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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIRES). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 20, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ALBIO 
SIRES to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 

Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 
As a people, we protect our privacy 

and prize our secrets. Perhaps this is 
why, O Lord, we have difficulty in ac-
cepting You as infinite self-disclosure. 

Out of love for us, You continue to 
reveal Yourself in Your creation, by 
speaking Your word and breathing 
forth Your spirit upon us and the work 
of Congress. 

Today, again, Lord, speak Your word 
and Your servants will try to listen 
more attentively. In the midst of the 
many problems and concerns before 
Congress, Your servants can seem at 
times distracted or even dissipated. Let 
faith open their minds and hearts. 

Send forth Your spirit to free these 
leaders in government, touch indi-
vidual consciences, and help them col-
laborate with one another to address 
the priorities of Your people as a fo-
cused agenda. 

By Your revelation to them and in 
them may Your servants accomplish 
mighty deeds in Your holy name. 

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. POE) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. POE 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 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 one- 
minute speeches on each side. 

f 

STAND BY OUR VALUES, IDEALS, 
AND PRINCIPLES 

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

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, in a recent international survey, we 
find that nations around the world 
think China could be better trusted to 
lead this world than the United States. 
It’s a devastating conclusion. It would 
not have been the case even 6 years 
ago. 

It’s not that people around the world 
don’t acknowledge our military power, 
but it is our arrogance and the fact 
that we don’t live up to our principles 
and ideals that this survey reflects. 

If we are going to win this so-called 
global war on terrorism, it is not going 
to be through a military victory. It is 
going to be because we stand by the 
values and ideals and principles that 
define us as a nation and as a people. 

One of the things that every day un-
dermines those defining principles is 
keeping the Guantanamo detention fa-
cility open, keeping hundreds of people 
detained without charging them, with-
out enabling them to know what they 
are charged with and thus being able to 
defend themselves. It’s the antithesis 
of what this country stands for. That 
detention facility needs to be shut 
down. And we need to regain our right-
ful position as the leader of the free 
world. 

f 

THE NINE FIREFIGHTERS OF 
CHARLESTON 

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

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, firefighters 
are a special brand of people. When 
others are fleeing burning buildings, 
firefighters suit up and charge head 
first into the searing infernos and 
blackening smoke, not stopping until 
that beast is tamed. They go where 
others fear to tread. 

In Charleston, South Carolina, on 
Monday night, firefighters were called 
to a blaze at a local furniture store. As 
they were trained to do, they entered 
the engulfed building. Moments later, 
without warning, the roof of the fur-
niture store collapsed, trapping and 
killing nine firefighters. 

Last night, at 7:00 p.m., 24 hours after 
the tragedy, at 30,000-plus fire stations 
across the plains of America, fire-
fighters stood in reverent silence for 
their brothers. This devastation in 
Charleston is the single greatest sac-
rifice of American firefighters since 343 
of them were killed on September 11. 

This Nation’s firefighters are ordi-
nary citizens armed with extraordinary 
bravery and dedication to the public. 
When danger occurs, most run from the 
danger, but America’s firefighters are 
not like most. They run to the danger. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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DEMOCRATS INVESTING IN RIGHT 

PRIORITIES 

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

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, to govern is to choose. For the past 
6 years, the choices made by the Re-
publican leadership in this Congress 
have been wrong for America: tax cuts 
for the very wealthy, budget cuts for 
everyone else in health care, in edu-
cation and the environment. It has led 
to the largest deficit in the history of 
this country. 

The new Congress is making a dif-
ferent choice, promising to invest in 
America’s priorities, first by bringing 
back fiscal responsibility and then 
making government work for average 
working families. Last week this House 
passed a Homeland Security bill. It im-
proves aviation and port security, re-
stores cuts to first responders across 
the Nation. 

This week we passed an Energy and 
Water appropriations bill that finally 
provides a significant investment in 
studying the effects of global warming, 
something that’s been ignored for far 
too long. 

This new Congress is moving this 
country in a new direction and has 
made a new choice. 

f 

COMMENDING THE WORK OF 
HOUSE CONSERVATIVES 

(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, last week the House engaged 
in an important debate regarding the 
transparency and accountability of 
Member project requests. As Democrat 
leaders sought to earmark taxpayer 
dollars in the dark of night, and away 
from public scrutiny, House Repub-
licans took them to task, demanding 
the reforms we past last year be 
upheld. 

I am grateful for the work of my col-
leagues on the Republican Study Com-
mittee who are committed to returning 
our party to its roots of fiscal dis-
cipline. Budget Committee ranking 
member PAUL RYAN has worked tire-
lessly in his fight against the Demo-
crat budget, which amounts to the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory. 

RSC chairman JEB HENSARLING and 
his staff are working night and day lit-
erally to promote conservative philos-
ophy. I am especially thankful for the 
work of communications director Brad 
Dayspring, who works some of the 
longest hours on Capitol Hill to accom-
plish this goal. 

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

FUNDING FOR VETERANS HEALTH 
CARE, DEMOCRATS PROVIDE 
LARGEST FUNDING INCREASE 
EVER 

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, many 
of our soldiers returning from service 
in Iraq and Afghanistan suffer from a 
loss of limb or other serious wounds. 
Our VA and military hospitals have 
state-of-the-art facilities to treat these 
wounds and to help our soldiers make a 
recovery that they need and deserve. 

But the same is not true for those 
soldiers who return from combat suf-
fering from post-traumatic stress syn-
drome. A Washington Post series 
chronicled the struggles faced by many 
of our soldiers seeking psychological 
assistance and support from our med-
ical facilities and from the VA. The 
Post writers concluded that Walter 
Reed lacks sufficient psychiatrists and 
clinicians to properly treat the grow-
ing numbers of soldiers returning with 
combat stress. 

I am proud to say help is on the way. 
The historic VA funding which passed 
the House last week provides 600 mil-
lion more than the President requested 
to treat PTSD and finally, finally, 
begin to address a disturbing problem. 
Let us not repeat the mistake we have 
made with our Vietnam veterans and 
begin to help our veterans now. 

f 

WORLD REFUGEE DAY 

(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, today is 
World Refugee Day, and I rise to draw 
the attention of this body to the plight 
of millions of refugees and internally 
displaced people around the world. 

As a beacon of hope and freedom, the 
United States has historically been a 
leader in raising awareness and pro-
viding assistance to the world’s refu-
gees, and the need is certainly great. 

Thousands, for instance, of Iraqis 
have been forced to flee their homeland 
and face a daily existence that denies 
them even the most basic protections. 
The military dictatorship in Burma 
has inflicted such horrific violence on 
the Burmese people that hundreds of 
thousands of people have been forced to 
flee just to save their own lives. These 
are just two examples. The list goes on. 

There are over 8 million refugees, 
nearly 24 million IDPs, internally dis-
placed people, worldwide. Combined, 
that’s nearly equal to the population of 
California. 

On this World Refugee Day, let us re-
member the plight of these people. Try 
to find ways that we can help and sup-
port them. 

ST. JUDE CHILDREN’S RESEARCH 
HOSPITAL AND STEM CELL RE-
SEARCH 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, Saturday 
night Memphis, Tennessee, will cele-
brate the 50th anniversary of ALSAC, 
which is the fund-raising arm of St. 
Jude Hospital, an institution of which 
I am extremely proud. 

St. Jude has used science to bring 
cures to cancer and to fight cancer for 
children. It is a leading institution in 
our country. President Bush has a stem 
cell bill before him that this House and 
the Senate have passed. It needs his 
signature to become law. 

I plead to the President to allow that 
bill to become law, as Nancy Reagan 
has pleaded to the President when she 
saw her husband suffering from Alz-
heimer’s; as Christopher Reeve pleaded 
when he had spinal cord injuries and 
some hope for his future, but didn’t see 
it and died; as people with Parkinson’s, 
multiple sclerosis and cancer hope. 

Today I speak to you as a victim of 
polio. I wish we had stem cell research 
50 years ago so we could regrow the 
muscle in my leg, and I would be 
whole, and I could play on the baseball 
team that the Congress has going to 
play next month. But I can’t do it. 

We didn’t have that research. We 
didn’t have stem cells. We have it 
today. We need to invest it for the peo-
ple of the 20th century and to cure ill-
ness. Please, Mr. President, sign the 
bill. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

f 

DEMOCRATS ARE TAXING AND 
SPENDING 

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

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, congres-
sional Democrats are looking to fund 
$190 billion in spending projects. How-
ever, they don’t have $190 billion. So 
the Democrats seem to be disguising 
the truth from the American people by 
playing hide and seek. They are hiding 
$190 billion by claiming it’s in a reserve 
fund. But there isn’t any reserve fund. 

So where will $190 billion come from? 
Well, the Democrats have voted to ter-
minate the Republican tax cuts of 2001 
through 2003. The money will come 
from the American taxpayers. 

As much as I strongly disagree with 
tax increases, the least the Democrats 
can do is to level with the American 
people. 

Rather than playing hide and seek, 
the Democrats should have the polit-
ical courage to admit that they are 
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taxing and spending. The American 
people deserve to know the truth. After 
all, it’s their money. 

f 

FUNDING FOR HEALTH CARE OF 
AMERICAN SOLDIERS 

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

Mr. MAHONEY of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, it’s an unfortunate fact of 
war young American soldiers are not 
only losing their lives on the battle-
field, but many soldiers who survive 
traumatic combat injuries are return-
ing home with equally serious psycho-
logical wounds. Unfortunately, the 
Veterans Administration has not been 
given, by this administration, the per-
sonnel and the funding necessary to ad-
dress the problem. 

A recent series of Washington Post 
articles followed the stories of several 
soldiers returning home from service in 
Iraq who suffer from post-traumatic 
stress disorder. The articles paint a 
harrowing picture of the challenges 
that face these veterans, suicidal pa-
tients left in waiting rooms, psy-
chiatric wards with terrible odors and 
a disconcerting lack of therapy and 
treatment. 

Mr. Speaker, last week this House 
took action to help our military per-
sonnel who are suffering from post- 
traumatic stress syndrome. We passed 
the largest increase for funding for vet-
erans health care in the VA’s history. 
This includes treatment for PTSD. 

It is clear that these funds are des-
perately needed to provide better care 
for our men and women returning from 
serving our Nation. 

f 

b 1015 

AMERICA IS AT AN ENERGY 
CROSSROAD 

(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, we 
in America are at an energy crossroad. 
Now, one road will lead to price con-
trols and a potential energy crisis that 
would remind us of the 1970s. The other 
would lead to cutting-edge technology 
that will provide affordable, reliable 
energy for decades to come. 

Yet, the liberal leadership in this 
House has chosen to revert to the 1970s 
and repeat that history. Today, the En-
ergy appropriations bill under consid-
eration will underfund nuclear produc-
tion by $20 million in one account, hy-
droelectric power by $20 million in an-
other account, and other forms of 
American productivity by hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

And where does the money go? Well, 
it goes to fund research for climate 
change in another bow to the religion 
of global warming. 

And in coordination with other 
House and some Senate legislation, we 

find out that some of these proposals 
could end up raising the price of a gal-
lon of gas over the next couple of dec-
ades to $6 a gallon. 

We need to focus on energy independ-
ence today. It is what the American 
people want. 

f 

SOME THINGS ARE MORE 
IMPORTANT THAN POLITICS 

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

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, some 
things are more important than poli-
tics. Lifesaving research that has the 
potential to cure diseases and end suf-
fering for millions of Americans ought 
to be one of them. 

But for President Bush, certain 
things aren’t above politics. The Presi-
dent formed his opinion on stem cell 
research and now he has America 
ensnarled in his political straitjacket. 

The American people see stem cell 
research as a cure to illnesses that 
plague their family and family mem-
bers. 

So today, as the President vetoes leg-
islation that is backed by 72 percent of 
the American people, he will attempt 
to fool the American public and soothe 
his conscience with a symbolic gesture 
that is empty of medical value. 

The American people will not be 
fooled. They know that the President 
has failed to lead and, instead, made a 
decision that is a crushing blow to mil-
lions of Americans suffering from dis-
eases like Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s and 
ALS. 

Sixty years ago, when America was 
plagued with polio, this Nation and its 
political leaders rose to the challenge 
and took on the medical challenge of 
their time. Thank goodness we are not 
facing that challenge now, and we had 
leaders then who put medical science 
ahead of political stance. 

f 

CATHEDRAL HIGH SCHOOL WINS 
CLASS 2A BASEBALL TOUR-
NAMENT 
(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was 

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

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today for a happy occasion to con-
gratulate the St. Cloud Cathedral High 
School Crusaders for winning the Class 
2A High School Baseball Tournament 
Championship in Minnesota. 

This was a thrill, Mr. Speaker, when 
the Crusaders came from behind in the 
final inning, in a most dramatic 7–6 
victory over the great students from 
Glencoe-Silver Lake. It doesn’t get 
much better than this in Minnesota, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The championship is a long tradition 
of success for the Cathedral students. 
And over the course of 13 State appear-
ances, the Crusaders have come a way 
with six State titles. 

This continued success of the pro-
gram for the Cathedral Crusaders is no 

doubt due to the steady leadership of 
the head coach, Mr. Bob Karn who, in 
his 37 seasons of coaching the Cru-
saders, brought his team once more to 
a great victory. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that this body 
would join me in congratulating Coach 
Karn and the Cathedral Crusaders on 
their Class 2A State Baseball Cham-
pionship. 

f 

DEMOCRATS CONTINUE TO WORK 
TO BRING REAL ACCOUNT-
ABILITY TO WASHINGTON 
(Mr. HODES asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HODES. Mr. Speaker, when 
Democrats took control of Congress 
earlier this year, we vowed to restore 
accountability here in Washington. Un-
fortunately, President Bush is stub-
bornly resistant to any changes in the 
status quo. 

Case in point: Earlier this year we 
passed the Accountability in Con-
tracting Act which cleans up govern-
ment contracting abuses and no-bid 
contracts that companies like Halli-
burton and KBR have made infamous. 
The bill overwhelmingly passed here in 
the House, and yet the Bush adminis-
tration says it currently opposes the 
bill. 

We’ve all heard about the $100 mil-
lion compensation packages that ex-
ecutives walk away with at the same 
time their company is laying off their 
employees. So we in Congress passed a 
corporate accountability bill that en-
hances the accountability of corporate 
management shareholders by allowing 
a nonbinding vote by shareholders on 
executive compensation plans. But the 
administration opposes this legislation 
in its current form. 

Mr. Speaker, despite opposition from 
the President and his party, Democrats 
will continue to serve as a catalyst for 
change to care about ordinary, hard-
working Americans and bring real ac-
countability here in Washington. 

f 

START ADDRESSING THE PRIOR-
ITIES OF THE AMERICAN PEO-
PLE 
(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, during the 
first months of this new Congress, 
Democrats have passed resolutions 
congratulating sports teams and re-
naming post offices, along with the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory. But they’ve done nothing to 
lower the tax burden on hardworking 
American families, enact legislation to 
address skyrocketing gasoline prices, 
or enact legislation to secure our bor-
ders. 

I know what my district needs. Fami-
lies in my district want a lower tax 
bill. They want us to spend their tax 
dollars sparingly and wisely. My con-
stituents want to pay less for gas at 
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the pump. They want to know our bor-
ders are secure, and that our ports and 
airports are safe from terrorists. 

It’s time for this Congress to start 
addressing the priorities of the Amer-
ican public. It’s time we stopped pass-
ing resolutions congratulating sports 
teams and started enacting legislation 
into law. 

I urge my Democrat colleagues not 
to continue to languish as a do-nothing 
Congress, but to let us start enacting 
some of the legislative priorities of our 
constituents into law. 

f 

A CHANGE IN DIRECTION IS 
NEEDED IN IRAQ 

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, this 
weekend, General David Petraeus ac-
knowledged that we will not see any 
significant improvements in the situa-
tion on the ground in Iraq by Sep-
tember. 

When President Bush first proposed 
the troop escalation plan at the begin-
ning of this year, he said we should 
know if it’s actually working by the 
beginning of the summer. A couple of 
months later, when the troops were ac-
tually on the ground, the President re-
vised that time frame, saying that we 
should have a good grasp if the plan is 
working by September. 

Now we have confirmation from the 
President’s top general on the ground 
that positive signs in Iraq will con-
tinue to be elusive. 

The question now is, will the admin-
istration do as it has in the past and 
change the deadline? 

Moving deadlines are simply no 
longer acceptable. President Bush has 
been promising for months that we 
would see significant changes come 
September, and since that is no longer 
possible, a significant change in direc-
tion is needed in Iraq. 

It is time for the President and the 
congressional Republicans to realize 
that Petraeus is now admitting that no 
improvements will be seen by Sep-
tember. 

f 

ADDRESSING VETERANS’ 
INVISIBLE WOUNDS 

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, our 
troops are returning from all over the 
world having suffered from many 
wounds, but many of the wounds that 
they’re suffering from are not visible 
to the naked eye. Those wounds are 
psychological wounds. And tragically, 
our veterans system is not equipped, as 
we’ve seen this last week from a series 
by the Washington Post, to address 
many of those concerns. 

Our Nation needs to be better pre-
pared to address the psychological and 

emotional wounds that our veterans 
are facing. And tragically, this country 
has not come to grips with the mental 
health crisis that even our own citizens 
face. 

This Congress needs to address this 
problem. It needs to address it within 
the Veterans Administration, and it 
needs to address it for this country by 
passing mental health parity and by 
making sure that we address PTSD for 
our veterans, making sure we have 
oversight of the VA, and making sure 
that they address the needs of our vet-
erans, both visible and invisible 
wounds of our Nation’s veterans. 

f 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION BLOCKING 
DEMOCRATIC ATTEMPTS TO 
MOVE AMERICA IN A NEW DI-
RECTION 
(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, over the 
last 6 months the new Democratic Con-
gress has passed over 37 major pieces of 
legislation, many of them with bipar-
tisan support, which have helped mil-
lions of Americans. Unfortunately, 
President Bush seems content with the 
status quo, opposing two-thirds of our 
forward-agenda. 

Today, the President will again veto 
legislation providing for a serious Fed-
eral investment in lifesaving stem cell 
research, supported by 70 percent of the 
American people. Further stem cell re-
search would give new hope to millions 
of American families across the coun-
try suffering from life threatening and 
debilitating diseases like lupus, juve-
nile diabetes and Parkinson’s. 

Earlier this year, we approved a de-
fense authorization bill that includes a 
3.5 percent pay raise for military per-
sonnel. The President’s response was a 
veto threat. He believed a 3.5 percent 
raise was too much. 

Mr. Speaker, there is never too much 
gratitude and respect we can show for 
our troops. We don’t show gratitude 
with lip service, we show it by action. 

Mr. Speaker, I was elected in Novem-
ber to move this country in a new di-
rection, and my fellow Democrats are 
serious about real change. And I re-
spectfully ask the President to join us. 

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 later today. 

f 

EMMETT TILL UNSOLVED CIVIL 
RIGHTS CRIME ACT OF 2007 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 

the bill (H.R. 923) to establish an Un-
solved Crimes Section in the Civil 
Rights Division of the Department of 
Justice, and an Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crime Investigative Office in the Civil 
Rights Unit of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 923 
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 ‘‘Emmett Till Un-
solved Civil Rights Crime Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that all authorities 
with jurisdiction, including the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and other entities within the 
Department of Justice, should— 

(1) expeditiously investigate unsolved civil 
rights murders, due to the amount of time that 
has passed since the murders and the age of po-
tential witnesses; and 

(2) provide all the resources necessary to en-
sure timely and thorough investigations in the 
cases involved. 
SEC. 3. DEPUTY CHIEF OF THE CRIMINAL SEC-

TION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS DIVI-
SION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General shall 
designate a Deputy Chief in the Criminal Sec-
tion of the Civil Rights Division of the Depart-
ment of Justice. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Deputy Chief shall be 

responsible for coordinating the investigation 
and prosecution of violations of criminal civil 
rights statutes that occurred not later than De-
cember 31, 1969, and resulted in a death. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In investigating a com-
plaint under paragraph (1), the Deputy Chief 
may coordinate investigative activities with 
State and local law enforcement officials. 

(c) STUDY AND REPORT.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Attorney General shall annu-

ally conduct a study of the cases under the ju-
risdiction of the Deputy Chief or under the ju-
risdiction of the Supervisory Special Agent and, 
in conducting the study, shall determine— 

(A) the number of open investigations within 
the Department for violations of criminal civil 
rights statutes that occurred not later than De-
cember 31, 1969; 

(B) the number of new cases opened pursuant 
to this Act since the previous year’s study; 

(C) the number of unsealed Federal cases 
charged within the study period, including the 
case names, the jurisdiction in which the 
charges were brought, and the date the charges 
were filed; 

(D) the number of cases referred by the De-
partment to a State or local law enforcement 
agency or prosecutor within the study period, 
the number of such cases that resulted in State 
charges being filed, the jurisdiction in which 
such charges were filed, the date the charges 
were filed, and if a jurisdiction declines to pros-
ecute or participate in an investigation of a case 
so referred, the fact it did so; 

(E) the number of cases within the study pe-
riod that were closed without Federal prosecu-
tion, the case names of unsealed Federal cases, 
the dates the cases were closed, and the relevant 
federal statutes; 

(F) the number of attorneys who worked, in 
whole or in part, on any case described in sub-
section (b)(1); and 

(G) the applications submitted for grants 
under section 5, the award of such grants, and 
the purposes for which the grant amount were 
expended. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and each year 
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thereafter, the Attorney General shall prepare 
and submit to Congress a report containing the 
results of the study conducted under paragraph 
(1). 
SEC. 4. SUPERVISORY SPECIAL AGENT IN THE 

CIVIL RIGHTS UNIT OF THE FED-
ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General shall 
designate a Supervisory Special Agent in the 
Civil Rights Unit of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation of the Department of Justice. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Supervisory Special 

Agent shall be responsible for investigating vio-
lations of criminal civil rights statutes that oc-
curred not later than December 31, 1969, and re-
sulted in a death. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In investigating a com-
plaint under paragraph (1), the Supervisory 
Special Agent may coordinate the investigative 
activities with State and local law enforcement 
officials. 
SEC. 5. GRANTS TO STATE AND LOCAL LAW EN-

FORCEMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General may 

award grants to State or local law enforcement 
agencies for expenses associated with the inves-
tigation and prosecution by them of criminal of-
fenses, involving civil rights, that occurred not 
later than December 31, 1969, and resulted in a 
death. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated 
$2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2017 to carry out this section. 
SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated, in addition to any other amounts 
otherwise authorized to be appropriated for this 
purpose, to the Attorney General $10,000,000 for 
each of the fiscal years 2008 through 2017 for the 
purpose of investigating and prosecuting viola-
tions of criminal civil rights statutes that oc-
curred not later than December 31, 1969, and re-
sulted in a death. These funds shall be allocated 
by the Attorney General to the Deputy Chief of 
the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights Division 
and the Supervisory Special Agent of the Civil 
Rights Unit of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion in order to advance the purposes set forth 
in this Act. 

(b) COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.—In addition to any 
amounts authorized to be appropriated under 
title XI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 
2000h et seq.), there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the Community Relations Service of 
the Department of Justice $1,500,000 for fiscal 
year 2008 and each subsequent fiscal year, to 
enable the Service (in carrying out the functions 
described in title X of such Act (42 U.S.C. 2000g 
et seq.)) to provide technical assistance by 
bringing together law enforcement agencies and 
communities in the investigation of violations of 
criminal civil rights statutes, in cases described 
in section 4(b). 
SEC. 7. DEFINITION OF ‘‘CRIMINAL CIVIL RIGHTS 

STATUTES’’. 
In this Act, the term ‘‘criminal civil rights 

statutes’’ means— 
(1) section 241 of title 18, United States Code 

(relating to conspiracy against rights); 
(2) section 242 of title 18, United States Code 

(relating to deprivation of rights under color of 
law); 

(3) section 245 of title 18, United States Code 
(relating to federally protected activities); 

(4) sections 1581 and 1584 of title 18, United 
States Code (relating to involuntary servitude 
and peonage); 

(5) section 901 of the Fair Housing Act (42 
U.S.C. 3631); and 

(6) any other Federal law that— 
(A) was in effect on or before December 31, 

1969; and 
(B) the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights 

Division of the Department of Justice enforced, 
before the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 8. SUNSET. 
Sections 2 through 6 of this Act shall cease to 

have effect at the end of fiscal year 2017. 
SEC. 9. AUTHORITY OF INSPECTORS GENERAL. 

Title XXXVII of the Crime Control Act of 1990 
(42 U.S.C. 5779 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 3703. AUTHORITY OF INSPECTORS GEN-

ERAL. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—An Inspector General ap-

pointed under section 3 or 8G of the Inspector 
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) may author-
ize staff to assist the National Center for Miss-
ing and Exploited Children— 

‘‘(1) by conducting reviews of inactive case 
files to develop recommendations for further in-
vestigations; and 

‘‘(2) by engaging in similar activities. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) PRIORITY.—An Inspector General may 

not permit staff to engage in activities described 
in subsection (a) if such activities will interfere 
with the duties of the Inspector General under 
the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.). 

‘‘(2) FUNDING.—No additional funds are au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this sec-
tion.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
CONYERS). 

Mr. CONYERS. I thank my chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Crime. 

Mr. Speaker, today is a very impor-
tant day. What we’re doing is recalling 
a difficult period in American history 
to understand the combined climate at 
that time that coexisted with fear and 
violence during the civil rights era. 
And so we have the Emmett Till Un-
solved Civil Rights Crime Act. 

The first thing I want to do is try to 
recapture, for the moment, all those 
who were not in the Judiciary Com-
mittee the day of the testimony, be-
cause it moved both Republicans and 
Democrats and visitors when we had 
Myrlie Evers, the widow of Medgar 
Evers, who was himself a victim of the 
violence that marked the civil rights 
era, talking to us about Emmett Till 
and how this youngster’s life was 
taken. 

And it was one of those moments in 
judiciary history that we were all elec-
trified by the ability of our witnesses 
to recapture this moment in our his-
tory. 

b 1030 

It was a remarkable hearing. I com-
mend the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. SCOTT) and others, including the 
ranking member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, LAMAR SMITH, and also I lift up 
the name of STEVE KING of Iowa. Ev-
erybody was moved by this determina-
tion that at this point in American his-
tory we are now moving forward at a 
pace that may not always be recog-
nized, faster than we think. And the 
reason I say that is that we are now 
going back into history to make the 

corrections that law enforcement could 
have and should have made at that ear-
lier time. So it is to me a very powerful 
determination of the Committee on the 
Judiciary to bring H.R. 923 to the floor 
for the expedited action that is re-
quired this morning. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 923, the Emmett Till Unsolved 
Civil Rights Crime Act of 2007. I am a 
cosponsor of H.R. 923, which has broad 
bipartisan support. 

At the full committee markup of this 
legislation last week, members from 
both sides of the aisle, as Chairman 
CONYERS just mentioned, and from all 
backgrounds and experiences joined to-
gether to ensure the swift prosecution 
of civil rights-era crimes, which were 
oftentimes ignored. 

It is appropriate that the House con-
sider this legislation today, Mr. Speak-
er. Last week marked the 44th anniver-
sary of the murder of civil rights leader 
Medgar Evers. Before his death, 
Medgar Evers was a primary, although 
unofficial, investigator of the Emmett 
Till murder. The committee was privi-
leged to hear from his widow, Mrs. 
Myrlie Evers William. She movingly 
testified that the conviction of 
Medgar’s killer in 1994, 31 years after 
his murder, gave a sense of hope to 
those who experienced this bleak time 
in our Nation’s history. 

Last week also marked an enormous 
victory in the fight to bring justice to 
unsolved civil rights-era murders. A 
Mississippi jury convicted former 
Klansman James Ford Seale for his 
role in the 1964 kidnapping and murder 
of 19-year-olds Charlie Eddie Moore and 
Henry Hezekiah Dee. 

Unfortunately, time is running out 
for other unsolved civil rights-era mur-
ders. To date, the FBI has identified 
nearly 100 outstanding cases that still 
need to be solved. Many of these crimes 
are 30 to 40 years old. Evidence has 
been lost or destroyed, witnesses and 
defendants have died, and memories 
have dimmed. We must act swiftly to 
help bring long overdue justice to the 
victims, their families, and the com-
munities that these brutal crimes af-
fected. 

H.R. 923 directs the Attorney General 
to designate a deputy chief within the 
Civil Rights Division of the Depart-
ment of Justice to coordinate the in-
vestigation and prosecution of un-
solved civil rights-era murders. The 
bill also directs the Attorney General 
to designate a supervisory special 
agent within the Civil Rights Unit of 
the FBI to further investigate these 
outstanding cases. 

Finally, the bill provides much-need-
ed resources to the Department of Jus-
tice, the FBI, and State and local law 
enforcement officials to prosecute 
these same cases. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to especially 
thank Chairman CONYERS and Rep-
resentatives NADLER, FRANKS, SCOTT, 
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and FORBES, members of the Judiciary 
Committee, for their commitment to 
this legislation. 

I hope my colleagues will support 
this much-needed bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. FORBES), the ranking mem-
ber of the Crime Subcommittee, and I 
ask unanimous consent that he be al-
lowed to control that time. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CON-
YERS), and I ask unanimous consent 
that he be allowed to control that time 
on this side. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SCOTT), and I yield him such time as he 
may consume. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
923, the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Act of 2007. This impor-
tant bill enjoys wide bipartisan and bi-
cameral support. The bill will assist 
Federal, State, and local governments 
with the important task of solving un-
solved civil rights-era crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, at the recent joint hear-
ing held by the Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, and Homeland Secu-
rity and the Subcommittee on Con-
stitution, Civil Rights, and Civil Lib-
erties, we heard from six excellent wit-
nesses. The most moving of these were 
Mrs. Myrlie Evers Williams and Mrs. 
Rita Schwerner Bender, both of whose 
husbands the Ku Klux Klan assas-
sinated because of the import civil 
rights work they were doing. The Klan 
assassinated Medgar Evers on June 12, 
1963, and Michael Schwerner on June 
21, 1964. The gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LEWIS) has asked us to take up 
this act now because it coincides with 
the anniversary of these two important 
events. In both cases it took govern-
ment authorities decades before the 
killers were convicted of these brutal 
murders. 

