
eral supporters found thousands of burned 
ballots smoldering in a garbage dump in 
Port-au-Prince. 

The suspicions of fraud and the delay in 
announcing a winner triggered pro-Preval 
demonstrations that virtually shut down the 
capital and raised the real fair that riots 
would turn deadly. 

The problem in the Caribbean country is 
that it doesn’t have a tradition of electoral 
politics and its fledging democratic institu-
tions are weak. The judiciary is far from 
being indpendent and the security forces are 
untrained and often heavy-handed. To add to 
such woes, the powerful elite isn’t concerned 
about the widespread poverty and illiteracy. 
Instead, it is committed to furthering its 
nest at the expense of progress and peace. 

What the country needs the most is a gov-
ernment committed to economic and social 
progress. Such an administration would need 
all of the help it can get from both inside 
and outside of the country. Now that Preval 
has demonstrated that he has the people’s 
support through relatively free and fair elec-
tions, the international community must 
step forward and live up to its responsibility 
providing the much promised but never de-
livered massive financial and technical sup-
port. 

At the same time Preval, who is the only 
elected President to have served out a full 
four-year term without being overthrown, 
must reach out to his opponents in a mean-
ingful fashion in order to be able to deliver 
on his election promises. 

Just as important, the Haitian Diaspora in 
North America must back the government 
and help to keep it focused on its key task, 
and that is to lift the nation out of deep pov-
erty and despair. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO PRISCILLA A. 
WOOTEN 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, a community is 
only as great as those individuals who perform 
exemplary service on its behalf, whether 
through unique achievement in professional 
endeavors or simply through a lifetime of good 
citizenship. The Honorable Priscilla A. Wooten 
is one of the most distinguished members of 
our community and is most deserving of this 
tribute. 

Priscilla Wooten, a devoted mother, grand-
mother, and community leader, has lived in 
the East New York community for over 50 
years. Ms. Wooten was a dedicated employee 
of the New York City Board of Education for 
many years. From January 1982 through Jan-
uary 2002 she served on the New York City 
Council. She has also served as Chairperson 
of the Education Committee and as a member 
of the Finance, Health, and Elections Commit-
tees. 

Additionally, she also found time to serve on 
such boards as the Commission on Students 
of African Descent, the New York Collabo-
rative for Excellence, the NAACP and others 
too numerous to mention. 

Ms. Wooten is a Deaconess of the Greater 
Bright Light Missionary Baptist Church and 

has spent countless hours sheltering the 
homeless, clothing the naked, and being a 
friend to the friendless. She is a woman who 
dared to be different. 

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of her life-long 
commitment to the people of New York, I be-
lieve that it is incumbent on this body to be-
stow upon Priscilla A. Wooten this honor with 
the highest respect and esteem. 

f 

NATIONAL SPORTSMANSHIP DAY 

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in honor 
of the 16th annual National Sportsmanship 
Day, which is celebrated today around the 
world. 

National Sportsmanship Day raises aware-
ness about issues relating to sportsmanship 
and ethics in athletics as well as daily life. Ath-
letic competition can teach students, coaches, 
and parents valuable lessons that can be ap-
plied on and off the field. With increased pres-
sure to succeed placed upon today’s athletes 
and students, the importance of ethics, hon-
esty and fair play have never been more nec-
essary. 

Given the heightened demand for accom-
plishment in today’s society, the idea of par-
ticipation and fitness in many aspects of sport 
is often lost. Forgetting this important basis of 
athletic competition, students often are forced 
to maintain a ‘win at all costs’ mentality. Each 
year, the Institute for International Sport, 
based in my district in Kingston, Rhode Island, 
provides the opportunity to counter these no-
tions through meaningful dialogue among 
school administrators, coaches, teachers, and 
students on the subject of ethics, fair play and 
sportsmanship. 

The 16th annual National Sportsmanship 
Day strives to foster sportsmanship through 
the defeat of gamesmanship, the practice of 
ethically dubious methods to gain an objective. 
Through activities and discussions, more than 
13,000 schools throughout the United States 
and around the world will participate in these 
events to spread honest athletics. 

Each year, National Sportsmanship Day rec-
ognizes a number of athletes who offer a trib-
ute to their respective sport and enhance their 
skills with their desire to play fairly. This year, 
the Institute for International Sport has se-
lected their Sports Ethics Fellows from a num-
ber of players, coaches, and school adminis-
trators at the high school level. With both their 
simultaneous pursuit of academic and athletic 
excellence, they model and promote the vir-
tues of the student-athlete in the truest sense. 

I hope that my colleagues can join with me 
on this day in celebrating and promoting the 
continued success of National Sportsmanship 
Day. With its moral, ethical and fitness compo-
nents, today’s activities can promote a healthy 
and more active community amongst our na-
tion’s youth, and support a team oriented fu-
ture for our country of sports enthusiasts. 

A TRIBUTE TO EVELYN CRUZ 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Evelyn Cruz, a distinguished 
member of the Brooklyn community. It be-
hooves us to pay tribute to this outstanding 
leader and I hope my colleagues will join me 
in recognizing her impressive accomplish-
ments. 

