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of his 6-year Presidency, and we will
have the opportunity to override this
veto and reaffirm the House of Rep-
resentatives’ support for lifesaving
medical research.

I take this moment to remind my
colleagues of what H.R. 810 and stem
cell research can do. Embryonic stem
cells have the unique ability to become
any other kind of bodily cell. These
cells have the potential to help re-
searchers find cures, that is right,
cures, for diabetes, Alzheimer’s, ALS,
cancer, heart disease, Parkinson’s, the
list goes on.

Under H.R. 810 these cells would be
extracted from embryos that are al-
ready created for in vitro fertilization
and are no longer needed. Use of these
surplus embryos would only be done
with the consent of the donor.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of the override and put us on the path
to saving lives.

——————

IT IS TIME TO RAISE THE
MINIMUM WAGE

(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, it is past time to raise the
minimum wage. It was last raised in
1997. Currently, a person working full
time at $5.15 an hour will make $10,712
per year. The poverty line is $13,461 for
a family of two.

We must raise the minimum wage.
No one should work full time and stand
in a welfare line. No one should work
full time and live below the poverty
line. People do not want welfare. Peo-
ple want self-care.

It is time to raise the minimum
wage.

————

IN HONOR OF SETON HALL UNI-
VERSITY’S 150TH ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. ROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to congratulate Seton Hall
University on its 150th anniversary and
recognize the extraordinary contribu-
tions the university has made to my
home State of New Jersey.

As Seton Hall marks a century and a
half of achievements, I join my fellow
New Jerseyans in commending this es-
teemed university and its faculty, led
by Monsignor Robert Sheeran.

Seton Hall, located in South Orange,
is New Jersey’s largest Catholic uni-
versity, and it was founded in 1856.
Today, after 150 years, Seton Hall has
become both a pillar of academic life in
New Jersey and an invaluable member
of the South Orange community.

I proudly join the residents of the
Ninth District of New Jersey in con-
gratulating the students, faculty, and
administration of Seton Hall Univer-
sity and wishing them a happy 150th
anniversary.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

PHARMACEUTICAL COMPANIES
BRINGING IN RECORD PROFITS
FROM MEDICARE PART D PLAN

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

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, the
American taxpayer is being ripped off
by the Republican prescription drug
law. Any Republican who wants to dis-
pute this fact should take a look at
yesterday’s New York Times. Under
the headline ‘A Windfall from Shifts to
Medicare,”” we have yet another exam-
ple of how the pharmaceutical compa-
nies are reaping record profits while
the American taxpayer is left holding
the bill.

Before the Republican law went into
effect this year, more than 6.5 million
low-income Americans received help
with their prescription drug bills
through Medicaid. Under the Medicaid
system, States could purchase the
drugs at the lowest available prices.
While this was good news for the tax-
payer, it certainly cut into the profits
of the pharmaceutical companies.

So now those 6.5 million Americans
have been moved into the Republican
plan, and they are no longer receiving
the lowest prices. And the higher costs,
adding up to as much as $2 billion this
yvear alone, will be passed on to the
American taxpayer.

And House Republicans still claim to
be fiscal conservatives? House Repub-
licans sold out to the pharmaceutical
companies, and now the American tax-
payers are paying the price.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2389, PLEDGE PROTEC-
TION ACT OF 2005

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 920 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows

H. RES. 920

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2389) to amend
title 28, United States Code, with respect to
the jurisdiction of Federal courts over cer-
tain cases and controversies involving the
Pledge of Allegiance. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the Majority
Leader and Minority Leader or their des-
ignees. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. The bill shall be considered as
read. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule
XVIII, no amendment to the bill shall be in
order except those printed in the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
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the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

Madam Speaker, House Resolution
920 is a structured rule, and it provides
1 hour of general debate that is equally
divided and controlled by the majority
leader and minority leader or their des-
ignees. This resolution waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill, and it makes in order only
those amendments that are printed in
the Rules Committee report accom-
panying the resolution. It provides
that the amendments printed in the re-
port 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 con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the
Whole. Further, it waives all points of
order against the amendments printed
in the report, and it provides one mo-
tion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 920 and, of
course, the underlying bill, H.R. 2389,
the Pledge Protection Act of 2005.
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Madam Speaker, I would first like to
take this opportunity to thank my
friend and colleague from Missouri,
Representative ToDD AKIN, the author
and lead sponsor of the underlying bill.
As an original cosponsor of H.R. 2389, 1
am glad to see that we will have the
opportunity to set the record straight
and defend our traditions against a few
activist judges who would supplant the
will of the people with their own per-
sonal agenda.

Yesterday, this House had the oppor-
tunity to debate and vote on an amend-
ment to the Constitution defining mar-
riage as the union between one man
and one woman. Unfortunately, the
necessary two-thirds vote in support of
the amendment simply was not there.
While some may characterize yester-
day’s debate as an act of futility, I
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