Unfortunately, these cases were not 
isolated incidents. There are dozens of 
cases, probably hundreds, like these, 
some of which have never been ac-
knowledged, investigated, or pros-
ecuted. Indeed, we don’t even know 
how many people were murdered dur-
ing the 1950s and 1960s, because retalia-
tion was so common that many fami-
lies did not dare report that their loved 
ones had been murdered. The FBI has 
identified more than 100 cold cases that 
should be investigated and, when pos-
sible, charges should be brought 
against the accused killers. 

I support H.R. 923 because it will hold 
the Department of Justice and the FBI 

accountable for following through on 
these investigations and prosecutions. 
The act requires the Attorney General 
to appoint a specific high-ranking em-
ployee in each agency to be account-
able for this work. The act also re-
quires the Department of Justice to re-
port to Congress annually on the 
progress it has made towards solving 
these cases, and the first such report is 
due 6 months after the bill becomes 
law. 

Lastly, the bill authorizes funds to 
the Department of Justice, the FBI, 
and when appropriate, State and local 
enforcement agencies, to investigate 
and prosecute these cases. 

The FBI has already made a start in 
investigating these cases when it 
kicked off the Cold Cases Campaign in 
February of 2006 and expanded on this 
campaign in February 2007 when it so-
licited assistance from major civil 
rights organizations. However, there is 
still much more work that needs to be 
done, and Federal resources are nec-
essary to do it. H.R. 923 will provide 
these necessary resources. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
important bill. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. HULSHOF). 

(Mr. HULSHOF asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HULSHOF. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding me the time this 
morning. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1963, while confined 
in the Birmingham city jail, Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr. wrote a letter to 
eight Alabama clergymen regarding his 
recent demonstrations. In that letter, 
Dr. King eloquently wrote: ‘‘Injustice 
anywhere is a threat to justice every-
where.’’ Dr. King’s words ring true 
today in this debate on H.R. 923, the 
Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crime Act. We can no longer stand by 
and allow those civil rights cold cases 
to collect dust on our shelves. As a Na-
tion, we owe it to the victims and their 
families and the country generally to 
provide them with long overdue jus-
tice. 

Before I begin, I see waiting in the 
wings my good friend and colleague, 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
LEWIS). His diligence and perseverance 
on this legislation has been instru-
mental in getting us here today. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for consid-
ering this bill. 

It is truly an honor to stand in 
league with my friend from Georgia as 
we began this bill, actually, this trek 
in the last session of Congress, and cer-
tainly he is a giant in the civil rights 
legislation and it is a privilege for me, 
Mr. LEWIS, to stand with you on this 
bill. 

I also want to thank Alvin Sykes, 
who is the president of the Emmett 
Till Justice Campaign, and also former 
Senator Jim Talent from Missouri. Had 
it not been for them, I don’t think we 
would be standing here today. Mr. 

Sykes was inspirational in opening the 
Emmett Till case, for whom this legis-
lation is named. He came to Senator 
Talent two years ago with the idea 
that ultimately spawned this legisla-
tion. 

I think in the short time of this cal-
endar year, a couple of months ago we 
commemorated as a Nation the 150- 
year anniversary of the Dred Scott de-
cision. As the gentleman from Michi-
gan eloquently stated a moment ago, 
there have been chapters in our coun-
try’s history that are not proud chap-
ters, and yet we cannot turn past those 
chapters in the book of history, but in-
stead must focus and right wrongs. 

For those of you who don’t know the 
story of Emmett Till, Emmett was a 
14-year-old African American boy from 
Chicago who spent his summer vaca-
tion with relatives in Mississippi. One 
afternoon, young Emmett spotted a 
Caucasian woman and allegedly whis-
tled. For this indiscretion he was kid-
napped from his house, brutally beaten, 
and thrown into a river with weights 
around his neck. And although 
Emmett’s murderers were quickly ar-
rested and placed on trial, the jury ac-
quitted them and they walked out of 
the courtroom as free men. What 
makes this story even more tragic is 
that about a year later, one of the mur-
derers confessed to his guilty conduct, 
without remorse no less, in an inter-
view in Look magazine. 

As an original cosponsor of this bill, 
I rise today to express my strong sup-
port for this legislation as I hope it 
will help bring closure to countless 
families who continue to suffer from 
injustices perpetrated so long ago. As 
has been noted, this legislation will es-
tablish an Unsolved Civil Rights Crime 
Investigative Office within the FBI to 
investigate these pre-1970 cases in con-
junction with, that is, in conjunction 
with, State and local authorities. H.R. 
923 will also create an Unsolved Crime 
Section to prosecute these cold cases. 

In my previous life as a prosecutor, I 
tried some three dozen or so murder 
cases. And with any trial, particularly 
murder trials, time is of the essence. 
And that is especially true with cold 
cases that this legislation addresses. 
Over the past nearly 20 years, we have 
had 29 unsolved civil rights murder 
cases that have been reopened, reexam-
ined. Thankfully, 22 convictions have 
resulted. We have seen justice brought 
to the families of Henry Dee and Char-
lie Moore, who were only 19 when they 
were murdered. What were their infrac-
tions that caused this horrific end to 
their lives? Henry and Charlie were be-
lieved to have knowledge about African 
Americans importing firearms into the 
country. And for this James Ford Seale 
and a group of fellow Klansmen kid-
napped Henry and Charlie, took them 
into the woods, brutally beat them, 
and drove them into Parker’s Landing 
in Mississippi. Henry was tied to an en-
gine block and thrown into the Mis-
sissippi River, still alive. Charlie had 
to sit there and watch his friend drown, 
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knowing that his fate would be no dif-
ferent. Their bodies were found several 
months later, Henry still tied to the 
engine block, Charlie to a pile of iron 
weights. 

After more than 40 years, James Ford 
Seale was finally held accountable for 
his actions, convicted just last week 
for his role in the murders. A fellow 
Klansman was given immunity in ex-
change for testifying about Seale’s role 
in the murders. 

The Nation has witnessed the convic-
tion of Edgar Ray Killen for his part in 
the murders of civil rights activists 
Andrew Goodman, Michael Schwerner, 
and James Cheney. Ironically, tomor-
row, June 21, actually marks the anni-
versary of those murders. 

We have recently seen authorities re-
examine the murders of Johnnie Mae 
Chappell in Florida and Jimmie Lee 
Jackson in Alabama and hopefully, 
hopefully, with the enactment of H.R. 
923, many more. 

Supreme Court Justice Thurgood 
Marshall once said: ‘‘Justice too long 
delayed is justice denied.’’ I urge all 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion so we can continue to help heal 
the Nation, rectify the inequities of the 
past, and provide justice to those who 
have been seemingly forgotten. 

b 1045 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, in rec-
ognizing the gentleman from Georgia, 
JOHN LEWIS, I can’t help but observe 
that the difference between this crime, 
the Emmett Till crime of 52 years ago, 
and today is that passionately held be-
liefs about justice and fairness could 
cost you your life. There are only a few 
people left in America today who put 
their lives on the line knowingly in 
this struggle for justice, and the one in 
this body, the 110th Congress, is none 
other than JOHN LEWIS of Georgia, and 
I yield him as much time as he may 
consume. 

Mr. LEWIS OF Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to thank my good friend, the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
(Mr. CONYERS) for those kind words. 

Mr. Speaker, I am so pleased the Em-
mett Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime 
Act is being considered today before 
the full House of Representatives. 

I would like to thank the lead co-
sponsor of this bill, my good friend, 
Representative KENNY HULSHOF from 
Missouri, and my good friends in the 
United States Senate, Senator CHRIS 
DODD of Connecticut, and Senator PAT-
RICK LEAHY of Vermont for their distin-
guished support in this effort. 

Again, I must thank Chairman CON-
YERS for all of his help and for all of his 
support in bringing this bill before us 
today. Also, Subcommittee Chairs 
SCOTT and NADLER for coordinating a 
powerful hearing on this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, the time has come for 
the sake of history, for the sake of jus-
tice, for the sake of closure, the 110th 
Congress must pass this legislation. 

On August 28, 1955, almost 52 years 
ago, a 14-year-old boy from Chicago, a 

young African American boy, was vis-
iting his uncle in Money, Mississippi. 
He was pulled from his bed in the dark-
ness of night. He was beaten until he 
could hardly be recognized. He was 
shot in the head, and his body was 
dumped in the Tallahatchie River, all 
because somebody said he had been 
fresh with a white woman. 

Several years later, an intelligent 
and dignified NACP leader named 
Medgar Evers was gunned down in 
front of his home in Mississippi in June 
of 1963. Some historians said it was the 
injustice of these unsolved two mur-
ders that began the mass movement in 
the American South that we call the 
modern-day civil rights movement. 

Who can forget the NAACP leader 
and his wife, Harry and Harriette 
Moore, who were killed by a bomb on 
Christmas night as they celebrated 
their 25th wedding anniversary in 1951 
in Florida? Who can forget the two 
black couples lynched about 60 miles 
east of Atlanta in 1946, or the death of 
Lemuel Penn, a lieutenant colonel in 
the United States Army Reserve from 
Washington, D.C., who was a veteran 
trying to get home from Fort Benning, 
Georgia for a little rest. He was killed 
in 1964 as members of the KKK drove by 
him on a highway. 

Who can forget Viola Liuzzo, shot 
down in Alabama in 1965, from the 
hometown of our chairman, Chairman 
CONYERS from Detroit, trying to bring 
nonviolent activists back to their 
home after the Selma-to-Montgomery 
march? 

There are hundreds, maybe even 
thousands, of these crimes that were 
never brought to justice. There are 
murderers who have walked free for 
decades while the families of victims 
cry out for justice. Passing this bill is 
the least we can do. And we must do 
something to right these wrongs. 

I will never forget the three civil 
rights workers, three young men I 
knew, Andy Goodman, James Chaney 
and Mickey Schwerner. They came to 
Mississippi with a simple mission, to 
register as many black voters as pos-
sible. They were stopped, arrested, 
taken to jail. Later that night, June 21, 
1964, they were taken from jail by the 
sheriff and his deputy, turned over to 
the Klan, where they were beaten, shot 
and killed. They didn’t die in Vietnam. 
They didn’t die in Eastern Europe. 
They died right here in the United 
States. They died in Philadelphia, Mis-
sissippi. 

Viola Liuzzo didn’t die on a road or 
some street in Baghdad, she died right 
there in Alabama on Highway 80. 
Lemuel Penn, Medgar Evers, Emmett 
Till and countless others didn’t die in 
the Middle East; they died right here in 
our own country fighting for simple 
justice. 

Mr. Speaker, we have an obligation, 
we have a mission, we have a mandate. 
The blood of hundreds of innocent men 
and women is calling out to us. Then, 
no one came to their aid. But today we 
can help make it right. Let us move to 

close this dark chapter in our history. 
Let us try to wash away the stains on 
our democracy. So I call on all of my 
colleagues to pass this legislation and 
pass it today. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit the following letters of 
support for H.R. 923, the Emmett Till Un-
solved Civil Rights Crimes Act. 

LAWYERS’ COMMITTEE FOR 
CIVIL RIGHTS UNDER LAW, 
Washington, DC, June 18, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I am writing on be-
half of the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil 
Rights Under Law to express our strong sup-
port for H.R. 923/S. 535, the Emmett Till Un-
solved Civil Rights Crime Act. The bill, 
sponsored by Congressman John Lewis of 
Georgia, will give the U.S. Department of 
Justice the funding and tools necessary to 
investigate and prosecute civil rights era 
murders. 

Ever since our founding by President John 
F. Kennedy in 1963, the Lawyers’ Committee 
has sought to attain equal justice under law 
for all Americans, and the Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Act is an important step in 
continuing that mission. 

We are hopeful that the House of Rep-
resentatives will pass the bill this week, as 
June 21 represents an incredibly symbolic 
day in the history of the civil rights move-
ment. On that date in 1964, KKK member 
Edgar Ray Killen assembled a mob to hunt 
down three civil rights workers in Mis-
sissippi. The victims’ names were James 
Chaney, Andrew Goodman, and Michael 
Schwerner. Those young men sacrificed their 
lives in pursuit of equal rights for all Ameri-
cans, yet their killer roamed free for decades 
until a court finally convicted him on June 
21, 2005. 

We urge Congress to mark this important 
anniversary by passing H.R. 923. 

The bill assigns offices within the Justice 
Department the specific responsibility of in-
vestigating and prosecuting civil rights mur-
ders before 1970. Then, civil rights murder 
cases that went to trial often ended in hung 
juries. However, today, different attitudes 
and improved race relations could result in 
color-blind justice, and technological ad-
vancements could allow prosecutors to 
present more persuasive evidence at trial. 

To this end, H.R. 923 will provide the Jus-
tice Department with $11.5 million in funds 
to carry out their duties, a sum publicly sup-
ported by a D.O.J. representative at a recent 
House subcommittee hearing. 

At that same hearing, Myrlie Evers-Wil-
liams, the widow of slain civil rights worker 
Medgar Evers, spoke in support of the bill. 
Her husband was assassinated in 1963, and 
three decades later, a jury convicted 74 year- 
old Byron de la Beckwith of the murder, 
proof that justice knows no time limitations. 

Although the Lawyers’ Committee and 
Americans-at-large are thankful that the 
Evers family and others have received some 
level of closure, we know that countless 
American families are still waiting to see 
justice served. Just last week, a federal jury 
convicted James Ford Seale of two counts of 
kidnapping in relation to the 1964 murders of 
two African-American teenagers. Passage of 
the Emmett Till Unsolved Crimes Act will 
help the Justice Department investigate and 
prosecute cases similar to the Killen, Seale, 
and De la Beckwith trials. 

With your support of this measure, aging 
murderers who have subverted our legal sys-
tem for decades could finally face a court of 
law. The long-grieving families of numerous 
victims could hope to see closure. Perhaps 
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most importantly, this bill could assist the 
United States government in upholding jus-
tice, no matter how long overdue. 

Again, we urge you to mark this important 
anniversary by scheduling a floor vote on 
H.R. 923/S. 535 this week. Please feel free to 
contact me if you have any questions regard-
ing this request. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN G. BRITTAIN, 

Chief Counsel. 

LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE 
ON CIVIL RIGHTS, 

Washington, DC, June 4, 2007. 
Hon. JOHN LEWIS, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHRISTOPHER J. DODD, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. KENNY C. HULSHOF, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR COLLEAGUES: On behalf of the Leader-
ship Conference on Civil Rights (LCCR), the 
nation’s oldest, largest, and most diverse 
civil and human rights coalition, with nearly 
200 member organizations, we urge you to co-
sponsor and support the bipartisan Emmett 
Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime Act (S. 535/ 
H.R. 923). LCCR believes that it is imperative 
to put resources behind investigating and 
prosecuting those individuals involved with 
committing the unsolved civil rights era 
crimes. 

The historic conviction of Edgar Ray 
Killen, for the 1964 deaths of three Mis-
sissippi Civil Rights workers, Andrew Good-
man, James Chaney, and Michael Schwerner, 
demonstrates how it is imperative that our 
nation bring murderers to justice, even if 
several decades have passed since these hei-
nous crimes were committed. However, time 
is running out because the witnesses to these 
crimes are elderly. 

S. 535/H.R. 923 will create two new offices 
to investigate and prosecute unsolved civil 
rights era murders. The Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Investigative Office, a new FBI 
office headed by a Chief Investigator, will 
aggressively investigate pre-1970 murder 
cases in coordination with state and local 
law enforcement. The second office will be 
the Unsolved Crimes Section in the Civil 
Rights Division of the DOJ, which will focus 
specifically on prosecuting these cases. If a 
crime other than murder is discovered dur-
ing the course of an inquiry, it will be re-
ferred to the appropriate law enforcement of-
ficials. 

The bill authorizes $11.5 million in annual 
appropriations: $5 million for the Unsolved 
Crimes Section, $5 million for the Unsolved 
Civil Rights Crime Investigative Office and 
$1.5 million for Community Relations Serv-
ice of the Department of Justice to work 
with local communities in identifying these 
cases. 

We hope that you co-sponsor and support 
the Emmet Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crime 
Act (S. 535/H.R. 923), which will bring to jus-
tice individuals who committed heinous 
crimes against civil rights activists and indi-
vidual African Americans. 

Sincerely, 
WADE HENDERSON, 

President & CEO. 
NANCY ZIRKIN, 

Vice President/Director 
of Public Policy. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE, 

Washington, DC, June 5, 2007. 
Re H.R. 923, the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 

Rights Crime Act. 

Hon. JOHN LEWIS, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. KENNY HULSHOF, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMEN LEWIS AND HULSHOF: 
On behalf of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), 
our nation’s oldest, largest and most widely- 
recognized/grassroots civil rights organiza-
tion, I would like to thank you for your 
sponsorship of and leadership behind H.R. 923 
the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crime Act. It is imperative to bring mur-
derers of early civil rights activists to jus-
tice, to show the victims’ families, as well as 
the Nation, that their sacrifices continue to 
outrage our Nation. The United States’ gov-
ernment needs to commit the resources nec-
essary to see that these heinous crimes in-
tended to intimidate are resolved. 

Witnesses and evidence to these crimes are 
aging and time is of the essence. As proven 
by the historic 2005 conviction of Edgar Ray 
Killen for the 1964 deaths of three Civil 
Rights workers, Andrew Goodman, James 
Chaney, and Michael Schwerner, and the 1994 
conviction of Byron De La Beckwith of the 
murder of Medgar Evers, more than 40 years 
earlier, there is no time limit on justice. 

As you know, this bill creates two new of-
fices within the Department of Justice whose 
sole purpose is to investigate these crimes. 
The Unsolved Civil Rights Crime Investiga-
tive Office, a new FBI office headed by a 
Chief Investigator, will aggressively inves-
tigate pre-1970 cases in coordination with 
state and local law enforcement officials 
that resulted in death and remain unsolved. 
This office will do everything possible to 
make certain those who have committed 
these murders are brought to justice. The 
Unsolved Crimes Section, a new office within 
the Civil Rights Division of the Department 
of Justice, will focus specifically on pros-
ecuting these cases. If a crime other than 
murder is discovered during the course of an 
inquiry it will be referred to the appropriate 
law enforcement officials. Lastly, the bill 
authorizes $11.5 million in annual appropria-
tions: $5 million for the Unsolved Crimes 
Section, $5 million for the Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Investigative Office and $1.5 
million for Community Relations Service of 
the Department of Justice to work with 
local communities in identifying these cases. 

In order for our Nation to fully begin to 
move beyond these heinous orimes, the fed-
eral government needs to resolve these cases. 
Thank you again for your leadership on this 
bill; the NAACP deeply appreciates all you 
are doing on this issue. Please feel free to 
contact me if you have any questions or 
comments on the NAACP position, or if 
there is any way that I can be helpful to you 
as we move ahead with this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
HILARY O. SHELTON, 

Director. 

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

Mr. Speaker, it is both humbling and 
an honor to speak on this bill after the 
distinguished gentleman, Congressman 
LEWIS, has just spoken. And I join my 
colleagues in strong support of H.R. 
923, the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crime Act OF 2007, and also 
compliment Chairman CONYERS for his 
leadership and work on bringing this 
bill forward. 

It is important that Congress adopt 
this legislation as quickly as possible; 
30 to 40 years have passed since many 
of these murders were committed. 

Under normal circumstances, trying 
a murder case is difficult and costly. 
Add to that the loss or destruction of 
evidence, witnesses who have died or 
are unavailable, and numerous proce-
dural hurdles, it only increases the dif-
ficulty and cost of prosecuting these 
crimes. But law enforcement officers 
and prosecutors are continuing to pur-
sue these cases, and we applaud their 
efforts. 

In 2006, the FBI directed all 56 of its 
field offices to comb through their own 
cold case files and assess how many 
could be prosecuted. The FBI identified 
roughly 100 such cases. Many cases are 
confined to a handful of field offices 
that must complete rigorous in-depth 
investigations before it’s too late. 

H.R. 923 directs the Attorney General 
to designate a deputy chief within the 
Civil Rights Division of the Depart-
ment of Justice to coordinate the in-
vestigation and prosecution of un-
solved civil rights-era murders. The 
bill also directs the Attorney General 
to designate a supervisory special 
agent within the Civil Rights Unit of 
the FBI to investigate these out-
standing cases. 

Mr. Speaker, most of these cases, if 
viable, will lack the requisite Federal 
nexus for prosecution by the Depart-
ment of Justice. Yet, the Department 
and the FBI are able to provide valu-
able assistance to State prosecutors in 
their investigations. The Emmett Till 
Unsolved Civil Rights Crime Act pro-
vides additional resources to fully as-
sess these cases and bring the offenders 
to justice. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

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

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 7 minutes. 
The gentleman from Virginia controls 
13 minutes. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield to the articulate 
gentlelady from Texas, SHEILA JACK-
SON-LEE, a distinguished member of the 
committee, as much time as she may 
consume. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, allow me to take a moment of 
personal privilege to acknowledge the 
chairman of the full Judiciary Com-
mittee. It has only been a little over 6 
months, or almost 6 months, that Mr. 
CONYERS has taken the realm of this 
august body. And I think if history is 
to be accurate, to recount the volcanic 
change that has come about on the life- 
changing legislative initiatives that 
have been able to be moved out of this 
committee, we recognize that hate 
should not be applauded, but it should 
be made illegal. 
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We have confronted the issues deal-

ing with the creativity of America, ad-
dressing the questions of patent re-
form. We are looking closely at the 
idea of how do we find a balance on the 
issue of immigration. We are listening, 
we are learning, we are sympathetic. 
We are, in fact, what the Judiciary 
Committee, one of the oldest commit-
tees, was really intended to do: to lis-
ten to the grievances of people and be 
able to find relief. 

Let me thank the ranking member of 
the subcommittee, the ranking mem-
ber of the full committee, for they have 
partnered on a number of initiatives, 
and we have found, sometimes, com-
mon ground. Today I rise on that very 
shining example of a common ground. 

Allow me to thank Congressman 
HULSHOF of Missouri for his passion 
and his commitment, and Mr. Sykes, 
who was a witness and who humbly 
said he was simply a public servant, 
someone who thought this idea was 
long in coming. 

And so why we are here today is to 
talk about what many of you perceive 
as a television program called Cold 
Cases. I wish it was as simple as that. 
On that program, you do see the im-
pact on families, but it is, in fact, a tel-
evision program. Today, we speak of 
lives, lives long left on the dusty road 
of unsolved crimes, lives that are bro-
ken, torn, full of tears, looking for just 
a semblance of justice and hope in 
America. Maybe they were thinking of 
the words of Winston Churchill when 
he spoke to President Roosevelt in the 
dark ways of World War II, ‘‘Give us 
the tools, and we will finish the job.’’ 
That is what this bill does today; it 
gives the tools to America’s prosecu-
tors to pick up the broken pieces of the 
civil rights movement. 

In 1989, we put together a memorial 
for those who had lost their lives in the 
civil rights era. They lost their lives 
not because they were criminals, not 
because they were caught in an unfor-
tunate accident, but they lost their 
lives because they were on the battle-
field for justice. They were murdered 
because they were active in the civil 
rights movement. They were killed by 
organized hate groups as acts of terror 
aimed at intimidating blacks and civil 
rights activists of many different col-
ors and religious backgrounds. Their 
death, like the death of Emmett Till, 
helped to galvanize the movement by 
demonstrating the brutality faced by 
African Americans in the South. It is 
an era of terror which all of us have 
come to stand against, proudly so, 
which makes you very proud to stand 
here as an American, frankly, the 
greatest country in the world. For we 
have traveled a blood-stained road, but 
yet as we’ve traveled it, there have 
been those who have tried to go back 
and be able to bring us forward, united, 
arm in arm together, sweeping across 
America talking about the injustices of 
the past, but looking forward to the fu-
ture for our children. 

And so this bill is in tribute to the 
likes of Rita Bender, a witness who was 

brought before this committee. It was 
in recognition of the lives that we have 
heard of, Schwerner, Goodman and 
Chaney, buried deep in a mud pile. It 
was a testimony to JOHN LEWIS, who 
sits among us as an icon of conscience, 
who will tell you that in those muddy 
fields of Mississippi and Alabama, 
there are still skeletons that have yet 
been found. For many were killed, 
unnamed, and the relatives were too 
frightened to ever come forward. 
Maybe now, because this bill has a sec-
tion in it on community relations, and 
I am hoping that as we provide over-
sight on this bill, we will increase 
those dollars from $1.5 million to $2 
million or $2.5 million, because one of 
the witnesses said they could not have 
prosecuted the case had it not been for 
the persistence and the heart and de-
termination of the family members, 
having lived under the shadow of this 
sin for so long. 

This bill does create a deputy chief in 
the Criminal Division of the Civil 
Rights Division. Many of us would have 
preferred a division, some separate fix-
ture standing with the responsibility 
to have the hammer, if you will, of 
rightness. But we support this legisla-
tion, and we hope that as our chairman 
has been diligent and vigilant, as he 
looks forward, that we will ensure that 
that deputy chief does the right thing 
and provides a vigorous advocacy and 
prosecution of those unsolved crimes. 

b 1100 
Let me, Mr. Speaker, just recount 

very briefly the moving testimony that 
was given of the witnesses. Let me 
home in, if I could, on Myrlie Evers 
Williams. Why? Because it is part of 
my psyche to have seen Medgar Evers 
folding down on his front yard as he 
was murdered going into his home to 
see his wife and his children. 

Can you imagine the horror of wait-
ing for daddy to come home, waiting 
for your husband to come home, the 
dinner on the table, the radio playing, 
the children making the kinds of pleas-
ant noises that children make? Her 
husband was a warrior, but a gentle 
man, a man of peace, a man who was 
willing to sacrifice his own future so 
that he might bring justice to some. 

Let me, Mr. Speaker, as I close, sim-
ply ask my colleagues to remember 
this past and go to the future as I ask 
for support for this legislation. 

I thank you, JOHN LEWIS, and I thank 
you, JOHN CONYERS. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong of H.R. 923, 
the ‘‘Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crimes 
Act of 2007.’’ This legislation, which I am 
proud to co-sponsor and strongly support, is 
intended to complete some of the Nation’s 
most important unfinished business. And that 
is to solve some of the most depraved acts of 
violence against persons belonging to a racial 
group that was vulnerable, politically power-
less, and innocent, and against those persons 
who risked life and limb to help them secure 
the rights promised in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and made real in the Constitution. 

The Emmett Till Unsolved Civil Rights 
Crimes Act of 2007 is long overdue. I thank 

our colleague, JOHN LEWIS of Georgia, who is 
widely recognized as the moral conscience of 
the House for sponsoring this legislation and I 
thank Chairmen CONYERS, SCOTT, and NADLER 
for their work in shepherding it through the 
legislative process. 

Mr. Speaker, in 1989, the Civil Rights Me-
morial was dedicated in Montgomery, Ala-
bama, the birthplace of the modern Civil 
Rights Movement. The Memorial honors the 
lives and memories of 40 martyrs who were 
slain during the movement from 1954 to 1968, 
including Emmett Till. But we know that many 
more people lost their lives to racial violence 
during that era. In fact, at the time the Memo-
rial was dedicated, the killers of 13 of the 40 
martyrs whose names are inscribed on the 
Memorial had not been prosecuted or con-
victed. In 10 of the 40 deaths, defendants 
were either acquitted by all-white juries or 
served only token prison sentences. We also 
know there are many cases that still cry out 
for justice. These unsolved crimes represent a 
continuing stain on our Nation’s honor and 
mock its commitment to equal justice under 
law. The legislation before us is intended to 
help us remove that stain once and for all. 

The 40 victims selected for inclusion in the 
Civil Rights Memorial fit at least one of three 
criteria: (1) they were murdered because they 
were active in the civil rights movement; (2) 
they were killed by organized hate groups as 
acts of terror aimed at intimidating blacks and 
civil rights activists; or, (3) their deaths, like 
the death of Emmett Till, helped to galvanize 
the movement by demonstrating the brutality 
faced by African Americans in the South. The 
40 persons who fit the selection criteria 
ranged in age from 11 to 66. Seven were 
white, and 33 were black. They were students, 
farmers, ministers, truck drivers, a homemaker 
and a Nobel laureate. 

But Mr. Speaker, there are many, many 
other victims besides the 40 who are remem-
bered on the Memorial. The Southern Poverty 
Law Center reports that its research uncov-
ered approximately 75 other people who died 
violently between 1952 and 1968 under cir-
cumstances suggesting that they were victims 
of racial violence. For most of them the reason 
their names were not added to the Memorial 
is because not enough was known about the 
details surrounding their deaths. Sadly, the 
reason so little is known about these cases is 
because they were never fully investigated or, 
in some cases, law enforcement officials were 
involved in the killings or subsequent cover- 
ups. And because the killings of African Amer-
icans were often covered up or never seri-
ously investigated, there is little reason to 
doubt that many slayings were never even re-
corded by the authorities. 