Evelyn Cruz was born and raised in Wil-
liamsburg, Brooklyn. One of four children and 
the only daughter, she attended Trans-
figuration School where she learned at an 
early age the value of community service. Her 
Puerto Rican working-class parents, Luis and 
Graciela, instilled in Evelyn the value of hard 
work, dedication, and respect for others. As 
the granddaughter of activist grandparents, 
she learned how to advocate and fight for fair-
ness in housing, healthcare, education and 
community services. 

Evelyn has dedicated most of her life toward 
the betterment of her community. During her 
high school years, she was vice-president of 
her sophomore class and a member of several 
school clubs. In 1977, she was elected one of 
the youngest representatives on the then NYC 
Area Policy Board, where she reviewed budg-
et proposals, participated in public hearings 
and allocated community development funding 
to local community based organizations. At the 
age of 16, she was the youngest recording 
secretary elected to serve on the 90th Precinct 
Community Council where she served for sev-
eral terms. Years later, she was elected and 
served as the President of the Precinct Coun-
cil. 

In the 1980s, during New York City’s drugs 
and AIDS epidemics, Evelyn organized her 
community and led the fight to reclaim her 
neighborhood streets and parks from drug 
dealers. As the co-founder of the March 
Against Drugs, Inc., she organized annual 
anti-drug community marches and drug pre-
vention fairs for more than 10 years. 

While attending John Jay College part-time 
and working full-time at Merrill Lynch for a 
successful mother and daughter financial con-
sultant team, Evelyn gained valuable experi-
ence in client-relations, the financial markets, 
and real estate. 

Evelyn has been profiled in NY’s Newsday, 
El Diario La Prensa, The New York Times, 
and Talk Radio. She enjoys sports and is a 
three-time MVP softball player, women’s hand-
ball champ and a great paddleball player. 
Some her favorite books are Ray Bradbury’s 
Farenheit 451, Gabriel Garcia Marquez, 100 
Years of Solitude, Ayn Rand’s Anthem, and 
George Orwells’s 1984. 

Evelyn is passionate about public service 
and her work in the community. In 1992, she 
left the private sector and joined the congres-
sional staff of Congresswoman Nydia Velaz-
quez. 

Evelyn’s work in the community has shaped 
her into a leader, an advocate, and an instru-
ment for social change. She hopes to continue 
to share her knowledge and experience with 
her neighbors in the hopes of ongoing change 
and improvement—and looks forward to a 
bright future for the borough she calls home— 
Brooklyn. 
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Mr. Speaker, I believe that it is incumbent 

on this body to recognize the accomplish-
ments of Evelyn Cruz, as she offers her tal-
ents and community services for the good of 
our local communities. 

Mr. Speaker, Evelyn Cruz’s selfless service 
has continuously demonstrated a level of altru-
istic dedication that makes her most worthy of 
our recognition today. 

f 

DANA REEVE 

HON. SHERROD BROWN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize Dana Reeve, who lost her battle to 
cancer yesterday at the age of 44. 

Like her husband, Christopher, Dana will be 
remembered for her resilience and courage in 
the face of adversity. 

Dana stood by her husband as he fought for 
his life, working as a tireless advocate for in-
creased funding to find the key to reversing 
paralysis. 

Through the Christopher Reeve Foundation 
they created together, Chris and Dana moved 
the science forward and brought hope to 2 
million paralyzed Americans and their families. 

After Christopher’s death in 2004, Dana 
skillfully led the foundation where she estab-
lished Quality of Life initiatives to improve the 
day-to-day lives of paralyzed people. She 
founded the Christopher and Dana Reeve Pa-
ralysis Resource Center. 

Though her life was much too short, Dana 
left an indelible mark on this world. Her grace 
and personal strength are an inspiration to us 
all. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO ESTER E. 
WATERMAN 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Ester E. Waterman, a distin-

guished member of the Brooklyn community. It 
behooves us to pay tribute to this outstanding 
leader and I hope my colleagues will join me 
in recognizing her impressive accomplish-
ments. 

Ester E. Waterman is the daughter of Jo-
seph and Mavis Waterman. Ms. Waterman 
was born in Trinidad W.I. and spent her child-
hood in San Fernando, Trinidad. In 1970, Ms. 
Waterman migrated to the United States 
where she attended Erasmus High School. 
Upon high school graduation, Ms. Waterman 
was accepted to New York University. A tire-
less and devoted undergraduate, Ms. Water-
man worked her way through college and 
graduated with a degree in Computer Science. 
Her professional experience includes Amer-
ican Express, Alexander & Alexander Benefit 
Services and AON Consulting Company. 

Today Ester E. Waterman is an active com-
munity resident of Brooklyn, New York and an 
inspiration to those around her. She is deeply 
committed to her love for children and learn-
ing. In 1998 Ms. Waterman fulfilled her com-
munity’s need for a childcare service when 
she established ‘‘Loving Arms Learning Day 
Care Center.’’ 

Community members and leaders alike 
have praised Ms. Waterman’s work. The Car-
ibbean American International Child Care Net-
work Inc. & United Family Services Inc. recog-
nized Ms. Waterman in 2002 for her work and 
dedication to children. In 2004 Council Mem-
ber Leroy Comrie awarded Ms. Waterman with 
the New York City Council Citation for Child 
Care and in 2005 Senator Nick Perry pre-
sented her with the New York State Assembly 
Certificate of Merit. 

Mr. Speaker. Ms. Waterman continues to 
dedicate her time to the people and children of 
Brooklyn. She has truly made a strong positive 
impact on the community and for that I ask 
that we recognize and give thanks to Ester E. 
Waterman for her wonderful contribution to our 
community. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO JULIA L. JAMES 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 7, 2006 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Julia L. James, a distinguished 

member of the Brooklyn community. It be-
hooves us to pay tribute to this outstanding 
leader and I hope my colleagues will join me 
in recognizing her impressive accomplish-
ments. 

Julia L. James is an active community resi-
dent of Brooklyn, New York. Over the past 
several years, she has devoted her time and 
energies to improving the quality of life in her 
community. Ms. James is a member of New 
York City Community Board No. 17, where 
she serves as the chair of the Social Services 
Committee. She also serves on the boards of 
Beulah Community Housing Development Cor-
poration and the Wyckoff Museum Advisory 
Board. Ms. James was also invited to serve 
on the board of Protestant Board of Guard-
ians, Inc., a 40-year-old organization. For 8 
years, Ms. James contributed her talents and 
abilities to the community as a member of 
Community School Board No. 18, including 
her tenure as a past president. 

Julia L. James is the daughter of Rev. 
Henry R. and Ruth James and was born on 
the Island of the Commonwealth of Dominica. 
Ms. James is a Certified Public Accountant, li-
censed in the State of New York, and a Cer-
tified Management Accountant. She earned 
her undergraduate degree from Baruch Col-
lege and her graduate degree from the Leon-
ard Stern School of Business at New York 
University. Her professional experience in-
cludes Ernst & Young and Deloitte. 

Ms. James is an active member of the Beu-
lah Church of the Nazarene where she serves 
as a musician. She was instrumental in the 
creation of the Church’s Housing Development 
Corporation, which seeks to encourage home 
ownership among members and community 
residents. 

Ms. James has worked actively on the polit-
ical campaigns of many individuals seeking to 
improve the quality of life for Brooklyn resi-
dents. With the help of God, Julia L. James 
strives to be a ‘‘woman who dares to be dif-
ferent.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that it is incumbent 
on this body to recognize the accomplish-
ments of Julia L. James, as she offers her tal-
ents to our local communities. 
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Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Senate passed S. 2320, LIHEAP Funding. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S1807–S1858 
Measures Introduced: Nine bills were introduced, 
as follows: S. 2375–2383.                              Pages S1833–34 

Measures Passed: 
LIHEAP Funding: Senate passed S. 2320, to 

make available funds included in the Deficit Reduc-
tion Act of 2005 for the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Program for fiscal year 2006, after taking 
action on the following amendments proposed there-
to:                                                            Pages S1808–15, S1817–28 

Adopted: 
By 68 yeas to 31 nays (Vote No. 34), Frist (for 

Snowe) Amendment No. 2913 (to Amendment No. 
2899), to improve the distribution of funds to States 
under the Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram.                                                           Pages S1815, S1817–26 

Kyl/Ensign Amendment No. 2899, to make avail-
able funds included in the Deficit Reduction Act of 
2005 for allotments to States for the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Program for fiscal year 
2006.                                                                                Page S1826 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 75 yeas to 25 nays (Vote No. 33), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the bill.                    Page S1815 

Chair sustained a point of order that Inhofe 
Amendment No. 2898, to reduce energy prices, was 
not germane, and the amendment thus fell. 
                                                                                            Page S1826 

Legislative Transparency and Accountability Act: 
Senate continued consideration of S. 2349, to pro-
vide greater transparency in the legislative process, 
taking action on the following amendment proposed 
thereto:                                                                    Pages S1850–52 

Pending: 
Reid Amendment No. 2932, to provide additional 

transparency in the legislative process.    Pages S1850–52 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the bill at ap-
proximately 10 a.m., on Wednesday, March 8, 2006. 
                                                                                            Page S1850 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Michael E. Ranneberger, of Virginia, to be Am-
bassador to the Republic of Kenya. 

Robert F. Godec, of Virginia, to be Ambassador 
to the Republic of Tunisia. 

Philip D. Moeller, of Washington, to be a Mem-
ber of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
for the term expiring June 30, 2010. 

Jon Wellinghoff, of Nevada, to be a Member of 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission for the 
term expiring June 30, 2008. 

Richard Capka, of Pennsylvania, to be Adminis-
trator of the Federal Highway Administration. 

Jerry Gayle Bridges, of Virginia, to be Chief Fi-
nancial Officer, Corporation for National and Com-
munity Service. 