The reason justice had not been served was 
the callous indifference, and often the criminal 
collusion, of many white law enforcement offi-
cials in the segregated South. There simply 
was no justice for African Americans during 
the civil rights era. The whole criminal justice 
system—from the police, to the prosecutors, to 
the juries, and to the judges—was perverted 
by racial bigotry. African Americans were rou-
tinely beaten, bombed and shot with impunity. 
Sometimes, the killers picked their victims on 
a whim. Sometimes, they targeted them for 
their activism. In other cases, prominent white 
citizens were involved and no consequences 
flowed. Herbert Lee of Liberty, Mississippi, for 
example, was shot in the head by a state leg-
islator in broad daylight in 1961. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 15:29 Jun 29, 2011 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 9920 E:\ERIC\H20JN7.REC H20JN7rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

D
S

K
89

S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 M

IS
C

E
LL

A
N

E
O

U
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6748 June 20, 2007 
It is, of course, fitting and proper that H.R. 

923 bears the name of Emmett Till, whose 
slaying in 1955 and his mother’s decision to 
have an open casket at his funeral stirred the 
Nation’s conscience and galvanized a genera-
tion of Americans to join the fight for equality. 
Sadly, hundreds of them were killed in that 
struggle, and many of the killers, like those of 
Emmett himself, were never successfully pros-
ecuted. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to learn that 
the Department of Justice strongly supports 
this legislation. It should. No government 
agency has done more through the years to 
protect and defend the civil rights of African 
Americans and other victims of injustice. I 
hope the DOJ’s embrace of this legislation 
represents a rededication to its historic role of 
ensuring equal justice under law for all, even 
the poor, powerless, and vulnerable. 

Mr. Speaker, the heart of this legislation is 
sections 3 and 4. Section 3 establishes a Dep-
uty Chief of the Criminal Section of the Civil 
Rights Division. Section 3 requires the Attor-
ney General to designate a Deputy Chief of 
the Criminal Section of the Civil Rights division 
who will be responsible for coordinating the in-
vestigation and prosecution of violations of 
criminal civil rights statutes that occurred be-
fore December 31, 1969, and ended in death. 

Section 3 also requires a study and report 
to Congress about the number of cases 
opened, the number of Federal prosecutions 
commenced, the number of cases of State 
and local prosecutions where the DOJ as-
sisted, the number of cases that have been 
closed, and the number of open pending 
cases. The report shall be made not later than 
6 months after the enactment of the Act. 

Section 4 of the bill establishes a parallel 
component in the Civil Rights Unit of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation to be headed by 
a Supervisory Special Agent designated by 
the Attorney General. This Supervisory Spe-
cial Agent in the Civil Rights Unit is respon-
sible for investigating violations of criminal civil 
rights statutes that occurred not later than De-
cember 31, 1969, and resulted in death. The 
Supervisory Special Agent should, where ap-
propriate, coordinate investigations with State 
and local law enforcement officials. 

Mr. Speaker, although I strongly support 
H.R. 923, I believe the bill would be even 
stronger if it incorporated three small but im-
portant amendments. First, I would rec-
ommend an amendment containing Congres-
sional findings of fact that help explain to the 
nation and the world why the Congress was 
compelled to enact this vitally important legis-
lation. We are enacting this legislation not be-
cause of who the perpetrators of these un-
solved criminal violations of civil rights statutes 
are, but who we are, and who their victims 
were. 

Mr. Speaker, over the past half century, the 
United States has made tremendous progress 
in overcoming the badges and vestiges of 
slavery. But this progress has been purchased 
at great cost. From Reconstruction through the 
modern Civil Rights Movement, heinous and 
depraved acts of violence were committed 
against persons belonging to a racial group 
that was innocent, vulnerable, and politically 
powerless, and also against those persons 
who risked life and limb to help them secure 
the rights promised in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and made real in the Constitution. 
Many of these crimes remain unsolved and no 
one has ever been held accountable. 

Examples of unsolved cases include the 
1968 ‘‘Orangeburg Massacre’’ at South Caro-
lina State University where state police shot 
and killed three student protesters; the 1967 
shooting death of Carrie Brumfield, whose 
body was found on a rural Louisiana road; the 
1957 murder of Willie Joe Sanford, whose 
body was fished out of a creek in 
Hawkinsville, GA; the 1946 killing of a black 
couple, including a pregnant woman, who was 
pulled out of a car in Monroe, GA, and 
dragged down a wagon trail before being shot 
in front of 200 people. 

These unsolved crimes represent a con-
tinuing stain on our Nation’s honor and mock 
its commitment to equal justice under the law. 
Solving these cases is part of the unfinished 
work of America. President Kennedy said it so 
well 44 years ago, when he addressed the 
Nation on June 11, 1963: ‘‘this Nation, for all 
its hopes and all its boasts, will not be fully 
free until all its citizens are free.’’ 

A second amendment I would recommend 
is the establishment of a specially created 
section within the Civil Rights Division with 
dedicated resources, personnel, and budg-
etary authority to investigate and prosecute 
notorious and neglected pre-1970 criminal vio-
lations of the civil rights statutes. 

I believe that in designating the Deputy 
Chief required by this legislation, the Attorney 
General must also be required to delegate to 
the Deputy Chief authority over the necessary 
personnel and budgetary resources. The high 
hope of H.R. 923 is that it may help bring jus-
tice to those whom justice has been delayed 
for more than two generations. The Deputy 
Chief, therefore, has an awesome responsi-
bility. If we are to expect positive results, it is 
incumbent upon us to provide the Deputy 
Chief the resources and authority needed to 
be successful. As Winston Churchill said to 
President Roosevelt during the dark days of 
1940: ‘‘Give us the tools and we will finish the 
job!’’ 

I am pleased, however, that the bill author-
izes annual appropriations of $10 million for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2017 for the 
purpose of investigating and prosecuting pre- 
1970 criminal violations of the civil rights stat-
utes that resulted in a death. Similarly, I am 
pleased that the bill authorizes annual appro-
priations of $1,500,000 to the Community Re-
lations Service of the Department of Justice to 
provide technical assistance by bringing to-
gether law enforcement agencies and commu-
nities in the investigation of criminal violations 
of civil rights statutes. 

My third amendment I would recommend is 
to increase the amount of this annual appro-
priation by $500,000 to $2 million and to make 
this funding source available to assist the fam-
ilies of victims in coping with the loss of a 
loved one through counseling and other sup-
port services, financial and otherwise. Such 
assistance must be available to the victim’s 
families because in many cases the testimony 
of a family member may be indispensable to 
government investigators and prosecutors. I 
am particularly mindful that the witnesses tes-
tifying before the Judiciary Committee hearing 
affirmed their belief that the government’s abil-
ity successfully to investigate and solve crimi-
nal civil rights violations would be greatly en-
hanced were assistance and support available 
to the victims’ families. 

Mr. Speaker, 44 years ago, Medgar Evers 
was murdered in Jackson, Mississippi; justice 

would not be done in his case for more than 
twenty years. But that day was foretold be-
cause the evening before the death of Medgar 
Evers, on June 11, 1963, President John F. 
Kennedy addressed the Nation from the Oval 
Office on the state of race relations and civil 
rights in America. In his historic speech to the 
nation President Kennedy said: 

We are confronted primarily with a moral 
issue. It is as old as the scriptures and is as 
clear as the American Constitution. 

One hundred years of delay have passed 
since President Lincoln freed the slaves, yet 
their heirs, their grandsons, are not fully 
free. They are not yet freed from the bonds 
of injustice. They are not yet freed from so-
cial and economic oppression. And this Na-
tion, for all its hopes and all its boasts, will 
not be fully free until all its citizens are free. 

H.R. 923 is intended to help bring justice to 
those whom justice has been delayed for 
more than two generations. In doing so, this 
legislation will help this Nation fulfill its hopes 
and justify its boast that in America all persons 
live in freedom. 

Mr. Speaker. I strongly support this historic 
legislation and urge all Members to join me in 
voting for its passage. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN). 

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, this is an impor-
tant bill. The fact that it is on suspen-
sion ought not to suggest that it is not 
an important bill. This bill is another 
in a number of bills that helps us heal 
some tremendous wounds in this coun-
try that go to the very essence of this 
country. 

The Civil War, which caused more 
bloodshed than any other war that this 
Nation has been engaged in, is viewed 
as the tremendous act of expiation 
with the effort of this Nation to re-
solve, in its own mind, what it meant 
by every man and woman being equal. 

That began the process that was fol-
lowed through in a remarkable period 
of time during the last century called 
the civil rights revolution. But that 
revolution has not ended. There are 
still things that need to be done. 

One of the terrible stains left on this 
Nation is the lack of justice done for 
those who suffered at the hands of peo-
ple who believed this country would 
never recognize the rights of all; those 
who thought they could act with impu-
nity to threaten, to terrorize, to mur-
der other human beings merely because 
of the color of their skin. 

I call this bill the ‘‘last chance bill,’’ 
the ‘‘now or never bill.’’ If we don’t do 
this now, we will never have the chance 
to do it again, because those individ-
uals who were involved in these crimes 
may not be around, and the family 
members of those who were victims of 
these crimes may not be around. We 
give ourselves a 10-year period of time 
in which we make a real effort to try 
and bring those to justice who should 
have been brought to justice a long 
time ago. 
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In the process, we say to all Ameri-

cans, We understand the injustice that 
was done. We will make sure it is never 
repeated again. We will work to make 
this country a better place now and in 
the future. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT). 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
our subcommittee chairman, and I 
thank our full committee chairman 
and subcommittee ranking member as 
well. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an important 
bill. As it has been said, there exists in 
America an open sore that is yet to be 
remedied. I note that sometimes people 
see an amount of money that is being 
spent and say that is too much money. 
But in this case, there is an injustice 
that cries out for healing and for ad-
dressing. 

When one American, regardless of 
race, creed, color, gender, religion, na-
tional origin, when one is struck down, 
then all of us are struck down. We need 
to address this. Now, I am not one of 
those who believes that we need to run 
forward and apologize for the sins of 
others that we didn’t commit. But in 
this case, this bill addresses an injus-
tice. 

We have the power. We have the 
wherewithal and the ability to address 
this wrongdoing and this injustice. If 
we were not to take action, then this 
body would owe an apology, and I do 
not want to see that become necessary. 

There are times that we hear moving 
testimony, and our heart is moved. But 
we know for the greater good of the 
country we must do something else. 
This is one of those cases in which we 
heard testimony that was very moving, 
and the heart is aligned with the head. 
This requires action. I appreciate the 
leadership moving this forward so that 
this injustice, this open sore, can fi-
nally be addressed. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, this bill, 
partnered by the gentleman from Geor-
gia, a Democrat, and the gentleman 
from Missouri, a Republican, shows 
what we can do when we just pause and 
take a breath from the partisanship, 
the finger pointing, the negative at-
tacks by the press and even some Mem-
bers of our own body against this great 
body and join together to move this 
country forward. 

I want to thank all of the individuals 
who worked on this bill, especially the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

At this time I would like to yield to 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the ranking member, Mr. 
FORBES. I think this is an important 
step forward. I have been amazed by 
the congeniality and the cooperation 
that has been extended to me by all of 
the members of the House Judiciary 
Committee. 

Things come around. This is a his-
toric moment. It has been expressed 
with great articulateness by Members 

on your side of the aisle, Mr. FORBES, 
as well as mine. But the witnesses on 
that day in Judiciary, and Myrlie 
Evers Williams stands out more than 
anyone else, were so amazing that I 
want everyone to go back and read the 
testimony that just electrified us all. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, the chair-
man should have the last word on this, 
and so he has. 

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

SNYDER). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. SCOTT) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 923, as 
amended. 

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

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

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

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

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

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on H.R. 923. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2764, THE DEPARTMENT 
OF STATE, FOREIGN OPER-
ATIONS, AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2008 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 498 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 498 

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. 2764) making 
appropriations for the Department of State, 
foreign operations, and related programs for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. The first reading of the 
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived except those arising under clause 9 or 
10 of rule XXI. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. 
Points of order against provisions in the bill 
for failure to comply with clause 2 of rule 
XXI are waived. During consideration of the 
bill for amendment, the Chairman of the 

Committee of the Whole may accord priority 
in recognition on the basis of whether the 
Member offering an amendment has caused 
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments 
so printed shall be considered as read. When 
the committee rises and reports the bill back 
to the House with a recommendation that 
the bill do pass, 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. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2764 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Florida, my 
good friend, Mr. DIAZ-BALART. All time 
yielded during consideration of the rule 
is for debate only. 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I also ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 498. 

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

There was no objection. 

b 1115 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, House Resolution 498 is an 
open rule that provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 2764, the fiscal year 2008 
appropriations for the Department of 
State, Foreign Operations, and related 
programs. 

Mr. Speaker, I have seen 15 State and 
Foreign Operations measures go 
through the House of Representatives 
in almost 16 years of serving in this 
body. Some bills were well-intentioned, 
but fell short of meeting America’s 
critical needs and objectives, while 
others missed the target altogether. 

Regarding today’s State and Foreign 
Operations bill, I must commend Chair-
woman LOWEY, Ranking Member WOLF, 
their respective staffs and the rest of 
the committee for coming together in 
a bipartisan fashion to craft this mean-
ingful piece of legislation. Despite crit-
ical budget constraints and critical 
concerns, the bill is fiscally responsible 
and begins to address our Nation’s for-
eign policy initiatives as they relate to 
fulfilling our commitments abroad. 

In my capacity as chairman of the 
Commission on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe and as a senior member 
of the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, I believe I can 
speak to our country’s need to restore 
world stability after years of following 
misguided and shortsighted foreign pol-
icy. 
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This bill provides $34.2 billion overall 

for foreign assistance and State De-
partment operations, with much-need-
ed emphasis placed on international 
AIDS programs, children’s health care, 
basic education programs and targeted 
peacekeeping operations. By increasing 
funds for critical global health, basic 
education, refugee and disaster assist-
ance programs, we are heightening 
world stability and rebuilding our 
image abroad as a nation builder, not 
divider. 

In an effort to shift away from a Mid-
dle East foreign policy that focused a 
little too narrowly on Iraq, we are now 
reaching out to neighboring Mediterra-
nean countries that need our attention 
and assistance. The escalating situa-
tion in Iraq has forced thousands, in-
deed millions, of refugees to flee into 
neighboring countries, Jordan being 
one of the most heavily affected. 

During a trip to the region almost 2 
weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, I witnessed 
firsthand the heart-wrenching effects 
of people displaced. What I learned in 
Jordan and saw in Kosovo is that there 
are people in this world being forced to 
live in conditions so inhumane that 
even our wildest nightmares could not 
comprehend. As such, I am pleased to 
support the bill’s allocation of $830 mil-
lion to provide refugees worldwide with 
food, water and shelter. As I spoke last 
evening during the testimony in the 
Rules Committee, I said to Mrs. LOWEY 
and to Mr. WOLF that I am hopeful in 
conference that they will be able to add 
funds specifically for Jordan for rea-
sons that I perceive are necessary. 

While we must remain vigilant and 
diligent on combating the evils of ter-
rorism, we must also simultaneously 
seize opportunities to establish, main-
tain and strengthen diplomatic ties in 
every region of the world. I am pleased 
also to see that the bill provides $365 
million to enhance our public diplo-
macy efforts, and allocates $501 million 
for cultural, educational and profes-
sional exchange programs globally. 

The underlying legislation includes 
critical foreign aid to our allies in the 
world, including Israel. It also restores 
funding in many of the areas which the 
present administration sought to cut. 

As I mentioned, I serve as chairman 
of the U.S. Helsinki Commission, and 
the President Emeritus of the Organi-
zation for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe’s Parliamentary Assembly. Mr. 
Speaker, I am fond of saying that if 
you can say all of that, you ought to be 
president of the assembly. I am deeply 
appreciative that this bill funds Amer-
ica’s commitment to the OSCE and the 
Helsinki Commission, and I indeed 
thank the chairwoman and ranking 
member, especially the chairwoman, 
for her efforts toward this end. 

Mr. Speaker, America has a responsi-
bility in the world. We are, as is con-
stantly reported, the last remaining 
Superpower. Contrary to what many 
might argue later in this debate, our 
power cannot and must not be flexed 
only in our military might. On the con-

trary, our power must be flexed in 
what we do to help repair many of the 
things that are broken in the world. 

The underlying legislation is a crit-
ical component in this effort. I am 
pleased to support this open rule and 
the underlying legislation. 

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

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first I would like to 
thank the gentleman from Florida, my 
good friend, Mr. HASTINGS, for the 
time. I would also like to thank Chair-
woman LOWEY and Ranking Member 
WOLF for their efforts on this undeni-
ably important piece of legislation. 

This bill funds a number of U.S. Gov-
ernment programs and activities, in-
cluding the State Department, the 
United States Agency for International 
Development, foreign, economic and 
military assistance, contributions to 
international organizations and inter-
national broadcasting programs. 

Even though aspects of this bill have 
clearly bipartisan support, there are 
significant areas of concern with some 
of the priorities that the majority has 
set forth in this legislation. 

Just over a year ago, the people of 
Colombia reelected President Uribe to 
a second term with over 62 percent of 
the vote. President Uribe is the first 
President in over 100 years to be re-
elected by the Colombian people. His 
reelection and his extraordinarily high 
current approval ratings are a testa-
ment to his efforts to curb terrorism, 
corruption and narcotrafficking in Co-
lombia. 

For years, designated terrorist orga-
nizations in Colombia have hampered 
efforts by the people of that great 
country to live in a peaceful democ-
racy. Proactive action must continue 
to be taken to ensure that armed ter-
rorists are not allowed to create social 
unrest through violence. With the cur-
rent landscape in the world today, for-
eign assistance, Mr. Speaker, is as stra-
tegically important to our national in-
terest as it is morally just. 

I am concerned that the underlying 
legislation cuts funding for Plan Co-
lombia $59 million below the Presi-
dent’s request and $86.5 million below 
fiscal year 2007. Plan Colombia has 
achieved significant results. When it 
began, that country was facing a civil 
war that was tearing it apart. Now that 
the plan has had time to take effect, 
and with President Uribe’s leadership, 
kidnappings have fallen by 75 percent 
and the gross domestic product of Co-
lombia has increased to 7 percent annu-
ally. 

We must not take progress in the An-
dean region for granted, however. If the 
United States turns its back on the re-
gion, it will falter and create a sce-
nario that will require greater U.S. in-
vestment and sacrifice at a time when 
obviously we have significant respon-
sibilities worldwide, not to mention 
that we would be spurning a democrat-

ically elected ally that has bravely 
fought corruption and narcotraffick-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
President Bush for his continued sup-
port for a democratic transition in 
Cuba. Pursuant to the recommenda-
tions of his Commission for Assistance 
to a Free Cuba, the President requested 
$45 million in economic support funds 
for Cuba pro-democracy activities. 
These funds would support efforts for a 
transition to democracy in the Western 
Hemisphere’s only totalitarian dicta-
torship through support for dissidents, 
human rights activists, independent li-
brarians and others who risk their lives 
each day for freedom in that enslaved 
island. Unfortunately, the bill brought 
forth by the majority is cutting the 
funds needed to support pro-democracy 
efforts in Cuba and funding less than 20 
percent of the President’s request. 

I would note that under the bill, the 
other countries in the Western Hemi-
sphere will receive over 95 percent of 
the funds requested by the President, 
and I think that is good. Yet funds to 
support a democratic transition in the 
Western Hemisphere’s only totalitarian 
dictatorship constitute approximately 
19 percent of the President’s request. 

Mr. Speaker, these acts include from 
staging a hunger strike; to demanded 
access to e-mail and the Internet and 
going to prison for it; to having the au-
dacity of possessing books by Gandhi 
and Orwell and Martin Luther King in 
their homes and offering those books 
as an independent library to their 
neighbors, an act of great courage that 
is met by the dictatorship’s goon 
squads with violence, confiscation of 
the books and often prison time; to the 
independent journalists who risk their 
lives and their families’ safety by writ-
ing the truth about life under the to-
talitarian nightmare, and who need 
paper and typewriters and faxes and 
telephones to send their stories out; to 
the children of political prisoners who 
have received the only toys they have 
ever seen because of the solidarity of 
this United States program of assist-
ance; to those from all walks of life 
who dare to join a human rights orga-
nization in a totalitarian police state; 
to the physicians who open their homes 
to their neighbors for the practice of 
medicine and dispense medicines, risk-
ing prison for breaking the rules of the 
totalitarian state, the only employer 
in the country, or the physicians who 
refuse to perform the forced abortions 
ordered by the state when there is any 
indication whatsoever of a problematic 
pregnancy, so the regime can keep its 
infant mortality statistics low. 

Mr. Speaker, that is how one of my 
heroes, Dr. Oscar Elias Biscet began his 
heroic journey as a pro-democracy ac-
tivist. He subsequently has become a 
great pro-democracy leader. I carry a 
card with his photograph with me at 
all times. He is currently in a dark and 
damp dungeon, sentenced to 25 years in 
the gulag for having the audacity of 
peacefully advocating for democracy 
and free elections in Cuba. 
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Mr. Speaker, we cannot send aid to 

him in prison. The regime will not 
allow it. But we can help his family 
and his colleagues in the struggle for 
freedom. 

These are the acts of civic resistance 
that have grown exponentially in re-
cent years, despite a tremendous in-
crease in the dictatorship’s brutal re-
pression, and those are the people, the 
heroes that I have mentioned, that we 
help with this program, that we will 
seek to increase funding for through 
the President’s requested level by an 
amendment that I will introduce with 
my friend and colleague Representa-
tive ALBIO SIRES of New Jersey, and 
that I will ask all freedom-loving Mem-
bers of this House to support. 

Last February, Mr. Speaker, the six 
Cuban American Members of this Con-
gress, BOB MENENDEZ, MEL MARTINEZ, 
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, ALBIO SIRES, 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART and myself, re-
ceived a letter from nine pro-democ-
racy leaders in Cuba. They know the 
risks that they were and are taking by 
sending us that letter. They knew that 
it would be utilized publicly in forums 
such as today’s. 

In that letter, that group of dis-
sidents and pro-democracy leaders, rep-
resenting an extraordinarily wide spec-
trum of ideology and opinion, some 
with whom I have had disagreements in 
the past, came together and told us of 
the importance of this aid that we will 
be debating in this bill. They stated in 
their letter, ‘‘We can affirm that the 
aid that for years has flowed to the 
pro-democracy movement takes into 
account the vast range of needs, from 
medicine to keep a political prisoner or 
dissident from dying, to food, water fil-
ters, medical equipment, clothing, 
shoes, coats, toys for the children of 
political prisoners, who suffer doubly 
the loss of a loved one and social re-
pression on the streets and in school, 
essential vitamins, office supplies, and 
the tools of democracy, computers, 
printers, phones, fax machines, among 
others, that account for a long list of 
articles and materials that have been 
made possible in Cuba.’’ 

Today, with the amendment that I 
have filed along with Representative 
SIRES, we reply to the letter sent in 
February by those pro-democracy lead-
ers, and, as I stated, Mr. Speaker, we 
will ask all of our colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to support the aid re-
quested by those pro-democracy lead-
ers in that letter, the assistance for the 
pro-democracy movement. 

b 1130 

Mr. Speaker, on other subjects in 
this important legislation, the bill cuts 
by approximately 40 percent the Presi-
dent’s request for the Millennium Chal-
lenge account. The Millennium Chal-
lenge, which President Bush called a 
new compact for global development, 
provides assistance through a competi-
tive selection process to developing na-
tions that are pursuing political and 
economic reforms in three areas: ruling 

justly, investing in people, and fos-
tering economic freedom. Contribu-
tions from that account are linked to 
greater responsibility from developing 
nations. The new responsibilities these 
nations accept in exchange for the 
funds ensure that the funds we provide 
do not go to waste and have the great-
est possible impact on those who need 
the help the most. 

That account encourages trans-
parency, and it is a good aspect of our 
foreign policy, and it is very important 
that it be increased as this legislation 
moves forward. 

Lastly, I would mention that this bill 
faces a veto threat by the President be-
cause of language which may under-
mine what is known as the Mexico City 
policy. The Mexico City policy cur-
rently in effect requires that foreign 
NGOs agree as a condition of receipt of 
Federal funds for family-planning ac-
tivities that the organization will nei-
ther perform nor promote abortion as a 
method of family planning. The Mexico 
City policy applies only to family-plan-
ning programs and is designed to pro-
tect the integrity of U.S.-funded inter-
national family-planning programs by 
creating a bright line of separation be-
tween abortion and family planning. 

There is concern by the President 
and many Members in this Congress 
that U.S. taxpayer family-planning 
funds could possibly go to NGOs that 
promote or provide abortions under the 
language in the underlying legislation. 

I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) 
will introduce an amendment to ad-
dress this issue, and I urge Members to 
consider that very important amend-
ment. 

The majority correctly currently 
brings this important legislation to the 
floor under an open rule. The House 
has traditionally considered appropria-
tions bills under open rules in order to 
allow each Member an opportunity to 
offer germane amendments without 
having to preprint their amendments 
or receive approval from the Rules 
Committee. I hope that the majority 
will live up to their campaign promise 
of running a transparent House and 
will continue our tradition of open 
rules with the rest of the appropria-
tions bills this year. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the sec-
ond-ranking member on the majority 
side on the Rules Committee, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my friend, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), for yield-
ing me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
open rule and the underlying bill, H.R. 
2764, the State-Foreign Operations Ap-
propriations Act for Fiscal Year 2008. 
There is so much to praise in this bill: 
its emphasis on funding our core bilat-

eral development programs; its empha-
sis on funding basic education, child 
survival and global health initiatives. 
And most importantly, its emphasis on 
providing for our national security and 
our global economic interests. 

I would like to praise Subcommittee 
Chairwoman LOWEY and Ranking Mem-
ber WOLF and the Foreign Operations 
Subcommittee in particular for the 
work they have done on aid to Colom-
bia. This bill makes some badly needed 
and long overdue changes to our aid 
program for Colombia. The results of 
the past several years, particularly 
where illegal drugs are concerned, 
made clear that it is time to try a dif-
ferent and more comprehensive ap-
proach. 

The 2008 bill rebalances our priorities 
in Colombia. It recognizes that the re-
sponse to violence, narcotrafficking 
and instability in our South American 
neighbor must be multifaceted, helping 
to guarantee lasting security through 
good governance. 

Colombia is an important friend of 
the United States and it is the largest 
recipient of U.S. assistance outside the 
troubled Middle East region. Colombia 
deserves our support; and even though 
I have been a critic of many of our past 
policies, I have never and I will never 
advocate walking away from Colombia 
or its people. 

The new approach in this bill will 
make our counternarcotics policy more 
effective by helping small farmers 
transition permanently away from ille-
gal drug production, increasing funds 
to investigate and prosecute major 
drug traffickers, and continuing drug 
interdiction programs. Aerial fumiga-
tion and sporadic military offenses are 
no substitute for helping Colombia to 
govern its own territory. The results 
make that clear: 7 years and $5.4 bil-
lion later, the old policy has resulted 
in more coca growing in Colombia, and 
the price of cocaine on the streets of 
America is actually lower than before 
we started. 

It is time for a change, for a new 
more balanced direction, and this bill 
provides more funding for judges and 
prosecutors, roads, clean water, jobs 
and aid for vulnerable people. It looks 
to fund the need of today’s Colombia, 
not yesterday’s. Many Colombians are 
working today to clean house in Co-
lombia, going after politically powerful 
criminals who send drugs to our shores 
and wreak violence and mayhem in Co-
lombia. The aid in this bill will help 
them. Success hinges on Colombia’s ju-
dicial system which faces serious chal-
lenges. This bill provides them with 
new resources to meet those chal-
lenges. 

Mr. Speaker, unless Colombia deals 
with the overriding issue of impunity, 
many of us are going to continue to 
fight for even more changes in our pol-
icy, restricting security assistance to 
the Colombian military which is re-
sponsible for a lot of the human rights 
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violations, and we are going to con-
tinue to insist that no free trade agree-
ment move forward until the human 
rights situation improves in Colombia. 

If the United States of America 
stands for anything, it should stand 
out loud and foursquare for human 
rights. And for too many years, we 
have turned our backs on the harsh re-
ality in Colombia where thousands of 
trade unionists have disappeared or 
been murdered, thousands of people 
have been victimized by security forces 
and their allies in the paramilitary 
forces. 

We should not be sending money in a 
way that does not acknowledge that 
those security forces need to do better. 
Mr. Speaker, success also depends on 
Colombia’s ability to govern and create 
employment, especially in the lawless 
zones where drug traffickers and para-
military groups still operate. This bill 
allows USAID to expand badly needed 
efforts to those communities in coca- 
growing areas that up until now have 
been beyond our reach due to lack of 
funds. 

Finally, success depends on Colom-
bia’s ability to care for and reintegrate 
victims of violence. This includes help-
ing Colombia’s internally displaced 
population which is second in the world 
only to Sudan. That is not a list you 
want to be on, Mr. Speaker. It means 
protecting people coming forward to 
testify who are seeking redress. It also 
means helping people recover stolen 
land through violence and helping 
Afro-Colombian and indigenous people 
who have been disproportionately hit 
by violence. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does a good job 
of achieving balance between economic 
development and security aid for Co-
lombia. It demonstrates a level of sup-
port for Colombia’s democratic future 
that we have not been able to articu-
late before now. I support this new bal-
anced direction for Colombia, and I ap-
plaud the work of the Appropriations 
Committee for not only these provi-
sions but for its judicious approach of 
supporting what works best in our 
global development programs. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH). 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my colleague from Florida 
for yielding me this time. 

I also join in the praise for the bipar-
tisan work of the Foreign Operations 
Subcommittee, the excellent work of 
Chairwoman LOWEY and Ranking Mem-
ber WOLF. 

Mr. Speaker, the job of the next 
President of the United States, who-
ever that may be, whatever party that 
person may represent, is very straight-
forward. They are going to have to re-
introduce America to the world. They 
are going to have to reintroduce the 
America of cooperation, of working to-
gether, of multilateralism rather than 

unilateralism, of diplomacy rather 
than force, and strength through per-
suasion and cooperation. 

This Foreign Operations appropria-
tions bill is the introduction to a new 
relationship that America will have 
with the world and a new relationship 
that our appropriations bill will have 
with the taxpayers of this country. It 
really does two things. One, it restores 
accountability. That is best seen in the 
fact that it does not give a blank check 
on more money to Iraq that will go 
down the sink hole. Number two, it 
recognizes that we have to be a partici-
pant in cooperating with other coun-
tries in order to solve global problems. 

Mr. Speaker, our Appropriations 
Committee is to be commended for this 
strong bipartisan work. Our image in 
the world has been tarnished by the 
foreign policies of this administration, 
from the war in Iraq to the rejection of 
multilateral agreements such to the 
Kyoto Protocol, the International 
Criminal Court, to human rights 
abuses at Abu Ghraib and Guantanamo. 
Through this appropriations measure, 
we have the opportunity to send the 
world a different message about Amer-
ica’s priorities. We do that in this bill 
by allocating $6.5 billion to combat 
global health crises, including HIV/ 
AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria. We 
have provided needed help to those suf-
fering from genocide in Darfur by in-
vesting $949 million in development as-
sistance. 

We offer needed food, water and shel-
ter for refugees around the world, and 
we make good on our obligations to 
international organizations investing 
$334 million in multilateral programs 
to address the global challenges, and 
we pay $1.3 billion in U.N. peace-
keeping operations. The bill also helps 
protect the American taxpayer and 
brings needed accountability from the 
administration. 

I would also like to commend the 
committee for restoring funding for a 
small but extremely important initia-
tive, the Middle East Regional Co-
operation, or MERC program. Estab-
lished in 1979 by my colleague from 
California, MERC provides grants for 
collaborative scientific research 
projects between Israel and its Arab 
neighbors. MERC grants have made it 
possible for many Vermont students to 
travel to the Middle East to conduct 
environmental research at an innova-
tive program called the Arava Insti-
tute. 

This incredible program, working to-
gether on difficult environmental prob-
lems, has allowed Vermonters and oth-
ers to live and work alongside Israeli 
and Arab colleagues, working together 
on environmental problems that affect 
the entire region. MERC grants have 
made this experience possible, and I ap-
plaud the committee for working to 
make sure this invaluable program re-
ceives the funding it deserves. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to sup-
porting important work in the Middle 
East, this bill implements needed 

changes to our policy in another con-
flicted region, Colombia, as was elo-
quently described by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). 
This bill recognizes that it is time for 
change in our Colombia policy. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Mr. Speaker, again I thank my 
dear friend for yielding me the time 
initially. 

I would like to, with regard to the 
issue of the amendment that I made 
reference to previously, note that I will 
be bringing to the floor along with my 
friend and colleague, Representative 
SIRES, to restore to the President’s re-
quest by offsetting funds from the ad-
ministration account billions of dollars 
of the State Department, approxi-
mately $30 million, to bring to the 
President’s request level the assistance 
for Cuban democracy programs. 

Not today on the floor in the context 
of the rule but last night in the Rules 
Committee, a colleague who previously 
spoke made reference to a GAO report 
to impugn and to impeach the program 
of assistance to the Cuban pro-democ-
racy movement and oppose efforts to 
restore the level to the President’s re-
quest. 

I have in my office and I highly rec-
ommend to all colleagues precisely 
that GAO report. We would inform col-
leagues where to download it. It is a 
very important report, and there are a 
couple of things I would like to point 
out from the report that is used to im-
peach or attempt to impeach the pro-
gram and impugn the program, criti-
cize the program, of assistance to the 
dissidents in Cuba. 

b 1145 

The GAO report found that from 1996 
to 2006, the Cuba program provided the 
following assistance: 

385,000 pounds of medicine, food, and 
clothing to the pro-democracy move-
ment. 

More than 23,000 shortwave radios. 
Millions of books, newsletters and 

other informational materials. 
U.S. assistance, the GAO found, sup-

ported journalism correspondence 
courses for more than 200 Cuban jour-
nalists. 

The publication of approximately 
23,000 reports by independent journal-
ists in Cuba. 

And with regard to the recommenda-
tions of the GAO report, as you know, 
Mr. Speaker, the GAO often when it re-
views in-depth, as it does, a govern-
ment program or agency, it often rec-
ommends cuts in that program, and the 
GAO makes no recommendation of a 
cut. It makes recommendations for the 
more efficient running of the Cuban de-
mocracy programs. 

And in response to the GAO report, 
and I have this letter in my office and 
it’s available to any Member who 
would like to read it and I highly rec-
ommend it, the agency that admin-
isters these programs, the U.S. Agency 
for International Development, USAID, 
in a letter dated January 16 of this 
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year, responding to the GAO report, in-
forms specifically, with specificity, 
how all of the recommendations of the 
GAO report have been implemented. 

And so I highly recommend the read-
ing of the GAO report and also the re-
sponse by the administrating agency 
with regard to the implementation of 
the recommendations of the GAO re-
port, Mr. Speaker. 

It’s important that we help those 
who risk their lives and the safety of 
their families day in and day out to 
achieve freedom, a democratic transi-
tion in our closest neighbor, 90 miles 
away, that at this time is a state spon-
sor of terrorism and an anti-American 
totalitarian regime. And what those 
heroes of the pro-democracy movement 
are risking their lives and their fami-
lies’ freedom for is a democratic transi-
tion to a reality with the rule of law, 
obviously a democratically elected 
government that will no longer be al-
lied with state sponsors of terrorism, 
anti-American state sponsors of ter-
rorism but that will, rather, be worried 
and working for the needs to better the 
lives of the long oppressed people with-
in Cuba. 

Mr. Speaker, again I thank my good 
friend Mr. HASTINGS for yielding the 
time. I thank any of my colleagues who 
may have been listening to this debate 
for their attention. Once again I would 
plead that they join from both sides of 
the aisle to bring up to the President’s 
request the assistance for the Cuba 
pro-democracy movement. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, and ac-
knowledging the complexities and yet 
the importance of the underlying legis-
lation brought to the floor today by 
this rule, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, America’s leadership role is 
not limited to the Presidency. Nor does 
it solely fall upon the shoulders of this 
body. Branches of our government 
must share responsibility. 

During this critical time in world 
history, when America’s image as a 
global leader is tarnished and ques-
tioned, we must lead from this Cham-
ber. We must take it upon ourselves to 
make it possible for America’s image 
in the world to be restored. We must 
make it our business to try and make 
all that is wrong right. 

When America leads in a construc-
tive, inclusive and thoughtful manner, 
others in the world follow. This ap-
proach toward global leadership is not, 
as some have charged, a soft approach 
to conducting the war on terrorism. On 
the contrary, it is a clear recognition 
that America cannot do this alone. 

If we have learned anything in the 
last 6 years, it is that no one in this 
world is safe from the directions of ter-
rorism. It will take a global effort to 
curb the efforts of those who are seek-
ing to destroy us and others in the 
world. 

But if we have learned anything else 
during the last 6 years, it is that the 
policies of the present administration 

have failed and America’s standing in 
the world is in dire need of restoration. 

Parts of the Middle East, from Iraq 
to Gaza, are living in a civil war. Peo-
ple are dying in Darfur as we and oth-
ers around the world do nothing. And 
children throughout the world are 
starving to death and dying of 
malnourishment and lack of potable 
fresh water. 

The underlying legislation, the first 
Foreign Operations appropriations bill 
of this new Democratic majority, sends 
a clear message to our friends and en-
emies alike that America’s priorities 
in the world are making must-needed 
changes. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 1429. An act to reauthorize the Head 
Start Act, to improve program quality, to 
expand access, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 277. An act to modify the boundaries of 
Grand Teton National Park to include cer-
tain land within the GT Park Subdivision, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H.R. 1429) ‘‘An Act to reau-
thorize the Head Start Act, to improve 
program quality, to expand access, and 
for other purposes,’’ requests a con-
ference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
DODD, Mr. HARKIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. REED, 
Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. OBAMA, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. BROWN, Mr. ENZI, Mr. GREGG, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BURR, Mr. ISAK-
SON, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. ALLARD, and Mr. COBURN, 
to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provisions of S. Res. 
105 (adopted April 13, 1989), as amended 
by S. Res. 149 (adopted October 5, 1993), 
as amended by Public Law 105–275, fur-
ther amended by S. Res. 75 (adopted 
March 25, 1999), amended by S. Res. 383 
(adopted October 27, 2000), and amended 
by S. Res. 355 (adopted November 13, 
2002), and further amended by S. Res. 
480 (adopted November 20, 2004), the 
Chair, on behalf of the Republican 
Leader, announces the appointment of 
the following Senators to serve as 

members of the Senate National Secu-
rity Working Group for the One Hun-
dred Tenth Congress: 

The Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
LUGAR). 

The Senator from Virginia (Mr. WAR-
NER). 

The Senator from Alabama (Mr. SES-
SIONS). 

The Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
DOMENICI). 

The Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 
CORKER). 

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. 923, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Con. Res. 21, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 2359, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 2284, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

EMMETT TILL UNSOLVED CIVIL 
RIGHTS CRIME ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 923, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SCOTT) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 923, as 
amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 422, nays 2, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 512] 

YEAS—422 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 

Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
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Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 

Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 

Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 

Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—2 

Paul Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—8 

Becerra 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

McCrery 
Ortiz 
Sullivan 

Walden (OR) 
Wicker 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on the vote. 

b 1217 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. WICKER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

512, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY 
OF THE LATE ROBIN BEARD 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to make the body aware of the loss 
of our colleague and friend, Robin 
Beard, former Congressman from the 
old Sixth District, who passed away 
last Saturday. His district basically 
overlapped with the current Seventh 
District of Tennessee. He served in this 
body from 1973 until 1983. 

Robin Beard really had a storied and 
amazing life in which he dedicated 
himself to public service, and he did 
love it. 

He received a B.A. in history from 
Vanderbilt in 1962. He was a veteran, 
serving 4 years in the Marine Corps, 
where he was a Marine Corps officer in 
charge of the Gemini IV offshore recov-
ery mission, and attained the rank of 
lieutenant colonel. 

While in Congress, he served on the 
Armed Services Committee. He was a 
strong supporter of and friend to Fort 
Campbell, which was located in both 
his district and mine. 

He was appointed by the House 
Speaker as a congressional advisor to 
the Strategic Arms Negotiations in Ge-
neva and the U.N. General Assembly 
Special Session on Disarmament. 

He also served as an assistant Repub-
lican whip, was cochairman of the Re-
publican Research Committee on De-
fense, and an executive committee 
member of the Republican Study Com-
mittee. 

His expertise extended to domestic 
issues, and he served as an executive 

committee member of the Congres-
sional Task Force on Economic Policy. 

After leaving Congress, he continued 
to serve the public, twice named as 
NATO Deputy Secretary General. 

He is being laid to rest today in the 
Protestant French Huguenot Church in 
Charleston, South Carolina. 

He is survived by his wife, Cathy, two 
children and five grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER). 

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I’d like 
to thank Mrs. BLACKBURN for bringing 
this to our attention. 

Robin Beard was a friend of all of 
ours from Tennessee, and many of you, 
both professionally and personally. I 
actually got to know him when he 
served two stints as Assistant Sec-
retary General in NATO parliamen-
tary, or the NATO organization in 
Brussels. 

He had a keen sense of humor, and he 
was a man who enjoyed the collegiality 
of the House. He was a House man, and 
he served his country well, both in uni-
form and out, when he was with NATO. 

And so I join on behalf of all of our 
Members from Tennessee and, really, 
all of the House and Mrs. BLACKBURN in 
this tribute to our fallen colleague, Mr. 
Beard. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask that the body join our Ten-
nessee delegation in a moment of si-
lence in remembrance of our former 
colleague, Robin Beard. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

f 

CALLING ON UNITED NATIONS SE-
CURITY COUNCIL TO CHARGE 
IRANIAN PRESIDENT WITH CER-
TAIN VIOLATIONS BECAUSE OF 
HIS CALLS FOR DESTRUCTION 
OF ISRAEL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 
21, as amended, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WATSON) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 21, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 2, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 11, not voting 8, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 513] 

YEAS—411 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 

Akin 
Alexander 

Allen 
Altmire 
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Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 

Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 

Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 

Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 

Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 

Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—2 

Kucinich Paul 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—11 

Abercrombie 
Baldwin 
Blumenauer 
DeFazio 

Gilchrest 
Hinchey 
Jones (NC) 
McDermott 

Miller, George 
Stark 
Wu 

NOT VOTING—8 

Becerra 
Conyers 
Cubin 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Marshall 
Ortiz 

Sullivan 
Walden (OR) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1229 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘Concurrent resolution calling on the 
United Nations Security Council to 
charge Iranian leader Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad with violating the 1948 
Convention on the Prevention and Pun-
ishment of the Crime of Genocide and 
the United Nations Charter because of 
his calls for the destruction of the 
State of Israel.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SBA ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVEL-
OPMENT PROGRAMS ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 2359, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 

VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2359. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 405, nays 18, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 514] 

YEAS—405 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 

Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
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Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 

Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 

Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—18 

Barrett (SC) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Duncan 
Flake 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Hensarling 
Manzullo 
Paul 
Pence 
Pickering 

Poe 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Shadegg 
Stearns 
Westmoreland 

NOT VOTING—9 

Becerra 
Cubin 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Gutierrez 
Holden 
Ortiz 

Sullivan 
Walden (OR) 
Yarmuth 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Two minutes are remaining 
in this vote. 

b 1236 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-

tive) 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 

EXPANDING AND IMPROVING AS-
SISTANCE PROVIDED BY SMALL 
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CEN-
TERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 2284, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2284. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 351, nays 73, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 515] 

YEAS—351 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 

Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Heller 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 

Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 

Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 

Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 

Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—73 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Boustany 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Coble 
Conaway 
Culberson 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hensarling 
Inglis (SC) 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCotter 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Becerra 
Cole (OK) 
Cubin 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Ortiz 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Sullivan 
Walden (OR) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Two minutes are remaining 
in this vote. 

b 1244 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) 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. 

Stated for: 
Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I was 

unavoidably absent for rollcall vote No. 515, 
on suspending the rules and passing H.R. 
2284. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED 
STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 9355(a), amended by Public 
Law 108–375, and the order of the House 
of January 4, 2007, the Chair announces 
the Speaker’s appointment of the fol-
lowing Members of the House to the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6757 June 20, 2007 
Board of Visitors to the United States 
Air Force Academy: 

Mr. DEFAZIO, Oregon 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ, California 
Mr. LAMBORN, Colorado 

f 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 481 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2641. 

b 1248 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2641) making appropriations for energy 
and water development and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. LYNCH (Acting Chairman) in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. When the 

Committee of the Whole rose on Tues-
day, June 19, 2007, amendment No. 19 
offered by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE) had been disposed of 
and the bill had been read through page 
25, line 6. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I would like to use 
my time and recognize the gentleman 
from South Carolina for a colloquy. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you and the 
ranking member for your work on this 
bill. 

Two weeks ago the House passed the 
H-Prize Act of 2007. The H-Prize was 
overwhelmingly supported here in the 
House with a vote of 408–8, and last 
year 416–6. The H-Prize is a nonbureau-
cratic way for government to achieve 
its goal of harnessing America’s entre-
preneurial spirit to tackle our energy 
challenges. The best part is, if no one 
wins the government doesn’t have to 
pay. 

We need $6 million, Mr. Chairman, to 
fund the H-Prize at its inception. Of 
that amount, $1 million would be used 
to fund a prize for advancements in 
components or systems related to hy-
drogen storage, $4 million would be 
used to fund a prize for development of 
prototypes of hydrogen-powered vehi-
cles or other hydrogen-based products, 
and $1 million would be used for admin-
istration of the prize competitions. 

The Secretary of Energy was granted 
authorization for creating prizes in the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005. The H-Prize 
gives structure to this prize authority 
in accordance with recommendations 
from industry, academia, government 
and venture capitalists. 

I would ask the chairman if he would 
work with Mr. LIPINSKI, the gentleman 
from Illinois, and me to provide fund-
ing for the H-Prize as we move forward 
in conference with the Senate. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the gentleman and Mr. LIPIN-
SKI’s request for funding for this very 
worthwhile program, and certainly 
look forward to working with him as 
well as the gentleman from Illinois as 
we go to conference. 

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For salaries and expenses of the Depart-
ment of Energy necessary for departmental 
administration in carrying out the purposes 
of the Department of Energy Organization 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and official re-
ception and representation expenses not to 
exceed $5,000, $304,782,000, to remain available 
until expended, of which $2,390,000 shall be 
available for necessary administrative ex-
penses to carry out the loan guarantee pro-
gram under title XVII of Public Law 109–58, 
plus such additional amounts as necessary to 
cover increases in the estimated amount of 
cost of work for others notwithstanding the 
provisions of the Anti-Deficiency Act (31 
U.S.C. 1511 et seq.): Provided, That such in-
creases in cost of work are offset by revenue 
increases of the same or greater amount, to 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That moneys received by the Depart-
ment for miscellaneous revenues estimated 
to total $161,818,000 in fiscal year 2008 may be 
retained and used for operating expenses 
within this account, and may remain avail-
able until expended, as authorized by section 
201 of Public Law 95–238, notwithstanding the 
provisions of 31 U.S.C. 3302: Provided further, 
That fees collected pursuant to section 
1702(h) of Public Law 109–58 shall be credited 
as offsetting collections to this account: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated shall be reduced by the amount of 
miscellaneous revenues received during 2008, 
and any related appropriated receipt account 
balances remaining from prior years’ mis-
cellaneous revenues, so as to result in a final 
fiscal year 2008 appropriation from the gen-
eral fund estimated at not more than 
$142,964,000. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. SPACE 
Mr. SPACE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. SPACE: 
Page 25, line 14, after the second dollar 

amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $30,000,000)’’. 
Page 37, line 19, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increase by $30,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. SPACE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The chairman recognizes the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SPACE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I am offering this bi-
partisan amendment with Congressman 

ADERHOLT to restore funding for the 
ARC, Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion, to $65 million in this bill. This 
amendment brings the Commission’s 
funding up so that it’s equal to the 
President’s request in the previous 
year’s funding level. 

The Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion is very important to my district 
and many other districts from New 
York to Mississippi. The Appalachian 
Regional Commission is a model for 
Federal economic development initia-
tives, and has been a responsible stew-
ard of the Federal funds it has received 
over the years. For example, in fiscal 
year 2006, across all investment areas, 
each dollar of ARC funding was 
matched by $3.14 in non-ARC public 
project funding, and each ARC dollar 
invested leveraged $11.55 in private in-
vestment in ARC projects over time. 
This restoration of funds will be offset 
by a $30 million reduction to the De-
partment of Energy’s administrative 
account. 

I understand that the Appropriations 
Committee must make difficult deci-
sions this year. However, over the last 
10 years, funding for the ARC has re-
mained level, at around $65 million, 
and the region continues to receive less 
Federal assistance per capita than the 
rest of the country. Additionally, the 
House of Representatives had voted to 
authorize the ARC at levels much high-
er than $65 million. 

The 410-county region still faces a 
complex set of economic and social 
challenges, and will need continued 
support from Congress. Without basic 
infrastructure, economic development 
and improvements in the overall qual-
ity of life, the Appalachian region will 
continue to lag well behind the rest of 
the Nation. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan amendment to restore fund-
ing for the commission to levels equal 
with the President’s request and the 
current funding level for this program. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. ADERHOLT). 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in support of Congressman 
SPACE’s amendment, which is of course 
funding for the ARC, Appalachian Re-
gional Commission, in this year’s En-
ergy and Water appropriations bill. 

Many Americans may not be aware 
that this was a program that was es-
tablished back in 1965. ARC was cre-
ated to address the persistent poverty 
and the growing economic despair of 
the Appalachian region, which is an 
area that extends from southern New 
York to northeast Mississippi. At that 
time in 1965, one out of every three Ap-
palachians lived in poverty. Per capita 
income was 23 percent lower than the 
U.S. average, and high unemployment 
and harsh living conditions had, in the 
1950s, forced more than 2 million people 
in that area to leave their homes and 
seek work in other regions. 

Even today, ongoing changes in de-
clining sectors of the economy, such as 
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manufacturing and textiles, exacer-
bated by globalization, changes in 
technology, and the recent downturn in 
the economy have hit this region very, 
very hard. It has threatened to reverse 
a lot of the economic gains that were 
made in these communities over the 
past several years. For an area that has 
suffered economically for so long, we 
can’t allow this to happen. 

By funding the ARC at least at last 
year’s level, $65 million, we will ensure 
that the people and the businesses of 
Appalachia have the knowledge, have 
the skills and the access to tele-
communications and the technology to 
compete in a technology-based econ-
omy. 

As has been mentioned here by Con-
gressman SPACE, this restoration of 
funds will be offset by $30 million for 
the Department of Energy’s adminis-
trative account. ARC has been a re-
sponsible steward for the Federal funds 
that it has received over the past sev-
eral years. For example, in fiscal year 
2006, across all investment areas each 
dollar of ARC funding was matched by 
$3.14 in non-ARC public project fund-
ing, and each ARC dollar invested le-
veraged $11.55 in private investment in 
ARC projects over time. 

The 410-county region still faces a 
complex set of issues. However, this 
program has made a difference, and we 
are seeing results. 

Over the last 10 years, funding for the 
ARC has remained level at $65 million. 
And the region continues to receive 
less Federal assistance per capita than 
the rest of the country. Additionally, 
in the past, the House of Representa-
tives has voted to authorize the ARC 
levels at the higher level of $65 million. 

I would like to thank Congressman 
SPACE for his assistance in this pro-
gram, and also Chairman VISCLOSKY for 
his attention to this matter. 

Mr. SPACE. I thank the gentleman 
from Alabama and would yield 1 addi-
tional minute to the Congresswoman 
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO). 

Mrs. CAPITO. I want to thank Mr. 
SPACE for offering his amendment to 
something that I believe in very much, 
and that is more funding for the Appa-
lachian Regional Commission. 

The ARC encompasses all 55 counties 
of the State of West Virginia and is an 
important resource to the lower eco-
nomic communities across Appalachia. 
Some of the good news is, since the 
ARC was created, poverty in the region 
has dropped from 31 percent to 13 per-
cent, and more adults have high school 
diplomas. The percentage rate has 
risen to 70 percent. Over 400 rural pri-
mary health care facilities have been 
built. And in my district, three of the 
counties of my district have recently 
been removed from the list of economi-
cally distressed counties. We have al-
ready seen that ARC is a solid invest-
ment for our government by leveraging 
both private and public dollars. 

The Appalachian region still lags be-
hind the Nation in water and waste-
water facilities, health care and pov-

erty. And the ARC is a major part of 
continuing to address these challenges 
in my district and across the region. 
Now is not the time to cut ARC fund-
ing. This amendment will simply bring 
ARC funds back up to last year’s level 
and the President’s requested level of 
$65 million. 

I look forward to bipartisan support 
of this amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to engage in a colloquy with the 
gentleman, Mr. SPACE, to express my 
appreciation for the concern he has for 
his constituency, as well as the 
gentlelady from West Virginia, and my 
colleague on the committee, Mr. ADER-
HOLT, who also raised an amendment in 
the full committee. 

Again, I appreciate their work and 
their concern for the people in eco-
nomic development of not only their 
individual constituencies, but their re-
gion, and certainly would pledge to 
continue to work with them to address 
their concerns. 

Having said that, I would ask my col-
league from Ohio to withdraw his 
amendment. 

b 1300 

Mr. SPACE. Mr. Chairman, with that 
commitment to work for the concerns 
of those in Appalachia, I would, at this 
point, withdraw the amendment and 
continue to work with my colleagues 
on this important issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MS. FOXX 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 18 offered by Ms. FOXX: 
Page 25, line 14, after the second dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $27,950,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from North Carolina. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, my amend-
ment would reduce funding for the De-
partment of Energy Departmental Ad-
ministration to the fiscal year 2007 
level. This amendment would save $28 
million, reducing the account from 
$304.782 million to $276.832 million, the 
fiscal year 2007 enacted level. 

The Energy and Water appropriations 
bill is already $1.1 billion over the 
President’s request. This amendment 
would reduce the funding in the De-
partmental Administration account, 

putting it at last year’s enacted level. 
The bill provides a 10 percent increase 
for DOE’s Departmental Administra-
tion account. 

There has been at least $105.5 billion 
in new Federal spending over the next 
5 years authorized by the House Demo-
cratic leadership this year. In enacting 
the largest tax increase in American 
history, the Democrats’ budget allows 
for $28 billion in spending over that of 
the President’s budget request. 

This amendment is designed to save 
the taxpayers almost $30 million, just a 
small dent in the unnecessary in-
creases in Federal spending this year, 
which is being fueled by huge tax in-
creases. We’ve constantly heard on the 
floor, around this bill especially, the 
problem of increased rules and regula-
tions. What happens when you have ad-
ditional administrators? What you are 
going to get are more rules and more 
regulations. 

We are constantly adding administra-
tive costs to all of the Federal Govern-
ment. I think we can make a very 
small dent, but an important dent, in 
our deficit spending by cutting these 
funds. This should not hurt at all the 
administration of the Department and 
the administration of programs. 

If we were going to put in additional 
funding anywhere, we ought to put 
that money in for direct services and 
not for administration. We hear more 
and more about too much administra-
tion in the education field, but I think 
we have it all over the Federal Govern-
ment, State governments, local govern-
ments. 

We are talking about deficits, not 
surpluses. If we had a huge surplus in 
this country, we might be wanting to 
talk about spending additional money. 
But we don’t need to be doing that. 
This will benefit the taxpayers all over 
this country. And what we need to do is 
to cut spending, not increase spending. 
That is what we heard all last year 
from the majority party. I am sur-
prised that we aren’t continuing to 
hear it this year. When they are in 
charge, they want to spend lots of 
money. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask 
my colleagues to support this, which 
would save $28 million and make a 
small dent in our deficit. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentlewoman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would reduce DOE’s Office 
of Administration by over $27 million. 
The bill provides $304 million, a de-
creased amount under the President’s 
request. 

The Departmental Administration 
account funds the guts of the Depart-
ment; the chief financial officer, 
human resources, the general counsel, 
the chief information officer, all are in-
tegral to the functioning of the $25 bil-
lion operation of the Department of 
Energy. 
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What I am particularly concerned 

about relative to the gentlewoman’s 
amendment is that the bill has initia-
tives that would not be funded as a re-
sult of the reductions. 

There are funds provided in this bill 
for additional legal counsel to expedite 
energy efficiency standards for appli-
ances. There has been a significant ac-
cumulation of backlog for this work. 
We can expedite this work and save en-
ergy in this country. 

The bill also funds a review by the 
National Academy of Public Adminis-
tration for the contracting in human 
resources process. Mentioned yesterday 
during debate, the Department of En-
ergy has been on a high-risk list with 
the GAO for 17 years. The purpose of 
the subcommittee of having the Na-
tional Academy of Public Administra-
tion come in is to get DOE off so that 
they stop wasting and mismanaging 
money. And I would hate to see that 
function not occur because of the gen-
tlewoman’s amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I would urge rejection 
of it. 

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

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the gentlewoman’s 
amendment. And while they say mir-
acles never cease, this is living proof. 
Despite my frustrations with the lead-
ership of the Department of Energy, 
and they are great, I am rising to op-
pose the gentlewoman’s motion to cut 
the DOE’s Departmental Administra-
tion and make a case for why they need 
the level requested by the President. 

For too long, DOE has been stuck in 
a quagmire of mismanagement, oper-
ating devoid of leadership and vision. 
But cutting funds that are critical to 
the successful management of our Na-
tion’s energy programs, especially at 
such a critical time in terms of our en-
ergy security, I think is a foolish time 
to do that. A cut of close to $30 million 
to this account will cost far more in 
terms of our Nation’s energy needs 
than the good message it might send. 

So don’t be misled by the gentle-
woman’s argument that cutting $28 
million in discretionary funds in this 
account will reduce the deficit. It 
might. But I think it will do the oppo-
site. It will undermine DOE’s efforts to 
oversee climate change research, im-
prove the use of renewable energy, and 
provide national scientific leadership. 

But DOE, I hope, is listening today 
and gets the message. They need to get 
their act together, and I agree with the 
fact that they don’t have their act to-
gether. But I don’t think this is the 
way to get their attention at this mo-
ment. But if I thought it was, I would 
agree with the gentlewoman, because I 
believe the intent here is more than 
just to cut the deficit. It is to wake 
them up to get some reasonable man-
agement in that quagmire that is over 

there and just answers to the other 
body’s needs all the time for additional 
spending. So it is unfortunate, but I do 
oppose the gentlewoman’s amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would yield back my time and urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from North Carolina 
(Ms. FOXX). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from North Carolina 
will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$47,732,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MATHESON 
Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MATHESON: 
Page 26, line 17, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. MATHESON) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, the 
Department of Energy is currently 
managing 206 ongoing projects and, un-
fortunately, the agency has a long 
record of inadequate management and 
oversight of contracts. DOE’s failure to 
hold contractors accountable led the 
GAO to designate DOE contract admin-
istration and project management as a 
high-risk area for waste, fraud, abuse 
and mismanagement way back in 1990. 
Although DOE has made some over-
sight improvements in the intervening 
years, GAO noted in reports completed 
this year, 17 years after the 1990 report, 
that major problems exist in con-
tracting management at the agency. 