1 Army nomination in the rank of general. 
Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, Marine 

Corps.                                                                       Pages S1852–58 

Nominations Withdrawn: Senate received notifica-
tion of withdrawal of the following nomination: 

James Hardy Payne, of Oklahoma, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Tenth Circuit, which 
was sent to the Senate on September 29, 2005. 
                                                                                            Page S1858 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S1832–33 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S1834–35 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S1835–44 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S1831–32 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S1844–49 
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Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                Pages S1849–50 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S1850 

Record Votes: Two record votes were taken today. 
(Total—34)                                                    Pages S1815, S1826 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:45 a.m., and 
adjourned at 7:13 p.m., until 9:30 a.m., on Wednes-
day, March 8, 2006. (For Senate’s program, see the 
remarks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S1850.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDING 
Committee on Appropriations: Committee held a hear-
ing to examine the proposed supplemental funding 
request for additional resources to assist the Gulf 
Coast region in its recovery from hurricanes in the 
Gulf of Mexico in 2005, after receiving testimony 
from Alabama Governor Bob Riley, Montgomery; 
Louisiana Governor Kathleen Blanco, Baton Rouge; 
Mississippi Governor Haley Barbour, Jackson; and 
Texas Governor Rick Perry, Austin. 

Hearings continue tomorrow. 
APPROPRIATIONS: DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Defense 
concluded a hearing to examine proposed budget es-
timates for fiscal year 2007 for the Department of 
Defense, after receiving testimony from Tina W. 
Jonas, Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller); and 
Vice Admiral 

Evan M. Chanik, USN, Director, Force Structure, 
Resources and Assessments (J8). 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee continued 
open and closed hearings to examine military strat-
egy and operational requirements in review of the 
defense authorization request for fiscal year 2007 and 
the future years defense program, receiving testi-
mony from Admiral William J. Fallon, USN, Com-
mander, United States Pacific Command; General 
Burwell B. Bell, III, USA, Commander, United Na-
tions Command and Republic of Korea-United 
States Combined Forces Command, Commander, 
United States Forces Korea; and General James L. 
Jones, USMC, Commander, United States European 
Command and Supreme Allied Commander, Europe. 

Hearing recessed subject to the call. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Stra-
tegic Forces concluded open and closed hearings to 
examine the nuclear weapons and defense environ-
mental cleanup activities of the Department of En-
ergy in review of the defense authorization request 
for fiscal year 2007 and the future years nuclear se-
curity program, after receiving testimony from 
Linton F. Brooks, Administrator, National Nuclear 
Security Administration, and James A. Rispoli, As-
sistant Secretary for Environmental Management, 
both of the Department of Energy. 

CREDIT RATING AGENCIES 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine the cur-
rent oversight and operation of credit rating agen-
cies, after receiving testimony from Paul Schott Ste-
vens, Investment Company Institute, Damon A. Sil-
vers, AFL–CIO, and Alex J. Pollock, American En-
terprise Institute, both of Washington, D.C.; Colleen 
S. Cunningham, Financial Executives International, 
Florham Park, New Jersey; Glenn L. Reynolds, 
CreditSights, Inc., and Vickie A. Tillman, Standard 
and Poor’s Credit Market Services, both of New 
York, New York; Frank Partnoy, University of San 
Diego School of Law, San Diego, California; and Jef-
frey J. Diermeier, CFA Institute, Charlottesville, 
Virginia. 

RURAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine rural 
telecommunications, including telephony, data trans-
mission, video transmission and mobility, after re-
ceiving testimony from Thomas Dorr, Under Sec-
retary, and James M. Andrew, Administrator, Rural 
Utilities Service, both of the Department of Agri-
culture; Mark Goldstein, Director, Physical Infra-
structure Issues, Government Accountability Office; 
Mark K. Johnson, Regulatory Commission of Alaska, 
Anchorage; Ray Baum, Commissioner, Public Utility 
Commissioner of Oregon, Salem; William Squires, 
Blackfoot Telecommunications Group, Missoula, 
Montana; Larry Sarjeant, Qwest Communications, 
and Joe Garcia, National Congress of American Indi-
ans, both of Washington, D.C.; and Craig Mundie, 
Microsoft, Redmond, Washington. 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Committee 
concluded a hearing to examine the goal of U.S. en-
ergy independence, focusing on how the United 
States can facilitate the advancement of technologies 
to create new sources of energy, how to make more 
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efficient use of existing energy resources, and how to 
increase access to domestic resources in an environ-
mentally safe way, after receiving testimony from R. 
James Woolsey, Booz Allen Hamilton, McLean, Vir-
ginia, former Director of Central Intelligence Agen-
cy; Susan M. Cischke, Ford Motor Company, Dear-
born, Michigan; Frank A. Verrastro, Center for Stra-
tegic and International Studies, Washington, D.C.; 
and Amory B. Lovins, Rocky Mountain Institute, 
Snowmass, Colorado. 

U.S.-OMAN FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 
Committee on Finance: On Monday, March 6, Sub-
committee on International Trade held a hearing to 
examine the U.S.-Oman Free Trade Agreement, re-
ceiving testimony from Susan C. Schwab, Deputy 
U.S. Trade Representative; Edward S. Walker, Jr., 
Middle East Institute, David Hamod, National U.S. 
Arab Chamber of Commerce, and Thea M. Lee, 
AFL–CIO, all of Washington, D.C.; and Robert 
Hemphill, AES Corporation, Arlington, Virginia. 

Hearing recessed subject to the call. 

NOMINATION 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine the nomination of Randall L. 
Tobias, of Indiana, to be Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International Development, 
after the nominee, who was introduced by Senator 
Bayh, testified and answered questions in his own 
behalf. 

2005 GULF COAST HURRICANES RESPONSE 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee met to discuss the response of commu-
nity-based organizations to the 2005 Gulf Coast hur-
ricanes, receiving testimony from Cynthia Fagnoni, 

Managing Director, Education, Workforce and In-
come Security Issues, Government Accountability 
Office; Kay Wilkins, American Red Cross, Metairie, 
Louisiana; Jayne Wright, Louisiana State Voluntary 
Organizations Active in Disaster and Food Bank of 
Central Louisiana, Alexandria; Todd Hawks, Salva-
tion Army, Arlington, Virginia; Craig Nemitz, 
America’s Second Harvest, and Heather Feltman, Lu-
theran Disaster Response, both of Chicago, Illinois; 
Mostafa Mahbood, Islamic Relief USA, Burbank, 
California; Almetra Franklin, St. Mary Community 
Action Agency, Franklin, Louisiana; Tanya Harris, 
Association of Community Organizations for Reform 
Now, New Orleans, Louisiana; Lorna Bourg, South-
ern Mutual Help Association, New Iberia, Louisiana; 
Thomas E. Green, Office of Community Services, 
Little Rock, Arkansas; and Ande Miller, National 
Voluntary Organizations Active in Disaster, Tom 
Hazelwood, United Methodist Committee on Relief, 
William Daroff, United Jewish Communities, and 
Welton Gaddy, Interfaith Alliance, all of Wash-
ington, D.C. 

Hearing recessed subject to the call. 

VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 
Committee on Veterans Affairs: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the legislative presentation of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, after receiving testimony 
from James R. Mueller, Robert E. Wallace, and 
Dennis Cullinan, all of the Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States, Washington, D.C. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee met in 
closed session to consider pending intelligence mat-
ters. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 17 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4881–4897; and 5 resolutions, H.J. 
Res. 81–82; H. Con. Res. 352; and H. Res. 
711–712 were introduced.                              Pages H644–45 

Additional Cosponsors:                                 Pages H645–46 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H. Res. 645, requesting the President and direct-

ing the Secretary of Defense to transmit to the 
House of Representatives all information in the pos-
session of the President or the Secretary of Defense 

relating to the collection of intelligence information 
pertaining to persons inside the United States with-
out obtaining court-ordered warrants authorizing the 
collection of such information and relating to the 
policy of the United States with respect to the gath-
ering of counterterrorism intelligence within the 
United States; adversely (H. Rept. 109–384); 

H. Res. 641, requesting the President to provide 
to the House of Representatives certain documents 
in his possession relating to electronic surveillance 
without search warrants on individuals in the United 
States, adversely (H. Rept. 109–385); and 
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H. Res. 710, providing for further consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 4167) to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for uniform food 
safety warning notification requirements (H. Rept. 
109–386).                                               Pages H575, H600, H644 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Price of Georgia to act as 
Speaker pro tempore for today.                             Page H573 

Recess: The House recessed at 12:45 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                      Page H575 

Presidential Message: Read a message from the 
President wherein he transmitted to Congress a leg-
islative proposal entitled, the ‘‘Legislative Line Item 
Veto Act of 2006’’, to give the President line item 
authority to reduce wasteful spending—referred to 
the Committee on Budget and the Committee on 
Rules and ordered printed (H. Doc. 109–94). 
                                                                                              Page H577 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Designating the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 80 Killian Road in 
Massapequa, New York, as the ‘‘Gerard A. 
Fiorenza Post Office Building’’: H.R. 3934, to des-
ignate the facility of the United States Postal Service 
located at 80 Killian Road in Massapequa, New 
York, as the ‘‘Gerard A. Fiorenza Post Office Build-
ing’’;                                                                            Pages H577–78 

Designating the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 6110 East 51st Place in 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Dewey F. Bartlett Post 
Office’’: H.R. 4054, to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 6110 East 
51st Place in Tulsa, Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Dewey F. 
Bartlett Post Office’’, by a yea-and-nay vote of 413 
yeas to 1 nay, Roll No. 19;           Pages H578–79, H598–99 

Designating the facility of the United States 
Postal Service located at 1271 North King Street 
in Honolulu, Oahu, Hawaii, as the ‘‘Hiram L. 
Fong Post Office Building’’: S. 2089, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1271 North King Street in Honolulu, 
Oahu, Hawaii, as the ‘‘Hiram L. Fong Post Office 
Building’’—clearing the measure for the President; 
                                                                                      Pages H579–81 

USA PATRIOT Act Additional Reauthorizing 
Amendments Act of 2006: S. 2271, to clarify that 
individuals who receive FISA orders can challenge 
nondisclosure requirements, that individuals who re-
ceive national security letters are not required to dis-
close the name of their attorney, that libraries are 
not wire or electronic communication service pro-
viders unless they provide specific services, by a yea- 

and-nay vote of 280 yeas to 138 nays, Roll No. 
20—clearing the measure for the President; 
                                                                          Pages H581–93, H599 

Stop Counterfeiting in Manufactured Goods 
Act: H.R. 32, amended by the Senate, to amend title 
18, United States Code, to provide criminal penalties 
for trafficking in counterfeit marks; and 
                                                                                      Pages H593–96 

Supporting the goals and ideals of National En-
gineers Week: H. Res. 681, to support the goals and 
ideals of National Engineers Week.           Pages H596–98 

Recess: The House recessed at 4:02 p.m. and recon-
vened at 6:30 p.m.                                                      Page H598 

Senate Message: Messages received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appear on pages H575 and H601. 