One quick example: On a project 
started in 2004 to demonstrate an alter-
native waste treatment technology at 
DOE’s Hanford site, DOE officials de-
cided to accelerate the project’s sched-
ule. As a result, the project was initi-
ated without using key project man-
agement tools, such as an independent 
review of the cost and schedule base-
line. After the project experienced sig-
nificant schedule and technical prob-
lems and the estimated cost more than 
tripled to about $230 million, DOE 
began requiring that the project be 

managed consistent with its project 
management requirements. 

Furthermore, on four additional 
projects, estimated to cost over $100 
million each, cost and schedule infor-
mation was not being reported into 
DOE’s project tracking system, result-
ing in less senior management over-
sight. 

My amendment would simply require 
DOE’s Inspector General to conduct a 
root-cause analysis to fully understand 
the causes of its contract and manage-
ment problems, as has been rec-
ommended by the GAO. 

I encourage everyone to support this 
amendment as a necessary first step in 
order to better address the contract 
management challenges faced by the 
DOE. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY). 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I ac-
cept the gentleman’s amendment. I un-
derstand his concern, as I and Mr. HOB-
SON have grave concerns about the de-
partment’s record on contracting and 
project management as well. 

This bill requires the department to 
develop an action plan due to Congress 
that will get DOE off the GAO high- 
risk list for their contract manage-
ment performance as soon as possible, 
as I indicated in the previous debate, 
where they have been since 1990; follow 
its own guidelines in Management 
Order 413.3 for project management; 
and contract with the National Acad-
emy of Public Administration for a re-
view of the departmental contracting 
processes, which have been a choke 
point of getting work done. 

Again, I would be pleased to accept 
the gentleman’s amendment and the 
record that is established for the de-
partment to follow through on GAO’s 
recommendation to examine the root 
causes of poor contract management. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I wish to asso-
ciate myself with the chairman’s com-
ments. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 
NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY 

ADMINISTRATION 
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 

For Department of Energy expenses, in-
cluding the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment and 
other incidental expenses necessary for 
atomic energy defense weapons activities in 
carrying out the purposes of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), including the acquisition or condemna-
tion of any real property or any facility or 
for plant or facility acquisition, construc-
tion, or expansion, $5,879,137,000 to remain 
available until expended. 
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DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 

For Department of Energy expenses, in-
cluding the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment and 
other incidental expenses necessary for 
atomic energy defense, defense nuclear non-
proliferation activities, in carrying out the 
purposes of the Department of Energy Orga-
nization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), includ-
ing the acquisition or condemnation of any 
real property or any facility or for plant or 
facility acquisition, construction, or expan-
sion, $1,683,646,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

NAVAL REACTORS 
For Department of Energy expenses nec-

essary for naval reactors activities to carry 
out the Department of Energy Organization 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the ac-
quisition (by purchase, condemnation, con-
struction, or otherwise) of real property, 
plant, and capital equipment, facilities, and 
facility expansion, $808,219,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Administrator in the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration, including official recep-
tion and representation expenses not to ex-
ceed $12,000, $415,879,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For Department of Energy expenses, in-
cluding the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment and 
other expenses necessary for atomic energy 
defense environmental cleanup activities in 
carrying out the purposes of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), including the acquisition or condemna-
tion of any real property or any facility or 
for plant or facility acquisition, construc-
tion, or expansion, and the purchase of not 
to exceed three passenger motor vehicles for 
replacement only, $5,766,561,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which 
$463,000,000 shall be transferred to the ‘‘Ura-
nium Enrichment Decontamination and De-
commissioning Fund’’. 

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For Department of Energy expenses, in-
cluding the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment and 
other expenses, necessary for atomic energy 
defense, other defense activities, and classi-
fied activities, in carrying out the purposes 
of the Department of Energy Organization 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), including the ac-
quisition or condemnation of any real prop-
erty or any facility or for plant or facility 
acquisition, construction, or expansion, and 
the purchase of not to exceed twelve pas-
senger motor vehicles for replacement only, 
$604,313,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds provided 
under this heading in Public Law 109–103, 
$4,900,000 are transferred to ‘‘Weapons Activi-
ties’’ for planning activities associated with 
special nuclear material consolidation. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF NEW 
MEXICO 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to considering the amendment 
at this point in the reading? 

There was no objection 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico: 

Page 27, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $192,123,000)’’. 

Page 28, line 2, after the second dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $192,123,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

b 1315 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. First let 
me thank the chairman and ranking 
member for their work on this bill, 
which provides a bold vision for moving 
this country forward along a path of 
clean energy independence and limits 
spending on new nuclear weapons. 

My district has a particular interest 
in this bill, as I represent the sci-
entists, employees, and community of 
Los Alamos National Laboratory, also 
known as LANL. The scientists at 
LANL are the best in the world and 
they work with a commitment to both 
national security and the pursuit of 
scientific knowledge. In recent years, 
there have been administrative and 
managerial difficulties, which we all 
agree are unacceptable. Nevertheless, 
the mission of the lab and the workers 
are the two things that I will always 
fiercely defend. 

Stockpile stewardship, the core mis-
sion at LANL, certifies to the Presi-
dent every year that the nuclear stock-
pile is safe, reliable and accurate. My 
amendment will help ensure the sta-
bility of that mission and thus the 
rigor of our Nation’s security, while 
also building a bridge to the future. 

It will restore funding to the Presi-
dent’s request for three specific areas, 
including upgrades to the Road Runner 
computer; the readiness and technical 
base and facilities at LANL; and the 
scientific campaign. In so doing, I pro-
pose to reduce spending in the office of 
the NNSA Administrator. 

The Road Runner computer upgrades 
will increase LANL’s supercomputing 
capability and keep the lab’s ability to 
conduct computer simulated weapons 
testing at state-of-the-art. Addition-
ally, the capacity can also be used for 
advanced non-weapons materials re-
search, and thus broaden the scientific 
capability of the lab. The amendment 
restores proposed reductions in Readi-
ness in Technical Base and Facilities 
at LANL, which would grind to a halt 
any safety improvements in the lab’s 
infrastructure. 

Finally, the science campaign is at 
the heart of stockpile stewardship. It 
sustains our Nation’s capabilities and 
understanding of nuclear weapons, 
which is essential to protecting our Na-
tion. It also allows us to keep our trea-
ty commitments and not perform nu-
clear testing. 

I believe that the cuts in this bill to 
our Nation’s premier national security 
laboratory hurt the core mission and 
inhibit the laboratory’s ability to tran-

sition toward the necessary work on 
energy independence. 

LANL must prepare for the future, 
which includes diversification of its 
mission. As Chairman VISCLOSKY has 
recognized in this legislation, securing 
our Nation’s energy independence is 
one of the most critical areas of our 
national security. LANL has an impor-
tant role to play in this regard. 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment, and would hope 
that at the end of this debate he con-
sider the withdrawal of his amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have a great deal of respect for Mr. 
UDALL and also appreciate the fact 
that he has made a significant con-
tribution to the full Appropriations 
Committee and also understand the 
circumstances that he is presented 
with. 

Contrary to what I think the belief of 
some Members are, we have made cuts 
in this bill, but they were thoughtful 
cuts, given a number of considerations. 
I would point out that the means by 
which the gentleman is trying to se-
cure additional weapons money would 
cut the Administrator’s office and po-
tentially terminate most of the Na-
tion’s nonproliferation programs. 

The nuclear nonproliferation pro-
grams are one of the few activities at 
the Department of Energy that are 
staffed, managed and run by Federal 
employees. In the end, Federal employ-
ees tend to be generally younger pro-
fessionals with fewer years of public 
service and would bear the brunt of any 
Federal reduction in force. 

Secondly, I wish that our national 
labs, which are treasures and do great 
work, would also be as adamant and as 
concerned about their security as they 
are about their budget line. I would ask 
to submit additional materials in the 
RECORD, but would point out we had se-
rious security breaches at Los Alamos 
in December of 1999, June of 2000, No-
vember of 2003, May of 2004, July of 
2004, in 2005, in 2006. There was an inci-
dent in January of 2007 that made Time 
Magazine. This has got to stop. 

But the breach that causes me and 
should cause every Member here the 
most heartburn is what happened to a 
gentleman by the name of Shawn Car-
penter. Mr. Carpenter worked at Los 
Alamos, Mr. Carpenter was concerned 
about security at Los Alamos, and Mr. 
Carpenter went to the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation to express his concern. 
He did not go to a local newspaper. He 
went to the FBI, and he was termi-
nated. There was a trial relative to 
that wrongful termination. And I 
would point out that the gentleman 
who fired Mr. Carpenter, and he subse-
quently won a judgment of $4.6 million 
for wrongful termination, got a bonus. 
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He got a bonus after he fired Mr. Car-
penter, and Mr. Carpenter went to the 
FBI to protect the secrets of this Na-
tion as far as our nuclear security. 

The third concern I have is some of 
these moneys would find their way 
back into the proposal made by the ad-
ministration that we have eliminated 
in this bill for a new nuclear weapon. 
As we have extensively pointed out in 
the committee report language, since 
the termination of the Cold War, since 
regional conflicts such as Kosovo, since 
9/11, we have not developed a new nu-
clear strategy. This is not a time to 
build a new nuclear weapon. 

We have significant cost overruns 
and time overruns on three buildings 
we were told were needed for stockpile 
stewardship. None of them are done. 
All of them are over budget. Now let’s 
take a turn in the road. I am ada-
mantly opposed. 

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

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition also to the gentle-
man’s amendment. This is not personal 
between me and the gentleman, and I 
hope it wouldn’t be when I get over 
too, because I am really opposed to this 
amendment, and I am really in support 
of the chairman on this, because this is 
something we have worked on for a 
long period of time. 

I know the administration and some 
Members, those from New Mexico, are 
not pleased with the cuts to the weap-
ons program. I have heard from the 
other body, and they may claim these 
funding reductions somehow threaten 
our national security. 

I also recognize it is politically con-
venient to move money from a so- 
called bureaucracy in Washington to 
what is portrayed as a field-level pur-
pose. Sorry, folks, but I don’t buy ei-
ther of these arguments, and I strongly 
believe this bill puts our nuclear weap-
ons programs in the proper perspective. 

I have been a member of the Energy 
and Water Subcommittee for the past 5 
years, and I have personally visited 
every single nuclear weapons lab, plant 
and site in DOE’s complex, and I hon-
estly can’t tell you how much our na-
tional security is protected, whether 
we fund the nuclear weapons account 
at $6.5 billion, $6 billion, or even $5.5 
billion. And I certainly can’t tell you 
what benefit we will gain by adding 
$192 million back to the weapons pro-
gram and devastating NSA’s manage-
ment office, as the gentleman proposes. 

I also sit on the Defense Appropria-
tions Subcommittee, as does my chair-
man, and we both are all too aware of 
the funding shortfalls in the conven-
tional defense area to believe that nu-
clear weapons are somehow a higher se-
curity priority. 

So after years of looking at this from 
virtually every angle, I can tell you de-
finitively that what we need is a na-

tional strategy for nuclear weapons 
and a clearly defined set of military re-
quirements that is derived from that 
strategy. Then, and only then, will 
NNSA be able to lay out what a mod-
ern weapons complex, capability of 
producing a specified number of reli-
able replacement warheads will look 
like. 

In the meantime, we have many nu-
clear nonproliferation priorities that 
need to be addressed. This will have 
real security benefits today, not at 
some weapons design lab tomorrow. 

This bill balances our national secu-
rity needs by making the prudent rec-
ommendations on weapons we have dis-
cussed and by putting an additional 
$398 billion above the President’s re-
quest towards defense nuclear non-
proliferation activities. These funds 
will play down the risk of nuclear 
smuggling by improving programs such 
as the elimination of weapons-grade 
plutonium production; international 
nuclear materials production and co-
operation; second line of defense and 
cooperation; MegaPorts; MegaAirports; 
and global coordination among domes-
tic security agencies, such as DHS and 
foreign governments. 

Furthermore, these additional funds 
will support the implementation of an 
International Nuclear Fuel Bank, a pri-
ority for security experts ranging from 
National Security Advisor Steve Had-
ley to former Senator Sam Nunn to the 
leadership of the International Atomic 
Energy Agency. 

Getting our national security prior-
ities right is what this bill is about, 
and it is a rational approach I whole-
heartedly support. But let’s call it 
what it is. This amendment isn’t really 
about national security. It is all about 
jobs at these DOE weapons facilities. 

In particular, the Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratory is in the gentleman’s 
State of New Mexico. This lab has held 
a preeminent place at the Federal 
trough for years, and now fears the loss 
of jobs because of this bill’s rec-
ommended funding levels. Los Alamos 
has the largest number of employees of 
any DOE field site, with employees who 
receive the highest level of compensa-
tion, and a lab that has the highest 
overhead rate of any DOE operation. 
All told, Los Alamos receives close to 
$2 billion a year from our bill, plus ad-
ditional reimbursement of work from 
other agencies. And I cannot tell you 
what we get in return for that invest-
ment. 

I do know that Los Alamos has 
chronic management problems, and I 
can read a long litany of security fail-
ures, safety accidents and costs and 
schedule overruns brought to you by 
the 9,000 highly paid folks at Los Ala-
mos. Don’t let anyone tell you that 
these problems are a thing of the past. 
DOE just informed us this week of yet 
another security screwup at Los Ala-
mos, and this is after a number of oth-
ers. 

Given this track record, do we really 
believe adding another $192 million will 

improve security? I would argue our 
national security might actually be 
improved by cutting 1,800 jobs from a 
facility that can’t seem to manage sen-
sitive information. We would have a lot 
less people to watch. 

The bottom line is that gutting the 
office of the NNSA Administrator by 
reducing its funding by almost half will 
undermine any chance of the NNSA ac-
tually managing the weapons and nu-
clear nonproliferation programs. Does 
the gentleman expect us to believe that 
jobs in New Mexico are more important 
than the overall national management 
of these sensitive national security 
programs? 

So I am, you can tell, opposed to the 
gentleman’s amendment. I believe the 
priorities are misguided. The weapons 
program has no clear strategy of a way 
forward. And this bill report addresses 
the shortcomings with its prudent 
funding recommendations and bold di-
rection. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this ill-conceived amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. STU-
PAK), chairman of the Oversight and In-
vestigations Subcommittee of the 
Committee of Energy and Commerce. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Michigan is recognized for 
1 minute. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
my colleagues to oppose this amend-
ment, which would fund new nuclear 
weapons development by taking $193 
million from the National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration nonproliferation 
account. 

NNSA plays a very important role in 
helping us to secure nuclear weapons, 
‘‘loose nukes,’’ as we call them in com-
mittee, around the world. The program 
helps secure nuclear material in Russia 
and elsewhere. 

This funding includes $412 million for 
the installation of radiation portal 
monitors at over 200 border crossings 
in Russia, the Baltic States and the 
Caucasus region, $293 million more 
than the President’s budget. 

Rather than commit billions of dol-
lars to manufacturing another genera-
tion of nuclear weapons, our existing 
nuclear arsenal can be sustained using 
the life extension program managed by 
NNSA. If we cut $193 million from it, 
there will be no way we can maintain 
this life extension program. 

The JASON Report, a panel of inde-
pendent nuclear weapons experts, re-
ported last year that the existing plu-
tonium pit will remain reliable for 100 
years, far longer than the 45 or 60 
years. 

We don’t need new weapons. Let’s put 
the money where it will do the most 
good, to secure ‘‘loose nukes’’ around 
the world. Support the chairman in 
this position, and do not support the 
Udall amendment. 

b 1330 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 

Chairman, in closing, first of all, the 
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NNSA is the problem, not the sci-
entists. NNSA was put there to bring a 
better security situation, and security 
has deteriorated since they are there, 
and that is why I take the money away 
from the NNSA Administration. 

Secondly, I know we can’t legislate 
on an appropriations bill, but I think it 
would be very appropriate to take a 
look at the role that NNSA should play 
in this whole situation, if not return to 
the Department of Energy managing 
the nuclear complex. They did a better 
job. 

The vast majority of scientists at 
Los Alamos work on a broad variety of 
subjects, not only weapons activities. 
They stand ready to conduct the re-
search that is most essential to our Na-
tion. However, we need to make sure 
that these top scientists can do their 
jobs and have the support they need to 
work on other missions. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to 
support this amendment that will restore a por-
tion of the fundmg which is critical to maintain-
ing our commitment to safety and security of 
our nuclear stewardship responsibilities. 

I deeply regret that the Majority has decided 
to cut these programs and irrevocably harm 
our nuclear weapon programs and fail to 
maintain our nuclear stockpile. Our responsi-
bility is to protect the American people and en-
sure that our weapons programs operate in a 
responsible and secure manner. 

These important programs are our national 
deterrent against rogue nations who would 
threaten us with weapons of mass destruction. 
In addition, these cuts will erode our non-pro-
liferation efforts worldwide, as our allies would 
have to consider expanding their own nuclear 
arsenals to make up for our reductions. 

The cuts proposed today will cut nearly 40 
percent of the funding for our Nuclear weap-
ons programs operated at Los Alamos Na-
tional Laboratory. I would ask the sponsors of 
these cuts if they believe that the threats from 
rogue states and aggressive dictators have re-
duced by 40 percent? If not, why are we cut-
ting our ability to defend ourselves by 40 per-
cent? These cuts will damage our ability to re-
tain good scientists, preserve the knowledge 
base of our laboratory, and our preparedness 
to respond to our future nuclear needs. 

In addition, these cuts decimate the nation’s 
Stockpile Stewardship Program. Since we 
have stopped testing nuclear weapons, our 
country relies on Los Alamos to ensure that 
our strategic weapon capabilities are safe, reli-
able and secure. Failure do so abdicates our 
responsibility to the protect the American peo-
ple. 

These programs are critical to the mission 
of Los Alamos and critical to America. We 
shouldn’t just simply fold up our tent and allow 
these programs to be deeply cut or nearly 
eliminated and I urge all my colleagues to 
stand up and support this amendment and fur-
thermore support restoring the full funding to 
these important programs. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Mexico will 
be postponed. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
ROGERS) for a colloquy. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. HOBSON) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, in the report accom-
panying H.R. 2641, the subcommittee 
commends the nuclear physics research 
community for its efforts to rescope 
the next generation rare isotope re-
search facility in light of the current 
fiscal constraints. However, the report 
contends that ‘‘the rare isotope beams 
will involve modifications to existing 
accelerators rather than the construc-
tion of a new rare isotope accelerator, 
RIA.’’ 

As you know, National Super-
conducting Cyclotron Laboratory, lo-
cated at Michigan State University, is 
the leading rare isotope facility in the 
United States and needs an upgrade to 
stay on the leading edge of rare isotope 
science. Michigan State’s upgrade pro-
posal includes the reuse of several 
major components of the existing 
NSCL. However, it does not intent to 
use its existing cyclotron accelerators, 
as they would not be suitable for the 
beam strengths contemplated by the 
new facility. As a result, if one were to 
interpret this language literally, 
Michigan State would not be eligible 
for any potential DOE funded facility 
since it is not proposing ‘‘modifications 
to existing accelerators.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I am assuming this is 
a problem created by ambiguous word-
ing and does not represent a sub-
stantive shift in the position of the 
subcommittee. Would you concur with 
my assumption, sir? 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, as a 
Notre Dame grad, I would like to inter-
ject myself into this colloquy. I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan for his 
interest in this area. 

The gentleman is correct. The sub-
committee’s objection was to praise 
the nuclear physics communities 
adaptiveness in adjusting its facilities 
plan to our current budgetary realities. 
It was not meant in any way to define 
or alter the scope of the proposed facil-
ity or limit Michigan State’s ability to 
compete. The subcommittee remains 
steadfastly committed to ensuring that 
DOE user facilities are subject to full 
and open competition and will monitor 
the process very closely to make sure 
that all potential competitors are 

treated fairly by DOE. Again, I appre-
ciate the gentleman for yielding and 
bringing this matter up. 

Mr. HOBSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. I want to 
thank the chairman of the sub-
committee for his work on this issue. 
You have given me a whole renewed 
look at Notre Dame University. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 

For nuclear waste disposal activities to 
carry out the purposes of Public Law 97–425, 
as amended, including the acquisition of real 
property or facility construction or expan-
sion, $292,046,000, to remain available until 
expended. 
POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION FUND 
Expenditures from the Bonneville Power 

Administration Fund, established pursuant 
to Public Law 93–454, are approved for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses in 
an amount not to exceed $1,500. During fiscal 
year 2008, no new direct loan obligations may 
be made. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN 

POWER ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses of operation and 

maintenance of power transmission facilities 
and of electric power and energy, including 
transmission wheeling and ancillary services 
pursuant to section 5 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the 
southeastern power area, $6,463,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, up to 
$48,413,000 collected by the Southeastern 
Power Administration pursuant to the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 to recover purchase 
power and wheeling expenses shall be cred-
ited to this account as offsetting collections, 
to remain available until expended for the 
sole purpose of making purchase power and 
wheeling expenditures. 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN 

POWER ADMINISTRATION 
For necessary expenses of operation and 

maintenance of power transmission facilities 
and of marketing electric power and energy, 
for construction and acquisition of trans-
mission lines, substations and appurtenant 
facilities, and for administrative expenses, 
including official reception and representa-
tion expenses in an amount not to exceed 
$1,500 in carrying out section 5 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied 
to the southwestern power area, $30,442,000, 
to remain available until expended: Provided, 
That, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, up to 
$35,000,000 collected by the Southwestern 
Power Administration pursuant to the Flood 
Control Act to recover purchase power and 
wheeling expenses shall be credited to this 
account as offsetting collections, to remain 
available until expended for the sole purpose 
of making purchase power and wheeling ex-
penditures. 
CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION 

AND MAINTENANCE, WESTERN AREA POWER 
ADMINISTRATION 
For carrying out the functions authorized 

by title III, section 302(a)(1)(E) of the Act of 
August 4, 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7152), and other re-
lated activities including conservation and 
renewable resources programs as authorized, 
including the operation, maintenance, and 
purchase through transfer, exchange, or sale 
of one helicopter for replacement only, and 
official reception and representation ex-
penses in an amount not to exceed $1,500; 
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$201,030,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which $191,094,000 shall be derived 
from the Department of the Interior Rec-
lamation Fund: Provided, That of the amount 
herein appropriated, $7,167,000 is for deposit 
into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and 
Conservation Account pursuant to title IV of 
the Reclamation Projects Authorization and 
Adjustment Act of 1992: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding the provision of 31 
U.S.C. 3302, up to $258,702,000 collected by the 
Western Area Power Administration pursu-
ant to the Flood Control Act of 1944 and the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 to recover 
purchase power and wheeling expenses shall 
be credited to this account as offsetting col-
lections, to remain available until expended 
for the sole purpose of making purchase 
power and wheeling expenditures. 

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND 
MAINTENANCE FUND 

For operation, maintenance, and emer-
gency costs for the hydroelectric facilities at 
the Falcon and Amistad Dams, $2,500,000, to 
remain available until expended, and to be 
derived from the Falcon and Amistad Oper-
ating and Maintenance Fund of the Western 
Area Power Administration, as provided in 
section 423 of the Foreign Relations Author-
ization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995. 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission to carry out 
the provisions of the Department of Energy 
Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3109, the hire of passenger motor vehicles, 
and official reception and representation ex-
penses not to exceed $3,000, $255,425,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $255,425,000 of revenues 
from fees and annual charges, and other 
services and collections in fiscal year 2008 
shall be retained and used for necessary ex-
penses in this account, and shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That the sum herein appropriated from the 
general fund shall be reduced as revenues are 
received during fiscal year 2008 so as to re-
sult in a final fiscal year 2008 appropriation 
from the general fund estimated at not more 
than $0. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY 

SEC. 301. CONTRACT COMPETITION.—(a) None 
of the funds in this or any other appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2008 or any previous 
fiscal year may be used to make payments 
for a noncompetitive management and oper-
ating contract, or a contract for environ-
mental remediation or waste management in 
excess of $100,000,000 in annual funding at a 
current or former management and oper-
ating contract site or facility, or award a 
significant extension or expansion to an ex-
isting management and operating contract, 
or other contract covered by this section, 
unless such contract is awarded using com-
petitive procedures or the Secretary of En-
ergy grants, on a case-by-case basis, a waiver 
to allow for such a deviation. The Secretary 
may not delegate the authority to grant 
such a waiver. 

(b) Within 30 days of formally notifying an 
incumbent contractor that the Secretary in-
tends to grant such a waiver, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Subcommittees on En-
ergy and Water Development of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate a report noti-
fying the Subcommittees of the waiver and 
setting forth, in specificity, the substantive 
reasons why the Secretary believes the re-
quirement for competition should be waived 
for this particular award. 

SEC. 302. UNFUNDED REQUESTS FOR PRO-
POSALS.—None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to prepare or initiate 
requests for proposals for a program if the 
program has not been funded by Congress. 

SEC. 303. UNEXPENDED BALANCES.—The un-
expended balances of prior appropriations 
provided for activities in this Act may be 
available to the same appropriation accounts 
for such activities established pursuant to 
this title. Available balances may be merged 
with funds in the applicable established ac-
counts and thereafter may be accounted for 
as one fund for the same time period as origi-
nally enacted. 

SEC. 304. BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRA-
TION SERVICE TERRITORY.—None of the funds 
in this or any other Act for the Adminis-
trator of the Bonneville Power Administra-
tion may be used to enter into any agree-
ment to perform energy efficiency services 
outside the legally defined Bonneville serv-
ice territory, with the exception of services 
provided internationally, including services 
provided on a reimbursable basis, unless the 
Administrator certifies in advance that such 
services are not available from private sec-
tor businesses. 

SEC. 305. USER FACILITIES.—When the De-
partment of Energy makes a user facility 
available to universities or other potential 
users, or seeks input from universities or 
other potential users regarding significant 
characteristics or equipment in a user facil-
ity or a proposed user facility, the Depart-
ment shall ensure broad public notice of such 
availability or such need for input to univer-
sities and other potential users. When the 
Department of Energy considers the partici-
pation of a university or other potential user 
as a formal partner in the establishment or 
operation of a user facility, the Department 
shall employ full and open competition in se-
lecting such a partner. For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘‘user facility’’ includes, 
but is not limited to: (1) a user facility as de-
scribed in section 2203(a)(2) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13503(a)(2)); (2) a 
National Nuclear Security Administration 
Defense Programs Technology Deployment 
Center/User Facility; and (3) any other De-
partmental facility designated by the De-
partment as a user facility. 

SEC. 306. INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES.—Funds 
appropriated by this or any other Act, or 
made available by the transfer of funds in 
this Act, for intelligence activities are 
deemed to be specifically authorized by the 
Congress for purposes of section 504 of the 
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) 
during fiscal year 2008 until the enactment of 
the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 2008. 

SEC. 307. LABORATORY DIRECTED RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT.—Of the funds made avail-
able by the Department of Energy for activi-
ties at government-owned, contractor-oper-
ator operated laboratories funded in this 
Act, the Secretary may authorize a specific 
amount, not to exceed 8 percent of such 
funds, to be used by such laboratories for 
laboratory-directed research and develop-
ment: Provided, That the Secretary may also 
authorize a specific amount not to exceed 3 
percent of such funds, to be used by the plant 
manager of a covered nuclear weapons pro-
duction plant or the manager of the Nevada 
Site office for plant or site-directed research 
and development funding. 

SEC. 308. CONTRACTOR PENSION BENEFITS.— 
None of the funds made available in title III 
of this Act shall be used for implementation 
of the Department of Energy Order N 351.1 
modifying contractor employee pension and 
medical benefits policy. 

SEC. 309. INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR FUEL 
BANK.—Of the funds made available in the 
first paragraph under the heading ‘‘Atomic 

Energy Defense Activities—Other Defense 
Activities’’ in chapter 2 of title I of division 
B of Public Law 105–277, $100,000,000 shall be 
available until expended, subject to author-
ization, for the contribution of the United 
States to create a low-enriched uranium 
stockpile for an International Nuclear Fuel 
Bank supply of nuclear fuel for peaceful 
means under the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency. 

TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
programs authorized by the Appalachian Re-
gional Development Act of 1965, notwith-
standing section 14704 of title 40, United 
States Code, and, for necessary expenses for 
the Federal Co-Chairman and the alternate 
on the Appalachian Regional Commission, 
for payment of the Federal share of the ad-
ministrative expenses of the Commission, in-
cluding services as authorized by section 3109 
of title 5, United States Code, and hire pas-
senger motor vehicles, $35,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. 
NEUGEBAUER 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 17 offered by Mr. NEUGE-
BAUER: 

Page 37, strike lines 9 through 19. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER) and the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY) 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment would strike funding 
for the Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion. This commission is a perfect ex-
ample of Ronald Reagan’s belief that 
the nearest thing to eternal life we will 
ever see on this Earth is a government 
program. 

Established more than 40 years ago, 
this commission has evolved into an in-
equitable and duplicative Federal pro-
gram, yet it receives $35 million in 
next year’s budget. 

Although most of ARC funding is 
spent building State roads, the agency 
also spends tax dollars on water pro-
grams, housing projects, business de-
velopment, and health care. 

However, this funding is only avail-
able to 13 States. In other words, this is 
a bracketed bill. The ARC is a redun-
dant layer of bureaucracy. Several 
other Federal agencies have similar 
missions as the ARC. For example, an 
Appalachian community applying for 
an economic development grant would 
be eligible to use 20 other programs 
across five other agencies and receive 
funding for the exact same purposes. 
For every ARC program, it is dupli-
cated by another Federal program. 

According to the Department of Agri-
culture’s Web site, USDA’s Rural De-
velopment Agency supports such essen-
tial public facilities and services as 
water and sewer systems, housing, 
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health clinics and promotes economic 
development. In other words, under the 
current Department of Agriculture pro-
grams, these communities could apply 
for these grants instead of having a 
separate bracketed amount of money. 

At the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, there is a rural 
housing and economic development 
program within the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

Departments of Transportation and 
Commerce, for example, and even the 
Department of Defense, have programs 
whose mission is to help rural commu-
nities. 

Therefore, if we were to eliminate 
the ARC, applicants could still apply 
for countless other grants from other 
agencies that are already providing 
funding for rural communities. 

I represent a rural community, and 
so I understand the unique challenges 
facing rural America today. However, 
as we work to help communities over-
come their challenges, we should do it 
in such a way that we are not wasting 
taxpayer dollars. 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, as I 
stated earlier, there is a role and a 
need for the ARC to assist distressed 
counties in Appalachia with local eco-
nomic development and to provide in-
frastructure requirements. 

Of the original 223 distressed coun-
ties, 74 remain in that category; and 
clearly the mission of the ARC has not 
yet been fully realized. The fact is the 
committee did reduce the administra-
tion’s request for this account by $30 
million and has targeted all of the 
funds in this bill for those distressed 
counties. So I would be in opposition to 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

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

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
HOBSON). 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment to eliminate 
funding for the Appalachian Regional 
Commission. I have been against the 
Appalachian Regional Commission 
since I was on the Budget Committee 
in 1995. But I do appreciate the chair-
man’s cutting the funding back be-
cause we always have a problem deal-
ing with the Senate on this issue. 

But let me tell you, for all of the 
heartburn we have had over congres-
sional earmarks and administration 
earmarks, I would point out that fund-
ing for the Appalachian Regional Com-
mission basically provides earmarks 
designated by the Governors of 13 Ap-
palachian States. If we are cutting our 
earmarks, then we should be reducing 
these as well. The one thing we should 
not do is delegate our decision-making 
to the authority of these Governors, no 
matter how well intended the purposes 
are. 

And I have to tell you, we have been 
throwing this money into these coun-
ties for all these years, and they are 

still at these levels. It doesn’t do any 
good. It just goes down the tube. We 
should do programs that really help 
the quality of life in these regions and 
help them move out, rather than doing 
these little projects that keep them in 
the poverty level. So I support the gen-
tleman’s amendment. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
was going to point out exactly the 
point that the gentleman made about 
the earmarks. There is $300,000 for cen-
tral Pennsylvania’s largest kitchen, 
$20,000 to renovate an abandoned hos-
pital for a possible visual arts center, 
$7,000 to place 16 poster-size vignettes 
in culturally significant areas in Con-
nellsville, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, economic develop-
ment is important to all America. It is 
important to rural America; but what 
is also important to America is fiscal 
responsibility, keeping taxes lower. 

If we keep spending money the way 
we are spending money now, we are 
going to have to raise taxes. In fact, 
the Democratic budget passed what is 
going to be the largest tax increase in 
American history. The government 
doesn’t have an income problem; the 
government has a spending problem. 
When you look at the revenues over 
the last few years because we lowered 
taxes and let the American people keep 
their money and let the American peo-
ple invest and let small businesses cre-
ate jobs all across America, what hap-
pened? Well, the economy got better. 
What happened to tax revenues? Tax 
revenues are increasing at a fairly sub-
stantial rate. 

What we have to do is cut spending 
so spending is growing at a slower rate 
than the revenues. That is the only 
way we are ever going to be able to bal-
ance our budget. I urge support of my 
amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, de-
spite the eloquence and persuasiveness 
of my ranking member and good friend, 
Mr. HOBSON, I remain opposed and 
would ask the membership to vote 
against the amendment. 

Mr. SPACE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose 
this amendment. 

For four decades now, the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission has worked to bring Appa-
lachia to economic parity with the rest of the 
country. 

The statistics are devastating. Twenty per-
cent of Appalachian households still do not 
have access to community water systems. 
Sixty-two percent of Appalachian counties 
have a higher unemployment rate than the na-
tional average. 

I want to make one thing clear. The Com-
mission’s programs are NOT duplicative. They 
complement Federal activities and extend the 
reach of those programs into the most chal-
lenging parts of Appalachia. 

The Commission acts as a key financial 
partner in attracting private and non-profit in-
vestment to the region. In Fiscal Year 2006, 
every dollar of ARC funding leveraged $3.14 
in other public funding and $11.55 in private 
investment. 

The modest amount of money we spend on 
this program is fiscally responsible and enor-

mously beneficial to the taxpayer. The Presi-
dent’s own Budget requests that the Commis-
sion’s funding level continue at $65 million. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this amend-
ment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. NEUGE-
BAUER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

b 1345 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 
For necessary expenses of the Defense Nu-

clear Facilities Safety Board in carrying out 
activities authorized by the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, $22,499,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY 
For necessary expenses of the Delta Re-

gional Authority and to carry out its activi-
ties, as authorized by the Delta Regional Au-
thority Act of 2000, notwithstanding sections 
382C(b)(2), 382F(d), and 382M(b) of said Act, 
$6,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

DENALI COMMISSION 
For expenses of the Denali Commission in-

cluding the purchase, construction and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment as 
necessary and other expenses, $1,800,000, to 
remain available until expended, notwith-
standing the limitations contained in section 
306(g) of the Denali Commission Act of 1998. 

AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MRS. 
MUSGRAVE 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 16 offered by Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE: 

Page 38, strike lines 7 through 13. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado (Mrs. MUSGRAVE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would eliminate funding 
for the Denali Commission. This 
amendment would save taxpayers $1.8 
million. 

In fiscal year 2007, the Denali Com-
mission received $49.5 million. The 
President’s request in this fiscal year 
for 2008 is $1.8 million and the bill pro-
vides that entire amount. 

When we look at the State of Alaska, 
it has a very low tax burden. Alaska 
has no State income tax. It has the 
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lowest taxes as a percentage of per cap-
ita income of any State in the country. 
Also, Alaska is actually a relatively 
wealthy State in terms of per capita 
income. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I would simply in-
dicate that I would be happy to accept 
the gentlewoman’s amendment and if 
my colleague the ranking member 
would have an observation, I would in-
vite him to. 

Mr. HOBSON. I am also willing to ac-
cept the amendment. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank both the gentlemen and 
look forward to our efforts to save the 
American taxpayers $1.8 million. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado (Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
For necessary expenses of the Commission 

in carrying out the purposes of the Energy 
Reorganization Act of 1974 and the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, including official rep-
resentation expenses (not to exceed $21,000), 
$925,559,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the amount appro-
priated herein, $37,250,000 shall be derived 
from the Nuclear Waste Fund: Provided fur-
ther, That revenues from licensing fees, in-
spection services, and other services and col-
lections estimated at $757,720,000 in fiscal 
year 2008 shall be retained and used for nec-
essary salaries and expenses in this account, 
notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, and shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That the sum herein appropriated shall 
be reduced by the amount of revenues re-
ceived during fiscal year 2008 so as to result 
in a final fiscal year 2008 appropriation esti-
mated at not more than $167,839,000. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$8,144,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That revenues from licens-
ing fees, inspection services, and other serv-
ices and collections estimated at $7,330,000 in 
fiscal year 2008 shall be retained and be 
available for necessary salaries and expenses 
in this account, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 
3302: Provided further, That the sum herein 
appropriated shall be reduced by the amount 
of revenues received during fiscal year 2008 
so as to result in a final fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriation estimated at not more than 
$814,000. 

NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD 
For necessary expenses of the Nuclear 

Waste Technical Review Board, as author-
ized by Public Law 100–203, section 5051, 
$3,621,000, to be derived from the Nuclear 
Waste Fund, and to remain available until 
expended. 
OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL COORDINATOR FOR 

ALASKA NATURAL GAS TRANSPORTATION 
PROJECTS 
For necessary expenses for the Office of the 

Federal Coordinator for Alaska Natural Gas 

Transportation Projects pursuant to the 
Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline Act of 2004, 
$2,322,000. 

TITLE V 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 501. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used in any way, directly or 
indirectly, to influence congressional action 
on any legislation or appropriation matters 
pending before Congress as described in 18 
U.S.C. 1913. 

SEC. 502. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in this Act or any other appropria-
tion Act. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. SCHMIDT 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mrs. SCHMIDT: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used for the Global Nu-
clear Energy Partnership initiative for the 
transfer or storage of spent nuclear fuel or 
high-level radioactive waste to any site that 
is not a site where facilities for reprocessing 
of that fuel or waste have been constructed 
or are under construction, or used to retain 
spent nuclear fuel or high-level radioactive 
waste for permanent storage at such a site 
where facilities for reprocessing of fuel or 
waste have been constructed or are under 
construction. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. SCHMIDT) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Ohio. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This amendment that I am offering, 
and plan to withdraw, is based on legis-
lation I have introduced with Congress-
men WILSON and SPACE, H.R. 2282, the 
Nuclear Waste Storage Prohibition 
Act. 

Currently, there are 11 sites around 
our Nation that are under consider-
ation for hosting one or more facilities 
related to the Global Nuclear Energy 
Partnership, called GNEP. It’s an ini-
tiative that is being studied as we 
speak. The Portsmouth Gaseous Diffu-
sion Plant located in my district in 
Piketon, Ohio, is one of the 11 sites. 
The other sites include locations in 
Tennessee, South Carolina, Kentucky, 
New Mexico, Illinois, Washington and 
Idaho. Everyone representing one of 
these sites or an area nearby has a 
strong interest in how this important 
initiative proceeds. 

The point of my amendment is to en-
sure that none of these GNEP sites 
that have been under consideration 
only become a de facto storage site for 
spent nuclear fuel. My amendment pro-
hibits DOE from using funds to trans-
fer spent nuclear fuel or high-level ra-

dioactive waste to any site unless it is 
a site where the reprocessing facility 
for this material is either under con-
struction or has been completed. 

In addition, my amendment also en-
sures the final end product after the 
fuel has been recycled is moved offsite 
as quickly as possible, either to the 
next stage in the nuclear fuel recycling 
process or to Yucca Mountain, which 
remains our Nation’s long-term and 
permanent storage facility. 

DOE has not made any statements to 
suggest that any of those 11 sites would 
ever become a de facto waste storage 
site. On the contrary, DOE and this 
Congress have made clear over the 
years that the final end product will be 
permanently stored at Yucca Moun-
tain. However, based on feedback from 
my constituents, who generally speak-
ing are very excited by the potential 
opportunities of this initiative, there 
are some concerns related to long-term 
storage. I am sure I am not the only 
one who has heard these concerns, and 
Congress must assure these commu-
nities that their worst fears will never 
become a reality. This amendment 
would help accomplish this goal. 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
recognition. I understand the 
gentlelady’s concern and, with the ob-
servation that she is going to withdraw 
her amendment, have a number of 
points to make but will simply enter 
those into the RECORD. 

Proceeding with construction of nuclear 
spent fuel recycling facilities at this time is pre-
mature. 

Geologic capacity exists at Yucca Mountain 
to accommodate much more high level waste 
than currently permitted by legislation 

Spent fuel recycling is not economically via-
ble given affordable fresh supplies of uranium 
fuel 

On-site storage of nuclear spent fuel is safe 
for 50 to 100 years, so there is no rush, but 
there could be cost savings from removing 
spent fuel from the nine decommissioned nu-
clear reactor sites. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have left? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from Ohio has 21⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. I yield to the rank-
ing member. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentlelady’s withdrawing of 
the amendment. At the time this pro-
posal came up, I was the chairman of 
the committee and we worked together 
on this with the current chairman. 
GNEP was a proposal that was put out 
for people to raise their hand if they 
were interested in the project. It was 
never intended that the project be a 
permanent disposition site. So I think 
your people should understand that it 
was only an interim site. I would rec-
ommend that the record show that it is 
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only an interim site that is intended if 
they are successful in receiving a 
GNEP award. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. I appreciate the 
ranking member’s comments. I would 
like to continue to work with you so 
that we can put some language into the 
record that would assure the folks in 
the 11 States where GNEP is being pur-
sued that this is indeed an interim 
storage facility and not a permanent 
storage facility. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MRS. MUSGRAVE 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 9 offered by Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following new section: 

SEC. 503. Each amount appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 0.5 percent. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado (Mrs. MUSGRAVE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

My amendment would cut one-half of 
1 percent spending from the Energy 
and Water appropriations bill. I am of-
fering this amendment to this bill to 
make a cut of just one-half percent of 
the overall funding of the bill. 

With the national debt at an all-time 
high, Mr. Chairman, of $8.8 trillion, 
Congress is leaving a very sad legacy 
for the next generation. I believe that 
we in Congress must take responsi-
bility for this burden by establishing 
Federal spending priorities and setting 
spending caps for some programs and 
eliminating unnecessary spending for 
others. When you look at this amount 
of money, when you look at this huge 
amount that we are spending, I believe 
that it is very reasonable to ask for 
this modest cut. We owe it to the tax-
payers whose money we are spending to 
make a serious commitment to fiscal 
responsibility and we need to exercise 
fiscal restraint. 

The simple truth is that the money 
we stand here today to spend is not our 
own. The funds that we are appro-
priating come from the hard-earned in-
comes of families across this country. 
The families in my district in eastern 
Colorado need money for groceries, to 
buy gas for their cars, to educate their 
children, and I think that when we are 
here on this floor talking about this 
issue, we ought to think about the fam-

ilies in Colorado and around the Nation 
that work very hard to make ends 
meet. 

I know that there are worthy pro-
grams in this bill and I commend the 
work of the chairman and the ranking 
member, but I think we need to realize 
that this fiscal responsibility is what 
we should be exercising right now. I 
urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment and really to demonstrate 
to the American public that we remem-
ber where this money comes from as we 
spend it and make our decisions here in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentlewoman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong objection to the 
gentlelady’s amendment and would 
point out a couple of things. One, as we 
stated in opening debate, we very care-
fully looked at all the accounts in this 
bill and, among other things, made 
cuts in over 57 programs to make sure 
that funds were available for positive 
programs that make a difference in 
people’s lives. One of those areas is in 
the area of energy and specifically the 
high cost of gasoline for consumers 
across the country. 

One of the things that we did do is to 
add money in this legislation, $130 mil-
lion above the President’s request, to 
provide $503 million for new vehicle 
technologies and for biofuels. Another 
area as far as the energy crisis was the 
change in the overall request relative 
to climate change and, again, funds 
were made available for such things as 
research, development and demonstra-
tion of new energy technologies in 
solar, geothermal, wind, hydropower, 
fossil and nuclear energy as well as re-
search, development and demonstra-
tion of conservation technologies for 
buildings and industries as well as the 
deployment of energy conservation 
through weatherization in Federal 
buildings. 

There are a lot of very positive 
things that we have done in this legis-
lation to advance a positive energy 
agenda. The gentlewoman’s amend-
ment would be hurtful to those efforts 
and I am opposed to her amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado (Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Colorado will be 
postponed. 

b 1400 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. WILSON OF NEW 

MEXICO 
Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. WILSON of New 

Mexico: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. Of the funds made available in 

title III under the heading ‘‘Science’’, 
$37,000,000 is for the Medical Applications 
and Measurement Science Program. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New Mexico. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I have offered an amend-
ment, and I will tell my colleagues I 
intend to withdraw it at the end of my 
presentation, but there is an issue that 
has been festering between two agen-
cies that I think Congress needs to go 
ahead and take action to resolve. 

This amendment ensures that the De-
partment of Energy Office of Science 
and the Office of Biological and Envi-
ronmental Research spends $37 million 
on medical isotope research in an ac-
count that is known as Medical Appli-
cations and Measurement Science. This 
would restore the funding to FY 2005 
levels. 

Medical isotopes are used extensively 
in imaging technology for the diag-
nosis and treatment of cancer, heart 
disease, and several neurological dis-
orders. The program that DOE runs 
funds basic research in new diagnostic 
and therapeutic applications using nu-
clear isotopes. This research has iden-
tified new metabolic labels and imag-
ing detectors that have helped identify 
colon cancer, brain tumors, bone can-
cers and many other cancers. 

In addition, this research would fund 
new radiopharmaceuticals to attach to 
specific cancer cells and treat them 
and prevent metastasis. 

Congress reduced this program in fis-
cal year 2006 by $23 million because of 
pressures on the other part of the DOE 
budget, but also directed them to 
transfer the program over to the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, particu-
larly the National Cancer Institute. 
The NIH did not pick up this research; 
and in a recent meeting with scientists 
who do this research, Dr. Elias 
Zerhouni, who is the director at NIH, 
said NIH does not do this type of re-
search; NIH cannot do this type of re-
search. They don’t have the expertise 
in the nuclear materials required, and 
also that this research must go for-
ward. 

The new director of Office of Biologi-
cal and Environmental Research has 
said that he understands the need for 
DOE to conduct this research and has 
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said he could provide the funding with-
in his own budget within this research 
at the fiscal year 2005 level if directed 
to do so by Congress. The National 
Academy of Sciences is currently con-
ducting a review of this program, and I 
think this program does need to go for-
ward. 

The funds in this particular program, 
in the last year that it was at this 
level, FY 2005, funded on the basis of 
competitive grants programs and re-
search projects in 40 different loca-
tions, largely universities, some na-
tional laboratories, most of them in 
the State of California, although also 
at Case Western University in Ohio in 
New York, and across the country, but 
it is critical research using radio-
pharmaceuticals and targets, enriched 
targets, that really only the Depart-
ment of Energy works with. For that 
reason, that’s the appropriate place to 
do this research. 

Now, for technical and procedural 
reasons, I understand that there is a le-
gitimate point of order against this 
particular amendment that’s legiti-
mate, but I did want to at least raise 
this issue and say we need to sort this 
out, that the appropriate place for this 
nuclear research is actually in the De-
partment of Energy rather than at the 
NIH, and the NIH has said, no, we don’t 
have the expertise to do it. 

We need to sort this out to continue 
this highly successful research. I 
strongly support it, and I hope that we 
would be able to work with the Senate 
in conference to make sure that this 
program is appropriately funded 
through the Office of Science. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the ranking 
member of the committee. 

Mr. HOBSON. I appreciate the gentle-
woman’s concerns, and we will work to 
try to address them in conference. 

I also appreciate her withdrawing the 
amendment. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF 

CONNECTICUT 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MURPHY of Con-

necticut: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used by the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission to issue a per-
mit or other authorization for any action 
that may affect land use in any locality if a 
request has been made to the Commission for 
a public hearing in the locality concerned 
and such request has not been granted. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A point of 
order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
Tuesday, June 19, 2007, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, first I would like to thank 
Chairman VISCLOSKY for all his hard 
work on this bill. 

As a former appropriator in the Con-
necticut General Assembly, I know 
how hard this job is, and I am honored 
to stand next to him today. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment at the 
desk will bar the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission, or FERC, from 
using funds to issue permits for 
projects that have not been the subject 
of a local public hearing. 

This amendment is based on a simple 
premise. Public policymakers cannot 
and should not act without the input of 
citizens who will be affected by the de-
cisions that they make. As legislators, 
we know that we can’t sample public 
opinion by just sitting here in Wash-
ington. We need to go back to our dis-
tricts and solicit opinion, whether it be 
in public forums, town fairs, or even at 
the supermarket or the post office. 

A regulatory agency should be held 
to the same standard. This amendment 
does nothing to alter or constrain the 
final decisionmaking authority of 
FERC. It just assures that the commis-
sion hears all sides before making any 
determination on land-use issues. 

Though this amendment would help 
many communities where FERC has re-
fused to hold a public hearing in an af-
fected locality, and I know Mr. ARCURI 
from New York, who may not be able 
to join us, holds this concern as well, I 
come to this issue with my concern 
through my constituents who live sur-
rounding the Candlewood Lake area in 
Connecticut, the largest inland body of 
water in the State. 

My constituents there have been un-
able to secure a public hearing from 
FERC to air their concerns regarding a 
shoreline management plan proposed 
by the utility that owns the lake. This 
shoreline management plan will 
change how they enjoy the land sur-
rounding their homes and the price 
they will pay for the privilege of living 
on the lake. 

Local feelings on the appropriateness 
of the plan are mixed. However, what-
ever residents may think, what is clear 
is that they should have the oppor-
tunity to directly make their case to 
FERC. FERC has continued to deny re-
quests, both from my office and from 
constituents to hold a local hearing, 
and this is unacceptable, I think, to 
every Member of Congress. 

I understand the Appropriations 
Committee, as well as the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, may like some 
more time to look into this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of the 
subcommittee would be willing to work 

with me on this issue, I would be hon-
ored to yield to him at this point. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
gentleman yielding very much and cer-
tainly appreciate his passion and con-
cern about the health and safety of his 
constituents and this important issue 
to him. 

The problem we have incurred on the 
committee, and this is not the only 
regulatory issue regarding FERC that 
has been brought to our attention, is 
we are not a regulatory body and obvi-
ously have jurisdictional issues that 
are set aside over and above the issues 
of substance relative to the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

But we do appreciate his concern. 
Certainly we would be happy to stay in 
touch with him, without making a 
commitment, that this issue will be re-
solved through the appropriations 
process. We do believe that the higher 
this issue could be raised as far as the 
public and the regulatory commission, 
the better off all the citizens of his 
community are going to be. 

Again, I thank the gentleman for 
raising the issue and appreciate the 
fact that he apparently will be with-
drawing his amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, with the subcommittee 
chairman’s concern on this issue, at 
this time I would ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 

NEW YORK 
Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-

man, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. BISHOP of 

New York: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following new section: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used by the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission to review the 
application for the Broadwater Energy pro-
posal, dockets CP06–54–000, CP06–55–000, and 
CP06–56–000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. BISHOP) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I am joined in offering this 
amendment by Mr. COURTNEY and Ms. 
DELAURO of Connecticut. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 2 min-
utes. 

Let me start by thanking Chairman 
VISCLOSKY and Ranking Member HOB-
SON for their work on this bill. I think 
it’s a first-rate appropriations bill, and 
I particularly want to thank them for 
their efforts to fully fund Brookhaven 
Laboratory in my district. 

This amendment is a very straight-
forward amendment. It would prohibit 
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any funds in this act from being used 
by FERC to advance the pending appli-
cation of a floating storage and re-
gasification unit known as Broadwater 
in the middle of Long Island Sound. 

We offer this amendment for several 
reasons. Let me cite three. The first is 
that there are serious and debilitating 
environmental impacts associated with 
this project. Serious environmental 
concerns have been raised by the EPA, 
by the New York State Department of 
Environmental Conservation, the 
United States Department of the Inte-
rior, the National Marine Fisheries 
Service, and the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. 

The second is that there are signifi-
cant safety and security concerns asso-
ciated with this application, and even 
the Coast Guard, which would be 
charged with securing this facility, has 
indicated that a much more full public 
discussion needs to take place in order 
to determine who is going to provide 
that security and who will fund it. 

Lastly, this is the only means avail-
able to me to represent my constitu-
ents. My constituents are overwhelm-
ingly opposed to this application, to 
this facility, and yet current law vests 
in the FERC final authority to grant 
licensing for this project without any 
input from local government at all. 

This is the only means by which I as 
a Member of Congress can exercise the 
will of the constituents I represent. 

So I urge my colleagues to join me 
and Mr. COURTNEY and Ms. DELAURO in 
supporting this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong support of the Bishop- 
DeLauro-Courtney amendment. 

It’s unfortunate that it’s necessary 
for the United States Congress to in-
tercede into a pending matter before 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission. However, despite repeated 
warnings from independent, scientific, 
and public safety analysts that this ap-
plication for a floating liquid natural 
gas facility in Long Island Sound needs 
more investigation, FERC has refused 
every request for more time to study 
the implications of this facility in one 
of the most populated areas of the 
United States. 

The need for more time was high-
lighted again just a few weeks ago with 
the release of a 43-page report by the 
Government Accountability Office that 
looked at the public safety con-
sequences of a terrorist attack on a 
tanker carrying liquid natural gas. 
GAO reviewed what would be the effect 
of a liquid LNG spill and explosion. 

The bottom line: more research is 
needed. Experts disagreed on what 
would happen if there was a cascading 
failure of an LNG tanker, and GAO rec-
ommended that the Department of En-
ergy study this issue more thoroughly. 

GAO’s report should settle the ques-
tion of whether applications such as 
Broadwater should proceed. If DOE de-
termines from an expert opinion that a 

cascading failure would cause a hazard 
beyond 1 mile, then this application is 
fatally flawed, literally. At some point 
it is incumbent on the Congress of the 
United States to act upon the rec-
ommendations of the GAO, which is an 
agency funded and created by us as an 
independent branch of government. 

When GAO says that it is premature 
to conclude that LNGs are safe in pop-
ulous areas of our Nation, then we have 
an obligation to act on that advice. 
This amendment accomplishes that 
goal. I strongly urge its passage. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield to the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong support of this amendment. 
We have 28 million people living within 
50 miles of the Long Island Sound. It 
contributes more than $5 billion to our 
economy annually. It provides environ-
mental, recreational, and economic op-
portunity for our communities. 

It is an estuary designated by Con-
gress for its national significance. Our 
responsibility is to keep major and po-
tentially dangerous industrial product 
out of our fragile sound. That includes 
the LNG Broadwater facility. This 
would install a floating vessel, roughly 
the size of Queen Mary 2, 10.2 miles off 
the Connecticut coast, 9 miles off the 
Long Island coast. 

It calls for the installation of a 25- 
mile pipeline in the middle of prime 
territory for lobstering and fishing. It 
creates an exclusionary zone, prohibits 
any vessels from coming within a cer-
tain distance of the facility itself and 
delivery tankers. It would fall to the 
Coast Guard to maintain our security. 

Their funds are stretched thin. In-
stead of being able to manage fisheries, 
conducting lifesaving operations, and 
dealing with port security, we will be 
diverting resources to these tankers. It 
would propose a new security risk. 

I commend Mr. BISHOP and my col-
league, Mr. COURTNEY. This amend-
ment gives DOE the time to address 
these concerns. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment, 
but let me first begin my discussion by 
expressing my sincere respect for the 
gentleman who has offered the amend-
ment, Mr. BISHOP, as well as the two 
speakers who have followed him in sup-
port of it, particularly my colleague on 
the Appropriations Committee, the 
chairwoman, Ms. DELAURO. 

b 1415 

I would point out to the body that 
this is the second FERC issue that has 
been brought up on a regulatory mat-
ter before the subcommittee on the 
floor. We have had other inquiries from 

Members that have not reached this 
level that are very similar in substance 
in other areas of the country. I would 
not pretend to deny that there is a 
problem, but I am not competent to 
sort through that fact as I am not a 
regulator myself, to make a determina-
tion, and do not believe that this is a 
venue to make those particular deter-
minations. 

The amendment before us undoes the 
Natural Gas Act for the orderly review 
and decision making process for energy 
infrastructure and limits energy devel-
opment efforts. FERC’s consideration 
of applications to site energy facilities 
does not imply that the applications 
will be granted, or if granted, will not 
require appropriate environmental pro-
tection measures. Moreover, all FERC 
authorizations are subject to judicial 
review. 

I do believe that FERC’s application 
process ought to be able to run its 
course. And again, I regret that I have 
to stand in objection to the amend-
ment but trust that my colleagues un-
derstand the impetus for that. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOBSON. I want to associate my 
comments with the chairman. I have 
the utmost regard for all the Members 
who spoke on this, but I do oppose the 
amendment and join with the chair-
man. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in strong opposition to the Bishop/Court-
ney/DeLauro Amendment. 

The amendment would unfairly target a sin-
gle liquefied natural gas project, ‘‘Broadwater,’’ 
that is mid-way through a very extensive Fed-
eral and State regulatory process. Interfering 
with this regulatory review would undermine 
the very process that is designed to provide a 
thorough assessment of environmental, safety, 
security and energy supply impacts of the 
project. 

I understand the desire of the proponents of 
this amendment to ensure the ultimate secu-
rity of their constituents, but I hope this 
amendment is not simply a red herring to 
utimately stop further efforts to site LNG termi-
nals across the U.S. 

LNG has a record of relative safety for the 
last 40 years, and no LNG tanker or land- 
based facility has been attacked by terrorists. 
Since September 11, 2001, the U.S. LNG in-
dustry and federal agencies have put new 
mesures in place to respond to the possibility 
of terrorism. Federal initiatives to secure LNG 
are still evolving, but a variety of industry and 
agency representatives suggest they are re-
ducing the vulnerability of LNG to terrorism. 

Here in America we only have two options 
to increase our supply of natural gas to meet 
our energy needs—we can build more LNG 
import plants and we can produce more gas 
offshore. There is no alternative to natural gas 
in many cases. 

Unfortunately, the opponents of both options 
are often the same people—they oppose LNG 
and they oppose drilling for gas. Without in-
creased exploration or LNG facilities, where 
will we receive the energy America needs in 
the immediate future? 
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Natural gas is the cleanest energy source 

we have besides solar or wind, and it is a crit-
ical fuel for industrial facilities and is a feed-
stock for the petrochemical industry that 
makes plastic. 

If we cannot produce natural gas here, we 
are going to have to import gas to heat our 
homes and import more plastic in bulk or in 
consumer products. That hurts our balance of 
trade. 

For these reasons, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose the Bishop-Courtney-DeLauro Amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. JORDAN OF 

OHIO 
Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is the gen-

tleman the designee of the gentleman 
from California? 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Yes, the Camp-
bell amendment. Number 14. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 14 offered by Mr. JORDAN 
of Ohio: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 503. Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$1,305,000,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of June 19, 2007, 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. I thank the 
Chair, and I also want to thank the 
chairman of the subcommittee and the 
ranking member. I have great respect 
for their work, particularly the rank-
ing member, who is a friend, colleague 
and actually neighbor of mine. I appre-
ciate his work over the years here in 
the United States Congress. 

This amendment is pretty simple. It 
takes spending levels in the bill back 
to the fiscal 2007 year levels; represents 
a $1.3 billion savings to taxpayers and 
families across the country. 