Senate Referral: S. 2320 was referred to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce and Education and 
the Workforce.                                                              Page H628 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Two yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H598–99 and H599. There were no 
quorum calls. 

Adjournment: The House met at 12:30 p.m. and 
adjourned at 11:45 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, 
TREASURY, AND HUD, THE JUDICIARY, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, AND 
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Depart-
ments of Transportation, Treasury, and Housing and 
Urban Development, the Judiciary, District of Co-
lumbia, and Independent Agencies held a hearing on 
the Department of Transportation. Testimony was 
heard from Norman Y. Mineta, Secretary of Trans-
portation. 

MILITARY QUALITY OF LIFE, AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Quality of Life, and Veterans Affairs, and Re-
lated Agencies held a hearing on Air Force Budget. 
Testimony was heard from GEN T. Michael 
Moseley, USAF, Chief of Staff, Department of the 
Air Force. 
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HUMAN CLONING/STEM CELL RESEARCH 
Committee on Government Reform: Subcommittee on 
Criminal Justice, Drug Policy, and Human Re-
sources held a hearing entitled ‘‘Human Cloning and 
Embryonic Stem Cell Research After Seoul: Exam-
ining Exploitation, Fraud and Ethical Problems in 
the Research.’’ Testimony was heard from the fol-
lowing officials of the Department of Health and 
Human Services: James F. Battey, Jr., M.D., Chair, 
NIH Stem Cell Task Force, Director, National Insti-
tute on Deafness and Other Communication Dis-
orders; Bernard Schwetz, Director, Office for Human 
Research Protections; and Chris B. Pascal, Director, 
Office of Research Integrity; and public witnesses. 

CRUISE SHIPS/INCIDENT INVESTIGATION 
Committee on Government Reform: Subcommittee on 
National Security, Emerging Threats and Inter-
national Relations held a hearing entitled ‘‘Inter-
national Maritime Security II: Law Enforcement, 
Passenger Security and Incident Investigation on 
Cruise Ships.’’ Testimony was heard from public wit-
nesses. 

BRIEFING—BIENNIAL BIOLOGICAL RISK 
ASSESSMENT 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on Pre-
vention of Nuclear and Biological Attack met in ex-
ecutive session to receive a briefing on the Biennial 
Biological Risk Assessment. The Subcommittee was 
briefed by departmental witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—WHITE COLLAR 
ENFORCEMENT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, and Homeland Security held an oversight 
hearing on White Collar Enforcement (Part 1): At-
torney-Client Privilege and Corporate Waivers. Tes-
timony was heard from Robert D. McCallum, Jr., 
Associate Attorney General, Department of Justice; 
and public witnesses. 

Hearings continue March 9. 

NATIONAL FOOD UNIFORMITY ACT 
Committee on Rules: Granted, by voice vote, a struc-
tured rule providing for further consideration of 
H.R. 4167, National Food Uniformity Act of 2005. 
The rule provides that no further general debate 
shall be in order. The rule makes in order only those 
amendments printed in the report. The rule provides 
that the amendments printed in the report may be 
offered only in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be debatable 
for the time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall not be 

subject to a demand for division of the question in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole. The 
rule waives all points of order against the amend-
ments printed in the report. Finally, the rule pro-
vides one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
MARCH 8, 2006 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: to continue hearings to ex-

amine the proposed supplemental funding request for ad-
ditional resources to assist the Gulf Coast region in its 
recovery from hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico in 2005, 
9:30 a.m., SD–106. 

Subcommittee on District of Columbia, to hold hear-
ings to examine potential effects of a flat Federal income 
tax in the District of Columbia, 2 p.m., SD–124. 

Committee on Armed Services: to hold hearings to examine 
the Department of Defense quadrennial defense review; to 
be followed by a closed session in SR–222, 2:30 p.m., 
SH–216. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: Sub-
committee on International Trade and Finance, to hold 
hearings to examine the proposed reauthorization of the 
Export-Import Bank of the United States, 10 a.m., 
SD–538. 

Committee on the Budget: business meeting to markup 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2007, 
2 p.m., SD–608. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: Sub-
committee on Trade, Tourism, and Economic Develop-
ment, to hold hearings to examine impacts of piracy and 
counterfeiting of American goods and intellectual prop-
erty in China, 2:30 p.m., SD–562. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: business 
meeting to consider pending calendar business, 10 a.m., 
SD–366. 

Committee on Finance: to hold hearings to examine a 
prognosis of the nation’s health care tax policy, 10 a.m., 
SD–215. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: to hold hearings to exam-
ine the nominations of Richard T. Miller, of Texas, to be 
U.S. Representative on the Economic and Social Council 
of the United Nations, with the rank of Ambassador, and 
to be an U.S. Alternate Representative to the Sessions of 
the General Assembly of the United Nations during his 
tenure of service as U.S. Representative on the Economic 
and Social Council of the United Nations, and John A. 
Simon, of Maryland, to be Executive Vice President of 
the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, 10 a.m., 
SD–419. 

Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere, Peace Corps 
and Narcotics Affairs, to hold hearings to examine the 
impact of the American Servicemembers’ Protection Act 
on Latin America, 2:30 p.m., SD–419. 
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Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: busi-
ness meeting to consider S. 1955, to amend title I of the 
Employee Retirement Security Act of 1974 and the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to expand health care access and 
reduce costs through the creation of small business health 
plans and through modernization of the health insurance 
marketplace, S. 1902, to amend the Public Health Service 
Act to authorize funding for the establishment of a pro-
gram on children and the media within the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention to study the role and im-
pact of electronic media in the development of children, 
and the nominations of Michell C. Clark, of Virginia, to 
be Assistant Secretary for Management, Department of 
Education, Jean B. Elshtain, of Tennessee, to be a Mem-
ber of the National Council on the Humanities, Edwin 
G. Foulke, Jr., of South Carolina, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of Labor, Allen C. Guelzo, of Pennsylvania, to be 
a Member of the National Council on the Humanities, 
Arlene Holen, of the District of Columbia, to be a Mem-
ber of the Federal Mine Safety and Health Review Com-
mission, George Perdue, of Georgia, to be a Member of 
the Board of Trustees of the James Madison Memorial 
Fellowship Foundation, Anne-Imelda Radice, of Vermont, 
to be Director of the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services, Craig T. Ramey, of West Virginia, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the National Board 
for Education Sciences, Sarah M. Singleton, of New Mex-
ico, to be a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Legal Services Corporation, Richard Stickler, of West Vir-
ginia, to be Assistant Secretary of Labor for Mine Safety 
and Health, Kent D. Talbert, of Virginia, to be General 
Counsel, Department of Education, Horace A. Thompson, 
of Mississippi, to be a Member of the Occupational Safety 
and Health Review Commission, and certain nominations 
in the Public Health Service, 10 a.m., SD–430. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
to resume hearings to examine Hurricane Katrina, focus-
ing on recommendations for reform, 9:30 a.m., SD–342. 

Subcommittee on Federal Financial Management, Gov-
ernment Information, and International Security, to hold 
hearings to examine Crime Victims Fund rescission, 2:30 
p.m., SD–342. 

Committee on Indian Affairs: to hold hearings to examine 
S. 2078, to amend the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act to 
clarify the authority of the National Indian Gaming 
Commission to regulate class III gaming, to limit the 
lands eligible for gaming, 9:30 a.m., SR–485. 

Committee on the Judiciary: business meeting to consider 
Steven G. Bradbury, of Maryland, to be an Assistant At-
torney General, John F. Clark, of Virginia, to be Director 
of the United States Marshals Service, Donald J. 
DeGabrielle, Jr., to be United States Attorney for the 
Southern District of Texas, John Charles Richter, to be 
United States Attorney for the Western District of Okla-
homa, Amul R. Thapar, to be United States Attorney for 
the Eastern District of Kentucky, and Mauricio J. 
Tamargo, of Florida, to be Chairman of the Foreign 
Claims Settlement Commission of the United States, all 
of the Department of Justice, proposed legislation pro-
viding for comprehensive immigration reform, S. 1768, 
to permit the televising of Supreme Court proceedings, S. 

829, to allow media coverage of court proceedings, S. 
489, to amend chapter 111 of title 28, United States 
Code, to limit the duration of Federal consent decrees to 
which State and local governments are a party, S. 2039, 
to provide for loan repayment for prosecutors and public 
defenders, S. 2292, to provide relief for the Federal judi-
ciary from excessive rent charges, and S.J. Res. 1, pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States relating to marriage, 9:30 a.m., SD–226. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to receive a closed brief-
ing regarding intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, to mark up Supplemental 

Appropriations for Fiscal Year 2006, 4 p.m., 2359 Ray-
burn. 

Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development, 
Food and Drug Administration, Related Agencies, on 
Food and Safety Inspection Service, 9:30 a.m., 2362A 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Defense, executive, on Air Force 
Budget and Acquisition Overview, 10 a.m., H–140 Cap-
itol. 

Subcommittee on the Department of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, Education, and Related Agencies, on 
Department of Health and Human Services, 10:15 a.m., 
2358 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development and 
Related Agencies, on DOE, 10 a.m., and on Bureau of 
Reclamation, 2 p.m., 2362B Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies, on Indian Health Services, 10 a.m., B–308 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Military Quality of Life, and Vet-
erans Affairs, and Related Agencies, on Navy/Marine 
Corps Budget, 10 a.m., and on Pacific Command, 1:30 
p.m., H–143 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Science, the Departments of State, 
Justice, and Commerce, and Related Agencies, on 
NOAA, 1 p.m., H–309 Capitol. 