Mr. Chairman, government spends 
too much. And I said ‘‘government.’’ I 
didn’t say Republicans or Democrats. 
Both parties need to work on this area 
when it comes to public policy. 

But today the Federal Government 
spends $23,000 per household. Excessive 
spending hurts America. Deficits hurt 

America, and a rising national debt 
hurts America. 

You don’t have to take my word for 
it. Our staff went through and we 
looked at the Budget Chairman, Mr. 
SPRATT’s committee, some notes from 
their committee hearings on the budg-
et. And I want to just quote from Dr. 
Edward Gramlich, former Governor of 
the Federal Reserve Board. He said 
this: ‘‘Deficits represent negative pub-
lic saving, which tends to drive down 
national saving. Lower national sav-
ings means a smaller stock of capital 
for the future, which reduces the pro-
ductivity and wages of future workers. 
Budget deficits lead to less economic 
growth and a lower level of economic 
activity than would otherwise be the 
case.’’ 

Excessive spending leads to deficits, 
leads to lower economic growth. Exces-
sive spending leads to tax increases, all 
bad for our growing economy, all bad 
for American families. 

And it’s particularly, I think, impor-
tant to recognize why this is so crucial 
that we get a handle on it as we think 
about the marketplace we find our-
selves in today, the changing inter-
national market. 

Just a couple of numbers. Four weeks 
ago the Wall Street Journal reported 
that China’s economic growth rate, an-
nual growth rate, is 10.4 percent. Now, 
think about this: one billion, 300 mil-
lion people in China with a growth rate 
of 10.4 percent. That’s what we’re com-
peting against. 

There was a point in the past where 
elected officials could maybe enact 
policies that weren’t in our best inter-
est or weren’t good for our economic 
growth. But now, because of the fact 
that the competition is so stiff, it’s im-
portant that public policymakers get it 
right. Keep taxes low, keep spending 
under control. 

In the end, Mr. Chairman, it’s not 
just about deficits and the national 
debt and GDP. It’s about people be-
cause, in the end, it’s people who pay 
taxes. It’s people who have to deal with 
this debt and the deficits that we’re 
causing by spending at these levels. 

I want to also quote from the same 
document from Chairman SPRATT’s 
committee, from the Comptroller Gen-
eral, Mr. Walker. He said, ‘‘Deficits 
matter for the world we leave our chil-
dren and our grandchildren.’’ Mr. 
Walker said this, and I quote, ‘‘Today 
we are failing in one of our most im-
portant stewardship responsibilities, 
our duty to pass on a country better 
positioned to deal with the challenges 
of the future than the one we were 
given.’’ And that’s so true. 

This amendment is real simple. It’s 
going to allow families and people 
across this country to keep more of 
their money to spend on their goals, 
their dreams. And it’s simply taking us 
back to last year’s fiscal level. 

There are all kind of families, all 
kinds of individuals across this country 
who are living on last year’s budget. A 
simple, across-the-board amendment 

that says we’re going to do what so 
many American families have to do all 
the time, and we’re going to live within 
our means. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentlelady from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN). 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, 
one of the things that we know is that 
the Federal Government does spend too 
much money. We all hear it from our 
constituents. They are really aggra-
vated with the amount of spending 
that they see coming out of this town, 
and there is a good reason for that. It 
is because it is their money. They earn 
that money and they send it to Wash-
ington, and then there is a lot of aggra-
vation with how we choose to spend 
their hard-earned dollars. 

And the gentleman is so correct in 
his amendment, moving this back to 
last year’s levels. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one of the things 
that we know is it would give a $1.3 bil-
lion savings for the American tax-
payer, and we know that principles like 
this and operations like this work. 
When you go through spending reduc-
tion, it works. 

Our States are great labs for finding 
ways to find efficiencies in govern-
ment, and there’s a reason for that. It’s 
because many of our States have bal-
anced budget amendments. And many 
of our States have frozen at previous 
years’ levels, or they’ve been reduced 1 
percent, 2 percent or 5 percent across 
the board. 

And what they have found out is 
that, in their operations, they can 
move in and find efficiencies and find 
ways to seek a savings, and still have 
the same caliber and quality of pro-
gram that they have had. But, Mr. 
Chairman, one of the things that they 
do find is that many times those pro-
grams are more effective. 

So I commend Mr. JORDAN for the 
work that he has done to find a $1.3 bil-
lion savings to make certain that the 
pressure is there on these departments 
to live within their means, to try to do 
our best, to avoid what the Democrats 
are wanting to pass, which is the single 
largest tax increase in history, and to 
make certain that we give a message to 
our constituents that we have heard 
them and we agree with them. Govern-
ment spends too much of their hard- 
earned money. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I reserve my time 
at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG). 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague from Ohio for put-
ting up this amendment. It’s a very 
simple amendment that I think does 
well for us to consider in context with 
what we have to wrestle with, the con-
sideration coming from the largest tax 
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increase in the history of the United 
States being offered, $400 billion on the 
taxpayers. And I take it into context 
as I looked here with this amendment 
offering a $1.3 billion cut in spending, 
going back to last year’s levels, and 
saying let’s live within our means. 

I come from a Great Lakes State. 
When we talk about water, I do know 
about water. I know the impact that it 
can have, the impact upon all of our 
way of life. 

But I also come from a State that’s 
struggling at this point in time with 
economic conditions that comes from 
too large government, too much spend-
ing, too much taxation. And in the 
process of trying to deal with that, 
going the opposite direction of where 
they should, they’re still frustrating 
what’s going on and producing unem-
ployment rates that rival any in his-
tory, and frustrating Michigan from 
having the same type of impact that 
we see just last week talked about in 
the New York Times of a 40-State 
growth rate that goes on with States 
that not only, because of tax cuts and 
spending within their means, have seen 
the ability not only to increase some of 
their services, set aside rainy day 
funds, but also talk about further tax 
cuts. That’s what we need to be doing 
here; not considering spending more in 
a time in our history when we ought to 
be considering what comes with the fu-
ture. 

If we see a $400 billion tax increase go 
in place, we see a tax that goes on for 
working, a tax that goes on if you get 
married, a tax that goes on if you have 
a child, a tax that will go on, even if 
you die. Those are issues of great con-
cern. 

And so to be fiscally responsible here 
and use an amendment that simply 
takes us back to a reasonable standard 
of expenditures, puts us in a place that 
we can afford and fund to do the nec-
essary services, we do ourself well. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, we 
may only have one speaker on our side, 
so I would still reserve my time. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY). 

Mr. MCHENRY. I thank my colleague 
from Ohio for offering this amendment. 

We’re debating now on a 3.5 percent 
across-the-board cut to an appropria-
tions bill. It’s an amazing thing in Con-
gress; with one vote, we can slash $1.3 
billion out of an appropriations bill. 

What we’re debating here is not sim-
ply a small cut. We’re debating on 
whether or not the American taxpayers 
can depend on the Bush tax cuts from 
2001 and 2003. We’re trying to deter-
mine what kind of economic growth 
we’ll have as a Nation, based on how 
much the government spends in taxes. 

This is more than a debate about 
spending. This is a debate about the 
size and scope of government. 

Well, let’s put the facts on the table. 
The American Government costs $2.7 

trillion a year. That is the largest gov-
ernment on Earth. And further per-
spective here: It’s the largest govern-
ment in the history of mankind. 

Now, to put this further into perspec-
tive, there are only two economies out-
side of the United States that are equal 
to the size of our Federal spending. 
That’s Germany and Japan. And what 
is amazing about this, what is abso-
lutely amazing about this, is that we 
have a Federal Government that’s larg-
er than most economies on Earth. In 
fact, our Federal Government spends 
more than the whole of China’s econ-
omy. 

Now, that’s simply amazing. I think 
it shows that, while we’re debating on 
extending the Bush tax cuts, the Amer-
ican people understand that we don’t 
have a revenue problem, we have a 
spending problem here in the United 
States. 

This Congress is addicted to spend-
ing. In fact, in just a week’s time, they 
appropriated $100 billion. Now, that’s 
fast work even for Washington, DC. 

The American people, Mr. Chairman, 
understand that we need to tighten our 
belt. A 3.5 percent across-the-board cut 
is a good start. That’ll save $1.3 billion 
of the American taxpayers’ hard- 
earned money. 

I commend my colleague for offering 
this amendment, and I urge its adop-
tion. 

b 1430 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong support of the gentleman 
from Ohio’s amendment, and I want to 
thank him for offering it. 

Today in this amendment, the gen-
tleman from Ohio is offering American 
taxpayers a $1.3 billion tax cut on an 
appropriations bill. And it is important 
for everyone to understand, Mr. Chair-
man, that this amendment is a $1.3 bil-
lion tax cut for Americans because the 
Democrat budget that they have pro-
duced, which pays for these increases 
in their appropriations bill, this Demo-
crat budget spends all that new money 
by raising taxes. 

The Democrat budget assumes that 
the Bush tax cuts are going to all go 
away. And by eliminating the Bush tax 
cuts, the effect is the largest tax in-
crease in American history, which the 
Democrat majority has orchestrated in 
a way that they can allow it to go 
away without even having to cast a 
vote. The budget that the Democrats 
use to pay for these massive increases 
in this appropriations bill are paid for 
by the biggest tax increase in Amer-
ican history. And, therefore, the gen-
tleman’s amendment, Congressman 
JORDAN’s amendment, is a $1.3 billion 
tax cut. And that is a critical point 
that I think everyone needs to make 
sure they understand. 

When they vote for this amendment, 
they are voting to cut the taxes of our 
constituents by $1.3 billion. And it is 

really just that simple. And I could not 
thank him enough. It is an extraor-
dinarily important amendment. There 
are vitally important functions in this 
Energy and Water appropriations bill 
that need to be funded, but this in-
crease is not affordable at the time of 
record debt and deficit, and I applaud 
the gentleman and urge Members to 
vote for a $1.3 billion tax cut. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. OLVER). 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time, 
but he shouldn’t really yield me all the 
time that I might consume because I 
might consume it all. So please inform 
me when I have used about 4 minutes, 
and then I might use an additional 1. 

Mr. Chairman, each of the people who 
have already spoken in favor of this 
piece of legislation, which would take 
$1.3 billion or $1.8 billion, whichever it 
is, I don’t remember precisely, out of 
the recommended budget, the budget 
that has been recommended by the 
chairman and ranking member with a 
unanimous vote out of the Appropria-
tions Committee, each of the people 
who had spoken in favor of this amend-
ment has made the comment that the 
budget resolution has raised taxes by 
the largest amount ever in the history 
of this country. Each of the Members 
has made that allegation. 

Each of the Members knows perfectly 
well that you cannot raise taxes, you 
cannot raise taxes by that mechanism; 
that any raise in taxes has to be passed 
by the House and the Senate in exactly 
the same form and then signed by the 
President of the United States. So it is 
simply incorrect, and each and every 
Member knows that it is incorrect that 
the budget raises taxes, raises the larg-
est tax increase in the history of the 
country. 

The last gentleman who spoke point-
ed out that the adoption of this amend-
ment, which would reduce this par-
ticular bill, recommended by both the 
chairman and the ranking member, by 
$1.3 billion, that that would be a $1.3 
billion tax reduction. The gentleman 
who made that comment also knows 
that no reduction in taxes can occur 
except by legislation that is passed by 
both Houses and signed by the Presi-
dent. So, again, it is totally incorrect 
to make that allegation. 

Now, the first speaker, who has of-
fered this amendment, has said that 
this bill spends too much. Well, I think 
the measure of whether a bill spends 
too much is whether we are doing what 
is necessary for the security of this 
country and for the well-being of the 
people of America. And I think what 
has been done by the chairman and 
ranking member falls very much in the 
point of providing for the security of 
the country and also for the well-being 
of the American citizens. 

I would point out that the chairman 
and the ranking member and the full 
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subcommittee that brings forward this 
legislation has reduced by over $800 
million the President’s request, actu-
ally $900 million over the President’s 
request, in programs that have been 
terminated or reduced, in all of those 
that have been terminated and re-
duced. Now, what they have done, after 
making those reductions from the 
President’s request and in their respon-
sibility to provide for the budget for 
the country, they have then added 
moneys. They have added about $400 
million in the provisions for renewable 
energy, which have to deal with solar 
energy, biofuel energy, nuclear energy 
and geothermal, wind, and all the other 
good renewable energy sources which 
we need desperately for our national 
security to remove ourselves from the 
heavy dependence that we have on for-
eign oil. So that is a place where if this 
amendment were adopted and we were 
to go back to the 2007 numbers, then we 
would lose that increase, that very im-
portant increase of $400 billion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman asked to be notified when he 
has gone past 4 minutes. The gen-
tleman has gone past 4 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

We would lose that $400 million of 
very important investments for the se-
curity and well-being of this country. 

And I would just also like to point 
out that there are substantial in-
creases, which the ranking member has 
pointed out, that deal with the deficits, 
the deficits in investments in our 
water infrastructure under the Corps of 
Engineers and also under the Bureau of 
Reclamation, those places where we 
have dams that are in need of invest-
ment that has not been done over re-
cent years and investments that should 
be done in our ports in order to make 
our commerce go better, a whole series 
of things which the ranking member 
had laid out very carefully in his ini-
tial remarks in relation to this legisla-
tion. All of those things which are in-
creases that are in this legislation, 
part of that $1.3 billion, which would be 
removed, then those pieces of invest-
ments would thereby become unneces-
sary. 

So I think this legislation is right on 
target for securing this Nation and for 
securing the well-being of the people of 
America. And I hope that the gentle-
man’s amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Again, I stand in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment and apologize 
to the gentleman for having his State 
of origin incorrect, especially because 
he is from the great State of Ohio. But 
I would emphasize that this is the En-
ergy and Water Development Appro-
priations Act for the coming year, and 
we are in an energy crisis and it tran-
scends the cost of the price of gasoline 
at the pump. It is a true economic situ-
ation and crisis that we face. It is a na-
tional security issue that we face. My 

good friend, the senior Senator from 
the State of Indiana, Senator LUGAR, 
has characterized the energy crisis we 
face as the albatross around our na-
tional security neck. It is also an envi-
ronmental issue as far as a potential 
catastrophic climate change that will 
occur if we do not deal with the issue 
of CO2. 

This bill makes an investment in 
solving that crisis we face. It will not 
solve all the problems tomorrow morn-
ing, but it will put us on firm footing 
to do so in the future. 

Let’s talk about vehicle technology. 
The bill recommends $93 million for 
hybrid electric systems, an increase of 
$13 million over the President’s re-
quest. Of the increase, $10 million is for 
energy storage research and develop-
ment for advanced batteries for elec-
tric, hybrid electric, and plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicles, and $3 million is for 
independent test and evaluation of all 
vehicles developed in the upcoming 
demonstration phase. 

This bill also includes $49 million for 
advanced combustion engine research 
and development, an increase of $15 
million over the President’s request to 
restore funding for heavy truck engine 
research that was eliminated in the ad-
ministration’s request. 

It does include $48 million, $15 mil-
lion over the budget, for materials 
technology research, to accelerate the 
development of cost-effective materials 
and manufacturing processes that con-
tribute to fuel-efficient passenger and 
commercial vehicles. 

It includes $10 million more than the 
administration’s request for nonpetro-
leum-based fuels and lubricants evalua-
tion to expand and accelerate research 
and development for the optimum eth-
anol fuel. 

And we also have an increase for 
technology integration of $6 million in 
this bill for vehicle technologies and 
deployment, formerly the Clean Cities 
Program. We have moneys in here to 
advance geothermal technology, to 
demonstrate cost-share industry that 
will allow accelerated research into 
new geothermal technologies. 

We have moneys in here for hydro-
power; for research, development, and 
demonstration of ocean, tidal, and in- 
stream hydropower energy systems. We 
have made an investment in this bill 
for electricity supply and delivery re-
search, for applied research on semi- 
conductor material, device and proc-
essing issues, technology acceptance 
and technology evaluation. 

We have investment moneys in this 
bill for solar energy research, and the 
gentleman from the State of Massachu-
setts talked about that briefly, to de-
velop cost-neutral designs and tech-
nologies to better integrate solar heat-
ing and lighting into building designs. 
We have made an investment in this 
bill for facilities to research, test, and 
demonstrate the new renewable tech-
nologies. 

It would be a mistake to change 
these funding levels and turn the clock 

back as far as trying to make progress 
to solve the energy problems we face in 
this Nation. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
associate myself with the gentleman’s 
comments. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the balance of my time to the 
minority whip from Missouri (Mr. 
BLUNT). 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I am here in support of this amend-
ment. This amendment is one of the 
things that we have to look at, one of 
the alternatives, to just stop this 
spending spree that we see ourselves 
on. 

In just over 6 months the new major-
ity has passed and paved the way for 
over $100 billion in increased spending. 
We already enacted $6.1 billion of new 
spending in the continuing resolution 
and $17 billion of new spending in the 
supplemental. 

b 1445 

And these appropriations bills have 
over $80 billion in new spending. As 
Everett Dirksen once famously said, 
‘‘A billion here, a billion there, before 
you know it you’re talking about real 
money.’’ And here we’re talking about 
$100 billion of new spending. 

Mr. CAMPBELL’s amendment only 
proposes that we reduce this spending 
in this particular bill to the Presi-
dent’s level. This bill increases spend-
ing by $1.3 billion over last year, 4.3 
percent higher than last year. If you 
add this increase to the increases al-
ready proposed and passed by House 
Democrats last week, we are spending 
$20.7 billion, or 15.6 percent, more than 
last year. Where is all this money 
going to go? 

In this bill, $682 million, or a 35 per-
cent increase, for operations and main-
tenance within the Corps of Engineers; 
$1 billion, or a 4 percent increase, to 
the Department of Energy; $108 mil-
lion, or an increase of 13 percent, for 
salaries and expenses at the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. These are ex-
cessive changes in spending that this 
bill doesn’t justify. 

The only thing this amendment does 
is say let’s go back to the President’s 
level. Let’s go back to an amount of 
money that, while it still provides for 
our immediate advances in energy and 
water, doesn’t do this in a way that 
American taxpayers can’t pay for it. 
And how does this majority intend to 
pay for it? The budget that would pay 
for it has, unarguably, the second big-
gest tax increase in American history, 
and arguably, the biggest tax increase 
in American history. In other words, 
there is no question that we intend to 
spend $217 billion more money that has 
to be raised from new taxes. And it’s 
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still an open question as to how close 
we’re going to let that get to $400 bil-
lion. 

Now, this is the question: Are the 
American taxpayers going to be asked 
to provide 217 billion to 400 billion new 
dollars, or are we going to simply take 
this bill as the first step back to the 
President’s level? 

This is a good amendment. This 
amendment deserves the approval of 
our friends. I hope our friends on both 
sides of the aisle, the conservative 
Democrats, the Blue Dogs, stand up 
with most of the Republicans to make 
this amendment happen. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
stress my opposition to the amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting Chairman. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. WYNN 
Mr. WYNN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 27 offered by Mr. WYNN: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following: 
SEC. 503. Of the amount made available for 

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy for 
the Department of Energy, $213,000,000 shall 
be made available for hydrogen technologies 
as authorized by section 974 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16314). 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. WYNN) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Chairman, we have a 
very simple amendment here today. It 
would basically restore $18.4 million for 
hydrogen technology, which would 
bring the account up to the level that 
the administration, through the De-
partment of Energy, recommended. 

This amendment is supported by the 
Hydrogen Fuel Cell Caucus. I would 
note the leadership, particularly Mr. 
LARSEN, in crafting this amendment, 
also the work of Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina and Mr. DENT as part of the 
Caucus. 

There are some who would say that 
hydrogen is too far away. In fact, hy-
drogen is emissions-free and it is here 
today. GM has 100,000 vehicles ready to 
go. Honda has vehicles ready to go. 
BMW released vehicles last year. There 
are buses, motorcycles, all of which are 
being fueled by hydrogen fuel cells. 

Japan is talking about 50,000 vehicles 
by 2015. We need to keep pace. We need 
to put the money into hydrogen tech-
nology. 

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

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
willing to accept for the majority the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
willing to accept the amendment, also. 

Mr. WYNN. As an old trial lawyer, I 
know when to stop. Thank you, gentle-
men, for the acceptance. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak 
in support of the Wynn amendment to the En-
ergy & Water Appropriations bill. 

Contrary to statements in the Energy & 
Water Committee Report questioning the level 
of hydrogen technology research and develop-
ment, fuel cells technology is much closer 
than 2050. 

Mr. Chairman, our Nation took 60 years 
from the first Wright Brothers flight to putting 
a man on the Moon; it will not take us that 
long to make hydrogen fuel cells mainstream. 
Hydrogen cars and fueling stations exist; we 
are almost there. The funding levels in the Fis-
cal Year 2008 Energy & Water appropriations 
bill will help provide the final push we need to 
overcome remaining obstacles and see hydro-
gen cars and fueling stations become a reality. 

Additionally, Mr. Chairman, Hydrogen Fuel 
Cells are already in use in larger facilities. In 
my own District, the Henry Doorly Zoo uses 
fuel cells to generate electricity for its Lied 
Jungle exhibit, making it more energy efficient. 
Additionally, the U.S. Air Force is using fuel 
cell technology for its Global Observer pro-
gram. 

Mr. Chairman, energy security and inde-
pendence have to become a reality. Hydrogen 
is a potentially limitless supply and a renew-
able, clean resource that deserves to be fund-
ed at its current level, if not more. 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Chairman, I relin-
quish the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
WYNN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MS. HARMAN 
Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 11 offered by Ms. HARMAN: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to purchase light 
bulbs unless the light bulbs have the ‘‘EN-
ERGY STAR’’ designation. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. HARMAN) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
there is no one opposed. I offer this 
amendment with Mr. UPTON, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI and Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina in 

order to help the government set an ex-
ample for the rest of the country by 
purchasing energy-efficient light bulbs. 

Mr. Chairman, existing law requires 
Federal agencies to buy products that 
meet Department of Energy, Energy 
Star or Federal Energy Management 
program standards. This amendment 
adds teeth to that standard, stating 
that no funds may be used to purchase 
any light bulb that does not meet it. 
Identical language has already been 
adopted in prior appropriations bills. 
Our intention is to offer this amend-
ment as the Upton-Harman amendment 
on the next appropriations bill and to 
continue this until we are through the 
appropriations cycle. 

Our bottom line is: The Federal Gov-
ernment must set the example. This is 
already the law, but it needs to be the 
practice as well. 

Let me close with the fact that in-
candescent bulbs, which are used by 
most Americans, are 10 percent effi-
cient. This sounds like Congress. I 
think our goal ought to be much great-
er efficiency here in this body, and 
much greater efficiency with respect to 
the lighting that we use. It takes 18 
seconds to change a light bulb. It will 
take more time than that to change 
Congress. But it is my hope that this 
amendment will pass attached to every 
appropriations bill. 

I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. I thank the gentlelady, 
and I join in bipartisan spirit to get 
this amendment adopted as we’ve done 
on the other appropriations bills. 

I might just note that this shining 
amendment will save the taxpayers lit-
erally $30 for every bulb that is ulti-
mately replaced. It is not going to re-
quire that we take existing bulbs that 
work out when they expire. We will put 
in energy-efficient Energy Star bulbs. 
It will save the taxpayers ultimately 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

This is a bipartisan amendment. We 
found two additional cosponsors in 
terms of Mr. LIPINSKI and Mr. INGLIS of 
South Carolina. We’re also in the mid-
dle of a markup, so to be more effi-
cient, I think both of us would like to 
yield back our time. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. I am certainly not going 
to use my time in this instance. I, for 
the majority, am willing to accept the 
gentlewoman and gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

Mr. HOBSON. I am also willing to ac-
cept the amendment for the minority. I 
think it’s a good amendment. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
HARMAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. BERKLEY 
Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 7 offered by Ms. BERKLEY: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following new section: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used to administer the 
‘‘Yucca Mountain Youth Zone’’ website. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Nevada. 

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to thank Chairman VIS-
CLOSKY for his assistance on this issue 
and Congressman HOBSON for his agree-
ment to accept this amendment. 

My amendment is based on a simple con-
cept—the Department of Energy, or any gov-
ernment entity for that matter, should not be 
using taxpayer funds to ‘‘educate’’ the children 
of America about one side of a very com-
plicated and contentious issue. The Depart-
ment of Energy’s Web site includes a section 
called the ‘‘Yucca Mountain Youth Zone,’’ fea-
turing the cartoon character Yucca Mountain 
Johnny, along with games and activities de-
signed to convince kids that the proposed 
Yucca Mountain nuclear waste repository is a 
good idea. 

My position on Yucca Mountain should not 
be a mystery to any member of this body. I 
have long opposed the plan to bury nuclear 
waste in the Nevada desert following what I 
consider to be a process based on politics 
rather than sound science. But I recognize 
that reasonable people can disagree about 
such an important issue. What I do not accept, 
however, is that the Department of Energy can 
get away with trivializing a very serious debate 
by using a Nuclear Joe Camel to promote 
Yucca Mountain to children. 

My amendment would eliminate funding for 
the Yucca Mountain Youth Zone Web site. Re-
gardless of whether you support Yucca Moun-
tain or oppose it, all members of the House 
should agree that this Web site is not an ap-
propriate use of taxpayer funds. 

If the Department of Energy really wants to 
remain in the cartoon business, I suggest they 
come up with a new character that would edu-
cate our children on the need for clean and re-
newable energy—how about Solar Sally or 
Geothermal George? In any case, I urge my 
colleagues to join me in dumping Yucca 
Mountain Johnny. 

What I would like to do right now, in 
accordance with our agreement, is 
yield to Mr. VISCLOSKY. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
simply want to indicate that I am 
happy to accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will 
not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. 
BERKLEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. CONAWAY 
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. CONAWAY: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. It is the sense of the House of 

Representatives that any reduction in the 
amount appropriated by this Act achieved as 
a result of amendments adopted by the 
House should be dedicated to deficit reduc-
tion. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman reserves a point of order. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, dur-
ing this process of the debate over the 
last several hours, Member after Mem-
ber on our side have come to the aisle 
and proposed amendments that would 
reduce spending off of this appropria-
tions bill. They do it in good faith but 
the truth of the matter is, were any of 
those to pass and should any of those 
pass subsequent to the actual recorded 
votes, that money actually stays with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee 
and gets spent somewhere else. 

What my amendment would do is say 
that if we were able to succeed on one 
of the amendments that reduces spend-
ing or cuts spending, that that money 
instead of going back into the com-
mittee of jurisdiction pool or sub-
committee of jurisdiction pool would 
actually go against the deficit. And 
should it be an unusual occurrence in 
the future with a surplus circumstance, 
that money would simply increase the 
surplus. 

This is straightforward, no tricks, no 
gimmicks. It is just simply if the cuts 
are successful, that money actually 
does not get spent. 

Mr. Chairman, I am happy to yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to compliment my colleague 
from Texas on this superb amendment 
because this has always been a con-
cern. I am proud to be a member of the 
Appropriations Committee. And the ef-
fort that a lot of Members have made 
to try to eliminate earmarks isn’t 
going to go anywhere and save tax-
payers any money unless we’re able to 
actually eliminate the earmark or pass 
a cut that then shifts money into a def-
icit reduction account. 

My colleague from west Texas is ex-
actly right. I would encourage Mr. 
FLAKE and others to pay close atten-
tion to what Mr. CONAWAY is doing be-
cause this is precisely what I and oth-
ers, Mr. CONAWAY has been working on 
this for some time, have suggested you 
need a deficit reduction account. You 
eliminate the earmark if you’re wor-

ried about controlling spending. A lot 
of those earmarks are important and 
necessary and we all need to post them 
on our Web sites. I’ve been doing that 
for a long, long time. Every earmark I 
make I’m proud of, it’s there on the 
Web site. The starting answer is ‘‘no’’ 
for all appropriations requests, but if 
you earn an earmark, be proud of it. 
But those earmarks that we want to 
eliminate, cut them and put them in 
this deficit reduction account. 

Mr. CONAWAY is exactly right. This is 
a tremendous amendment. I hope all 
Members will support it because the 
taxpayers deserve to save this money 
and have it go towards reducing the 
deficit. 

I thank you very much, Mr. CON-
AWAY. It’s a great amendment. And I 
will work hard to help you pass it. 

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen-
tleman for his support. 

I understand there is a valid point of 
order against this amendment. If there 
is any possibility whatsoever of work-
ing with the other side and trying to 
accomplish what my colleague on the 
Appropriations Committee and I would 
like to do, we would like to work with 
you. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. AN-
DREWS). Without objection, the amend-
ment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SHADEGG 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SHADEGG: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following: 
SEC. 503. LIMITATION ON FUNDS RELATED TO 

FEDERAL DAMS. 
No funds appropriated in or made available 

by this Act may be used to study or imple-
ment any plan to breach, decommission, or 
remove any Federal dams producing hydro-
power. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SHADEGG) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

b 1500 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to begin by 
complimenting the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. VISCLOSKY), and the ranking 
member, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
HOBSON), for showing support for hy-
dropower in the base bill. 

Hydropower has long been overlooked 
as a source for clean energy. I am very 
pleased that this bill, and the report 
that goes along with it, support hydro-
power and encourage its use and its 
utilization. 
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My amendment builds off of that ef-

fort by simply saying that the existing 
hydropower that we have should not be 
decommissioned at this point in time. 

As everybody in this body knows, we 
are very concerned about greenhouse 
gases, both on the Commerce Com-
mittee, where I serve, and on the Se-
lect Committee on Global Warming 
and Energy Independence. 

We are looking at the danger posed 
to this country by greenhouse gases. 
Indeed, that is a threat to this econ-
omy, to this Nation, and to this world. 
My amendment simply says that hy-
dropower manages to address that 
issue by producing both clean power 
and power which has no hydrocarbons 
whatsoever. 