Committee on Armed Services, hearing on the Fiscal Year 
2007 National Defense Authorization Budget Request for 
the European Command, 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Projection Forces, hearing on the 
Evolving Missions of the U.S. Navy and the Role of Sur-
face and Subsurface Combatants, 5 p.m., 2212 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Readiness, hearing on Department of 
Defense management of historic and historic-eligible fa-
cilities, 2 p.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Terrorism, Unconventional Threats 
and Capabilities, hearing on the Special Operations Com-
mand: Transforming for the Long War, 3 p.m., 2212 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, to consider a motion 
to authorize issuance of a service contract with Mr. Rob-
ert Douglas to support the ongoing investigation by the 
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations of ‘‘data 
brokers’’ who acquire and sell consumers’ cell phone 
records and other confidential information; followed by a 
markup of the Prevention of Fraudulent Access to Phone 
Records Act, 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 
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Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Silicosis Story: Mass Tort Screening and the 
Public Health,’’ 2 p.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Government Reform, Subcommittee on Reg-
ulatory Affairs, hearing entitled ‘‘The Paperwork Reduc-
tion Act at 25: Opportunities To Strengthen and Improve 
the Law,’’ 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Emer-
gency Preparedness, Science, and Technology, hearing en-
titled ‘‘Proposed Fiscal Year 2007 Budget: Enhancing 
Preparedness for First Responders,’’ 10 a.m., 311 Cannon. 

Subcommittee on Management, Integration, and Over-
sight, hearing entitled ‘‘The 9/11 Reform Act: Examining 
the Implementation of the Human Smuggling and Traf-
ficking Center,’’ 2:30 p.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on International Relations, to mark up H.R. 
3127, Darfur Peace and Accountability Act of 2005; fol-
lowed by a hearing on United States Policy Toward 
Iran—Next Steps, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific, hearing on East 
Asia in Transition: Opportunities and Challenges for the 
United States, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Europe and Emerging Threats, hear-
ing on The U.S.-European Relationship: Opportunities 
and Challenges, 1 p.m., 2255 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on the Middle East and Central Asia, 
hearing on Palestinian Authority Elections: Implications 
for Peace, Regional Security, and U.S. Assistance, 2:30 
p.m., 2200 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on the Con-
stitution, oversight hearing entitled ‘‘The Voting Rights 
Act: Evidence of Continued Need,’’ 4 p.m., 2141 Ray-
burn. 

Subcommittee on Courts, the Internet, and Intellectual 
Property, oversight hearing entitled ‘‘The Report on Or-
phan Works by the Copyright Office,’’ 2 p.m., 2141 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Resources, Subcommittee on Water and 
Power, hearing on the following bills: H.R. 4545, To 
amend the Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater 
Study and Facilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the Los Angeles County Water 
Supply Augmentation Demonstration project; and S. 
1338 Alaska Water Resources Act of 2005, 10 a.m., 
1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Rules, to consider H.R. 2829, Office of 
National Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act of 
2005, 4 p.m., H–313 Capitol. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Aviation, oversight hearing on Reauthor-
ization of the National Transportation Safety Board, 10 
a.m., 2167 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Water Resources and Environment, 
to continue oversight hearings on Agency Budgets and 
Priorities for FY 2007 for the following Agencies: EPA, 
NOAA and TVA, 2 p.m., 2167 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, oversight hearing on im-
proving access to quality care for our nation’s veterans 
through collaboration with affiliated medical institutions 
and the Department of Defense and the operation of inte-
grated medical facilities, 2 p.m., 334 Cannon. 

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, execu-
tive, hearing on Director of National Intelligence Fiscal 
Year 2007 Budget, 10 a.m., H–405 Capitol. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

9:30 a.m., Wednesday, March 8 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: After the transaction of any 
morning business (not to extend beyond 30 minutes), 
Senate will continue consideration of S. 2349, Legislative 
Transparency and Accountability Act. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
10 a.m., Wednesday, March 8 

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Consideration of Suspensions: 
(1) H.R. 2383—To redesignate the facility of the Bureau 

of Reclamation located at 19550 Kelso Road in Byron, 
California, as the ‘‘C.W. ‘Bill’ Jones Pumping Plant’’; (2) 
H.R. 1190—San Diego Water Storage and Efficiency Act 
of 2005; (3) H.R. 4192—To authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to designate the President William Jefferson 
Clinton Birthplace Home in Hope, Arkansas, as a Na-
tional Historic Site and unit of the National Park System; 
(4) H.R. 4472—Children’s Safety and Violent Crime Re-
duction Act of 2005; (5) H.R. 3505—Financial Services 
Regulatory Relief Act of 2005; (6) H.R. 1053—To au-
thorize the extension of nondiscriminatory treatment; 
(normal trade relations treatment) to the products of 
Ukraine; (7) H. Res. 673—Expressing support for the ef-
forts of the people of the Republic of Belarus to establish 
a full democracy, the rule of law, and respect for human 
rights and urging the Government of Belarus to conduct 
a free and fair presidential election on March 19, 2006. 
Begin consideration of H.R. 4167—National Uniformity 
for Food Act of 2005. 
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