Hydropower is emission-free, and it is 
also completely renewable; so therefore 
this amendment simply says that none 
of the funds in this legislation shall be 
used to decommission any existing 
Federal dam which is currently pro-
ducing hydroelectric power. 

Now, I know of no dam that has cur-
rently been proposed to be decommis-
sioned that is a Federal dam and is pro-
ducing electric power. But it seems to 
me that this is an action item. This is 
an opportunity for us to say we are se-
rious about greenhouse gas reduction. 
We are serious about renewable energy. 
We are serious about a clean environ-
ment. We are serious about not doing 
more damage by simply saying none of 
these funds shall be used to decommis-
sion or remove from current produc-
tion any existing hydroelectric power 
dam that is producing electricity for 
Americans today. 

It truly is clean, and it truly is re-
newable; and I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this amendment. 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate, I truly do, the gentleman’s 
concerns regarding the breaching of 
hydropower dams. Certainly, this coun-
try and the government should proceed 
very carefully before any such decision 
is made. 

I would point out, however, Mr. 
Chairman, that there are no funds in 
this bill for that purpose. Indeed, I 
would remind my colleagues that au-
thorization and direct appropriations 
for this purpose would also be needed. 
So I do rise in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. But I would also 
point out in a positive fashion that 
there is $95 million in this bill for the 
rehabilitation of existing hydroelectric 
facilities on our waterways. 

I certainly do think they make a sig-
nificant, and can make even a greater, 
contribution to the energy demands of 
this country. But again, Mr. Chairman, 
I stand in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

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

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BILBRAY), the former chair-
man of the Clean Air Resources Board 
in California. 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Chairman, as a 
former member of the Clean Air Re-
sources Board in California, as I think 
a lot of people in this town know, one 
of the premier air pollution agencies in 
the world, the one thing that we have 
got to send a message out there is ‘‘do 
no harm.’’ Even though the chairman 
may think that there isn’t a need to 
send a message, I think we need to say 
very clearly that climate change is a 
threat, something we need to address. 
We have to be willing to make sure we 
do the right things now. 

This amendment is really a way for 
us to start off right from the get-go 
that we are not going to allow a mis-
take to happen that could cause major 
impacts on climate emissions and that 
we just didn’t care enough to pass this 
resolution. 

I strongly support the amendment of 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. SHAD-
EGG) because I think we should say 
right off, our first step at reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions is to make 
sure we do not decommission any zero 
generators from this point forward un-
less it is part of a comprehensive plan 
to reduce greenhouse gases. So please, 
here is a motion at least we can stand 
up and say, we did no harm; we made 
sure that a mistake wasn’t made. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would yield such time as he may con-
sume to my colleague from Ohio (Mr. 
HOBSON). 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. But I 
want to tell you I am very sympathetic 
to the gentleman’s concerns. We should 
preserve hydropower wherever we can. 
We should advance hydropower. He is 
correct in those statements. 

However, I think the amendment is 
too broadly written and could lead to 
unintended negative consequences be-
cause there may be certain structures 
that because of environmental reasons 
or economic reasons we need to take 
some action on. 

So what I would like to suggest to 
everyone is that we oppose the amend-
ment, but we work together to see, be-
cause I think the chairman shares the 
concern for hydropower and that we 
would try to work to see how we can 
get some language at some point that 
might address the problem in a more 
appropriate way. So I do reluctantly 
oppose the amendment, but I am cer-
tainly within the spirit of the amend-
ment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would certainly be happy to cooperate 
with my colleague and ranking mem-
ber, Mr. HOBSON, in that regard. 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank both the gentlemen for their 
comments. 

Mr. Chairman, I would yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DOOLITTLE). 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I do 
hope something can be worked out 
here, because hydropower is the origi-
nal renewable resource. And there is 
starting to be a bias in this country 
against hydropower. There is also 
starting to be a bias in this country in 
some quarters in favor of tearing dams 
down. 

I think it is very, very important, 
and by the way with reference to hy-
dropower, just look at California’s 
greenhouse gas reduction plan. They do 
not give any credit for power generated 
by hydropower. I think that is very 
bad. 

I think Mr. SHADEGG is on the right 
track. We have got to speak up for hy-
dropower. We have got to slow down 
this effort to tear down dams. I know 
the chairman and ranking member 
have the best of intentions. I am glad 
they are running the committee. I 
would just like to lend my voice for 
this very responsible amendment that 
Mr. SHADEGG has offered. I hope that 
we can work something out. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank both of the 
gentlemen. I would be happy to work 
with them. I simply want to stress, we 
understand, and I think everyone here 
does, that hydropower is more efficient 
than virtually all other energy. Ninety 
percent of its available energy is con-
verted into electricity by hydropower. 
By contrast, the best fossil fuel power 
converts only 50 percent of its energy. 

Hydropower produces zero green-
house gas emissions. And we have 
avoided some 160 million tons of carbon 
emissions by the use of hydropower 
here in the United States in the last 
year. 

The report says hydropower is reli-
able, it is efficient, it is domestic, and 
it is emissions-free. Indeed, as I state 
in my comments, the report is very 
supportive of hydropower. I think this 
amendment is an opportunity to take a 
concrete step both toward renewable 
energy and toward clean energy that 
produces no greenhouse gases. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. SHAD-
EGG). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF 

NEW JERSEY 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 8 offered by Mr. GARRETT 

of New Jersey: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following new section: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used to send or otherwise 
pay for the attendance of more than 50 em-
ployees from a Federal department or agen-
cy at any single conference occurring outside 
the United States. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman. 

How many times do we have Mem-
bers come before us on this floor with 
an amendment, and they begin their 
statement by saying, here I have a 
commonsense amendment to this piece 
of legislation. Well, in this case, I do 
believe I have a commonsense amend-
ment to this legislation, and in fact 
most Members of this House I believe 
would agree with that statement as 
well. 

Why I say that is because the lan-
guage of this amendment is similar, or 
dare I say identical, to language that I 
have used in previous amendments on 
appropriation bills in past Congresses, 
and these amendments, quite fortu-
nately, have passed pretty much by 
voice vote in those Congresses. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, if 
the gentleman will yield, I would indi-
cate to the gentleman that I am happy 
to accept his amendment. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I also am in sup-
port of the amendment. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, reclaiming my time, I ap-
preciate that. For those who are 
watching, let me let them know what 
the amendment does. 

What this amendment does, and I ap-
preciate both gentlemen’s accepting 
this, is to say our Federal agencies 
should use common sense when they go 
to international conferences. 

In the past, there were extrava-
gances. There were cases when over 100 
individuals, government employees, 
would go to these conferences overseas, 
costing literally millions of taxpayers’ 
dollars to do so. We are saying, let’s 
rein that in a little bit. Let’s put a 
number on that. Some people say this 
number is too high. This number puts 
it at 50. So any particular agency going 
overseas, Africa, Asia, wherever else, 
let’s have them not send more than 50. 
Some of us would like it to be lower, 
but we will put it at 50 of their agency 
employees to that conference. I think 
just like any business or family, they 
would have to absolutely exercise pri-
orities and common sense as well. We 
do so here. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank both gentle-
men for accepting this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
GARRETT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 12 offered by Mr. PRICE of 

Georgia: 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, insert the following new section: 
SEC. 503. Each amount appropriated or oth-

erwise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is re-
duced by 1 percent. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

b 1515 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the lead-
ership’s support in allowing me to 
bring this amendment forward. I also 
want to recognize former Congressman 
Joel Hefley. This has come to be known 
as the Hefley amendment. So I want to 
thank former Congressman Hefley for 
his leadership on fiscal responsibility 
issues in Congresses past. 

There has been a lot of talk about 
money on this bill, Mr. Chairman, and 
this is the appropriate time, because it 
is appropriations time. Most of the pro-
grams that we have discussed are in-
deed worthy programs. But I think it is 
imperative that we always remember 
where this money comes from that we 
are appropriating, that we are spend-
ing. 

The money isn’t Washington’s 
money. The money is the money of the 
hardworking American taxpayer, and 
we ought not ever lose sight of that. As 
such, we ought to bend over backwards 
to make certain we are being as re-
sponsible as possible in its expenditure. 

The big picture on this bill is the En-
ergy and Water appropriations. The big 
picture is that last year this govern-
ment spent, Washington spent on these 
programs, $30.2 billion. That is with a 
‘‘B,’’ Mr. Chairman. This year, the pro-
posal is to spend $31.6 billion; $31.6 bil-
lion, an increase of 4.3 percent. 

This amendment is very simple. It 
says simply that we ought to decrease 
that overall amount by 1 percent, in an 
effort to save one penny on the dollar, 
as families all across this Nation have 
to do when they are having some tight 
fiscal times. 

It would be an increase of 3.3 percent 
over last year. I know there are those 

who would like it to be lower. I am one 
of those. But I think it is important 
that Congress ought to make a state-
ment that we can indeed be fiscally re-
sponsible. This 3.3 percent increase, 
this amendment would provide for 
that, and would be a reduction of 1 per-
cent over the amount in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank a 
number of Members who have offered 
similar pieces of legislation or amend-
ments, Congresswoman BLACKBURN, 
Congressman CAMPBELL, Congressman 
JORDAN, Congressman FEENEY, Con-
gresswoman MUSGRAVE and Congress-
man HENSARLING, for their leadership 
on these issues. 

I think this a commonsense issue. It 
is a matter that I believe ought to gar-
ner great support in this Congress and 
demonstrate to all that we indeed have 
an interest in fiscal responsibility. So I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
2 minutes to my good friend the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR), 
the chief deputy whip of this con-
ference. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Georgia for yield-
ing. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. It is a very straight-
forward amendment. It simply applies 
an across-the-board cut of 1 percent to 
this bill to send the signal that this 
Congress gets it; that we understand 
what the American people said, both 
during the election of last year and 
what they continue to say today. 

As the American public continues to 
watch Congress, as we have now en-
gaged upon and entered upon the 
spending season, as the spending and 
appropriations process is in full bloom, 
I think we owe it to the American peo-
ple to do what the gentleman from 
Georgia says, which is to recognize 
that these dollars don’t belong to the 
government. They are the hard-earned 
dollars of the taxpayers of this coun-
try. 

Now, the underlying bill, as the gen-
tleman said, spends considerably more 
than what this similar bill spent last 
year and this Congress spent in this 
bill last year. In fact, the increase in 
the level of spending is 10 percent in 
this bill alone. That is triple the rate 
of inflation and that means $1.3 billion, 
billion with a B, taxpayer dollars, more 
on this one bill. 

Mr. Chairman, what that means in 
real terms to me and to my constitu-
ents, that means more than 3 years’ 
worth of property taxes for every 
household and every business in my 
home County of Henrico in the Rich-
mond area of Virginia. That is an awful 
lot of money. 

So the public expects us to return 
Washington to fiscal sanity. The mes-
sage that was sent last November was 
that the public expected us to operate 
differently. Frankly, I don’t believe 
that this bill moves us in that direc-
tion. But I do know one thing for sure: 
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that the spending in this bill, if we 
don’t adopt this amendment, will fur-
ther erode the public trust, not only in 
this body but in government as a 
whole. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 
15 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
also rise in opposition. I have been lis-
tening to this debate over the past cou-
ple of days. It seems like the past cou-
ple of years. It has been a lengthy de-
bate. 

Our friends on the other side, Mr. 
Chairman, after running up over $3 
trillion in debt, are now going to lec-
ture us about how we should be thrifty. 
You had 6 years to try to close the an-
nual deficits, and your budget you are 
submitting again this year will be over 
$200 billion in deficit. 

Now, we are not here to be lectured 
to. Three trillion dollars. And the Re-
publican House, the Republican Senate 
and the Republican White House in the 
past 6 years borrowed more money 
from foreign interests than all of the 
previous Presidents and Congresses 
combined. 

So, my colleague from Ohio, Mr. JOR-
DAN, who was up here earlier talking 
about now we have got to try to com-
pete with China, well, it is very tough 
to compete with them when the Repub-
lican Party, Mr. Chairman, borrows 
money from them hand over fist like 
drunken sailors over the past 6 years. 

Now we are here to clean up the 
mess, and our budget that we pass will 
balance it. What your amendment is 
going to do is it is going to take away 
from research that is going to help 
grow the economy. You are going to 
cut biomass research. You are going to 
cut geothermal research. You are going 
to cut hydro research, where your own 
party was just up here saying what a 
great thing it is. You are going to cut 
solar research. You are going to cut 
wind research. You are going to cut 
concentrating solar power research. 
Solar heating and lighting research 
will be cut under this. Solar PV ratings 
will be cut under this. Hybrid electric 
system. We are getting testimonials 
from all our constituents in our dis-
tricts about how they want lower gas 
prices. You do that by reducing your 
dependence on foreign oil and investing 
in alternative energy. That is what we 
are doing in this bill, and your amend-
ment will cut that. 

Advanced combustion engine re-
search will be cut in this, materials 
technology research will be cut in this, 
fuels technology will be cut in this, 
technology integration will be cut 
under this amendment. 

This is a responsible bill that was 
voted by both Republicans and Demo-
crats out of the Energy and Water 
Committee. It makes great invest-

ments. It turns the page on the past of 
not balancing your budgets, not mak-
ing the investments, Mr. Chairman, 
and I commend you and Mr. HOBSON for 
putting a great bill together and stand 
to ask our Members to reject this 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I appreciate the passion of my good 
friend from Ohio as he talks about cut 
after cut after cut, and I would just re-
mind him that this amendment, this 
amendment, would reduce the overall 
bill by 1 percent which, Mr. Chairman, 
as you know, is a 3.3 percent increase 
over last year. So nobody is talking 
about cutting anything. 

That might be the problem here in 
Washington. This would be a 1 percent 
reduction on the remarkable amount of 
increased money that the majority 
party has brought with this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
KLINE). 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing and for his leadership here. I think 
many of us miss the presence of our 
former colleague Mr. Hefley from Colo-
rado, and I am very pleased to see that 
Mr. PRICE has stepped up to fill that 
gap, because what we are talking about 
here is trying to control runaway 
spending. 

We are spending billions and billions 
of dollars, and this proposal suggests 
that we try to pare back 1 percent, $316 
million in this bill. 

Some speakers from the other side 
have said when the Republicans were in 
charge, the Republicans spent too 
much. In fact, the gentleman from 
Ohio just reminded us of that. He is 
right. Republicans, when we were in 
the majority, spent too much. 

But the Democrat answer to spend 
more just doesn’t make sense. We are 
increasing spending here by billions 
and billions of dollars, and that appar-
ently is backed up by a budget which is 
reportedly balanced in 5 years by giv-
ing us the largest tax increase in 
American history. That is how you bal-
ance the budget in 5 years, with the 
level of spending that is being proposed 
here today, billions of dollars too 
much. 

My friend, the great gentleman from 
Georgia, is proposing a 1 percent, 1 per-
cent across-the-board cut. I commend 
him for that. 

We are spending too much. Let’s get 
this under control. This is a very mod-
est proposal. I commend him for it. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to clarify something. In 2008, 
there will not be a tax increase. And no 
one has to believe me, Mr. Chairman. 
No one has to believe our friends on the 
other side. What the American people 
need to do is keep their tax forms from 
this year and compare them to their 
tax forms from next year. There will be 
zero increase in taxes. 

This is a balanced budget, which the 
other side has not done, and it makes 
strategic investments so that we can 
create alternative energy resources 
here so we reduce our dependence on 
foreign oil. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. OLVER) a member 
of the subcommittee. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman of the subcommittee for 
yielding me time. I will try to cover 
my points in those 3 minutes. 

I just want to remind the members of 
the committee, of the Congress, of the 
body, that this bill came from the sub-
committee with full support of the sub-
committee members, with the ranking 
member and the chairman in strong 
support, with a very good and thought-
ful look at what energy and water ex-
penditures ought to be. 

There are increases in moneys that 
are investments in flood control, in 
dam safety, in putting money into 
dealing with our ports which need 
dredging, things of that sort. There are 
substantial increases, that is true, in 
renewable energy, which is the one 
place where we can really get at our 
dependence upon oil that comes from 
very unstable parts of this world. 

There were some wonderful rec-
ommendations that in large part are a 
balance between nuclear nonprolifera-
tion, so important, because that is 
where our real danger is to the security 
of this country in the future, our major 
danger, versus some unnecessary ex-
penditures in nuclear weapons develop-
ment, nuclear weaponry development. 
That recommendation is here. 

We have had about 12 hours now of 
debate in this committee with 50 
amendments, with offers of amend-
ments to cut and reduce, offers of 
amendments to increase expenditures, 
to shift expenditures. There are some 
that have been adopted. Most of them 
have been refused. But everybody has 
had a chance. And the basic body of the 
bill remains as it was, as it was rec-
ommended by the chairman and the 
ranking member of the committee with 
the support of the subcommittee and 
the Appropriations Committee. 

Here now we have a 1 percent reduc-
tion which attempts at this late date, 
after all those amendments have been 
dealt with one by one, increases and 
decreases, and the issues have been dis-
cussed, then to reduce by 1 percent, 
$300-plus million, which then has an ef-
fect on all those earlier decisions that 
have been made by this committee as a 
whole. 

So I would hope that this amendment 
would not be adopted. I think that this 
is a basically irresponsible way of 
going about budgeting. If you can’t 
deal with the issues and then come to 
a conclusion on the budget that you 
have adopted in that process, then one 
should not do what is being proposed 
here. I hope that the amendment will 
be resoundingly defeated. 
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 

if I may inquire of the time remaining 
on each side. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 81⁄2 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Indi-
ana has 9 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 
Chair. 

I appreciate again the comments of 
my good friend from Ohio, who pre-
viously talked about there being no tax 
increase in 2008, and he urged the 
American people to take a look at 
their tax bill. 

He is right. There won’t be, because 
of Washington shenanigans. Because 
what we do here is budget in a 5-year 
window, and in fact the largest tax in-
crease in the history of our Nation will 
hit the American people, curiously, Mr. 
Chairman, after the next election. 

But you can check the record. It is 
indeed there, and all the American peo-
ple have to do is recognize that, and 
they will. And they will. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
2 minutes to my good friend the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. SHADEGG). 

b 1530 

Mr. SHADEGG. Mr. Chairman, I 
think this is a very enlightening de-
bate. Fortunately, I think the Amer-
ican people are smart enough to under-
stand this debate. They understand 
that, for example, even though there 
won’t be a tax increase before the elec-
tion in 2008, that policies that get 
adopted this year will force tax in-
creases in future years. I think they 
understand that. 

I want to comment on the remarks of 
the committee Chair who just spoke. I 
think he made a compelling case for 
leaving the priorities that are in this 
bill precisely where they are. I think 
your committee, with the help of the 
minority, worked diligently to produce 
a sound product, a product that at-
tempts to allocate the resources 
amongst the various priorities. 

But there will come a time when this 
Nation wakes up. There will come a 
time when we will have to be respon-
sible about spending on this floor. 

The speaker before the last speaker 
criticized Republicans and said, ‘‘You 
spent too much on your watch,’’ and he 
was dead right. 

This is the Hefley amendment. I 
voted for the Hefley amendment every 
time, trying to get us to cut 1 percent. 
Let me explain why. Because in 1994 
when I was elected to Congress, and in 
1995 and in 1996, we went across Amer-
ica, Republicans and Democrats alike, 
and we asked the American people if 
they wanted us to continue spending at 
that pace or if they were willing to see 
us reduce that pace of spending to re-
duce the burden on our children and 
our grandchildren. 

One after another of them rose and 
said, ‘‘Don’t cut my program’’; but one 
after another of them, every single one 
of them that I heard, at field hearings 
in Prescott, Arizona, and in Wyoming 

and Montana, said that if the cuts are 
even, if the cuts are evenly spread and 
fair to everyone, then, yes, you are 
right. We have to rein in spending to a 
level we can live with. That is what 
this amendment does. It is responsible. 
It is good public policy. I urge my col-
leagues to adopt it. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I would like to 
clarify. The other side is trying to say 
that if there are tax increases in the 
future, it all has to do with this bill 
which we just increased by a few hun-
dred million. It has nothing to do with 
the $3 trillion debt that was run up in 
the last 6 years, Mr. Chairman. The 
2007 tax returns versus next year’s, the 
American people need to look at them, 
no increase. Our friends are saying 
‘‘the largest tax increase in the history 
of the United States’’ and it happens 2 
years from now. I thought history was 
in the past. For 2008, check your re-
turns, no tax increases. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. BILBRAY). 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Chairman, the 
American people have listened to 
Democrats and Republicans blame each 
other about budget crises. I became a 
Member in 1995. I left for 5 years. How 
things change. The parties change 
names, but it is the same tactics. 

The American people want us work-
ing together on the budget. This 
amendment is a minimal effort of just 
saying to the American people, look, 
we recognize that even the best oper-
ation and the best budget can still be 
operated on 99 percent of what was pro-
jected. It is a minimalist kind of ap-
proach to this. If you can’t vote for a 1 
percent across-the-board cut, go to 
your town hall meetings, go into your 
communities and say, well, I really 
didn’t want to do it because of what it 
symbolized. The fact is that this is the 
minimum of what we can do to say, 
look, we are trying to get back in the 
discipline of doing the right thing by 
the American taxpayer. 

And if you can’t vote for a 1 percent, 
how can you expect in the long run to 
be able to control the Federal budget, 
and that is exactly what the constitu-
ency wants us to do. 

So I just say dump the Republican 
and Democrat argument. You get back 
to the fact that you have a motion that 
says quite clearly: we will make the ef-
fort of a 1 percent reduction across the 
board. That is a very small, little step 
towards fiscal responsibility and let’s 
get together, Democrats and Repub-
licans, and do the right thing and sup-
port the new Hefley amendment as au-
thored by the gentleman from Georgia. 
If you can’t do that, please don’t think 
you can stand up and carry the mantle 
of self-righteousness when it comes to 
budget. We all bear the responsibility. 
Even those of us who weren’t here bear 
the responsibility of doing the right 
thing and dumping the jargon about 

being Democrat or Republican and the 
other guy is at fault. We all bear that 
responsibility, and the voters and the 
taxpayers will blame all of us, regard-
less of our party affiliation, if we can’t 
even make this minimal stance of a 1 
percent across-the-board. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. I have 
one remaining speaker, and it is my 
understanding it is my prerogative to 
close. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
is it the chairman’s prerogative to 
close? 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Yes, the 
chairman is defending the bill, and it is 
his prerogative to close. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. TERRY). 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, let me 
first say I support this 1 percent, just 
like I did last year and the year before. 
Just to make sure that the American 
public understands, this is 1 percent off 
of the nearly 5 percent increase. So it 
isn’t even a reduction from last year’s 
number of 1 percent. It is simply shav-
ing 1 percent off of the increase. 

I came down here because I heard 
some of the speakers on the other side, 
or at least one, that was talking about 
they had to correct the problems of the 
Republicans spending like drunken 
sailors, which kind of amazed me con-
sidering that the debate on the House 
floor in the last 2 years on appropria-
tions was how we weren’t giving 
enough money. 

When I looked up to see what the Re-
publican bill was last year when we 
were in the majority, it was a 1.5-per-
cent increase versus the nearly 5 per-
cent this time. So they are up here 
talking about an increase of about 21⁄2 
times, maybe three times what we 
originally proposed last year. And by 
the way, I supported the 1 percent 
when it was only a 1.5-percent increase 
below the rate of inflation. I think that 
is the type of drunken spending that 
the American taxpayers told us in the 
last election that they did not want. 
They want that type of fiscal restraint, 
not two or three times the rate of in-
flation. They want fiscal responsibility 
injected back into our reasoning and 
the bills that we are passing. 

So I think a reduction of this 4.5-, 4.7- 
percent increase is simply the respon-
sible thing to do. 

The gentleman from Georgia, I appre-
ciate you bringing this 1 percent. I 
think that this is something that the 
voters, strike voters, the American 
public thinks we should be doing this 
year. We come off the heels last week 
of voting for bills with double-digit in-
creases. So this is a time to inject 
some reasonableness. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself the balance of my time. 

I think this has been a helpful de-
bate. I want to recognize the efforts of 
Congressman Hefley in the past and 
urge my colleagues to support the 
former Hefley amendment of a 1-per-
cent reduction in the increase, Mr. 
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Chairman. As I remind our colleagues, 
the portion appropriated for this area 
of Federal spending last year was $30.2 
billion. This year the request in this 
bill is for $31.6 billion. This amendment 
would simply reduce it by 1 percent. It 
would be a 3.3-percent increase. It 
would be a symbolic decrease, but it 
would be a recognition that Wash-
ington needs to get its fiscal house in 
order. 

My good friends on the other side of 
the aisle talk about the importance of 
reducing spending. But yet we see a 
significant increase over, as the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) just 
said, significantly over what we 
brought last year. Yes, it would be a 
symbolic decrease, but it would ever so 
slightly reduce that slope, that in-
creasing slope of Federal spending. I 
think that is indeed what the Amer-
ican people desire. 

Spending in this bill, as in other ap-
propriations bills that are coming be-
fore us, will be allocating money, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Congress doesn’t 
have. The Congress doesn’t have it, and 
it continues to spend more than it 
takes in. I think it is imperative that 
we harken back and remember that 
wonderful Reagan admonition that 
Washington spends too much, it is not 
that it doesn’t gain enough revenue. 
There is certainly enough revenue to 
provide for appropriate services. 

And I will be the first to tell my col-
leagues that there are wonderful pro-
grams within this bill. The question is 
whether or not we are going to dem-
onstrate to the American people that 
we have the fiscal responsibility, the 
reasonable standards in terms of what 
ought to be spent at the Federal level 
based upon what has been spent in the 
past and the incredible hardworking 
American taxpayers who send their 
money year after year after year. I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense 1-percent reduction. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, it is 
my pleasure to yield such time as he 
may consume to a member of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. PASTOR). 

(Mr. PASTOR asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Chairman, Joel 
Hefley was a dear friend of mine. We 
worked together on the Ethics Com-
mittee. I have to tell you, Joel and I 
would talk about his 1 percent across- 
the-board cuts. While the Republicans 
were in the majority, they failed. They 
failed because Republicans and Demo-
crats knew that in this particular bill, 
Energy and Water, you had the chair-
man and the vice chairman working in 
cooperation with Republicans and 
Democrats looking at the priorities 
and developing a bill that would invest 
in the infrastructure of America. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, for 
many years the investment in infra-
structure has either been static, and in 
many cases has been declining. Hearing 
after hearing after hearing, we had 

businessmen, barge owners, operators, 
grain operators coming to the com-
mittee and saying you need to invest 
more money in the infrastructure of 
America because it is the commerce 
that the Mississippi River handles. It is 
the commerce that comes into our har-
bors. It is the commerce that is driving 
America and making it a productive 
country. 

And so when you have the business 
community, elected officials coming to 
you and telling you that there is a de-
cline in the investment in infrastruc-
ture, it is the Subcommittee on Energy 
and Water that begins to respond to 
that need. 

As an example, in Brunswick, Geor-
gia, the request came that we need to 
deepen the harbor so that the harbor 
can allow more ships to come in and be 
able to continue that driving engine, 
commerce. 

In Sacramento, California, we have 
had untold numbers of public officials 
come to tell us you need to invest in 
flood control because we are this close 
to being over our heads in water. 
Again, an investment in infrastructure. 

In Kentucky we had a Congressman 
in our markup in to ask why is it that 
my particular flood control project, an 
investment in infrastructure, is not 
being considered in an earmark. We are 
being threatened by not having this 
flood control structure. Again, an in-
vestment in infrastructure to protect 
our communities. 

We had people from New York and 
New Jersey: we need to deepen the har-
bor. We have to make sure that the 
ships coming from overseas not only 
have secured cargo, but that we have 
cargo coming in so that the commerce 
can continue to develop. 

Oakland Harbor, Los Angeles Harbor, 
Long Beach Harbor, Galveston, Corpus 
Christi, New Orleans. 

The New Orleans elected officials 
came and said we need development of 
flood control structures in New Orleans 
in order to protect if there is another 
hurricane. 

But the one that impressed me the 
most was the people along the Mis-
sissippi. They said grain, coal, a num-
ber of products go up and down the 
Mississippi. It is the blood line of com-
merce for this country. And the prob-
lem we have is that our locks are not 
working properly. 

So in this bill we are investing in im-
proving, and in some cases bringing in 
new locks, so that from the most 
northern point of this country to the 
most southern point of this country 
along the Mississippi River, we can 
have commerce, so grain can be moved, 
coal can be moved, so this country can 
be competitive on a global basis. 

b 1545 

So I tell you, Mr. Chairman, this 
work, the Energy and Water Sub-
committee bill that is before us, it 
deals with infrastructure development. 
A 1 percent cut would begin to deny 
many of these improvements that we 

have, improvements that the American 
public have asked us to do because 
they know it is a sound investment. 
They want to make sure that com-
merce continues. They want to make 
sure that they’re protected. 

And as Joel Hefley would probably 
tell me, ED, I couldn’t do it in the ma-
jority, I probably won’t do it in the mi-
nority, because the American people 
think that 1 percent is not the proper 
way to go, because I would like to have 
that money that belongs to me to be 
invested in order that we protect our 
communities and ensure that we have 
commerce. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s comments very much. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 15 offered by Mr. WILSON 

of South Carolina: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. 503. Appropriations made in this Act 

are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$1,130,000,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 15 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I want 
to thank Congressman JOHN CAMPBELL 
of California who originally was the 
proponent of this amendment. I am 
very happy to adopt this amendment 
because I believe that it truly ex-
presses the concerns of the people of 
our country. 

The Energy and Water appropriations 
bill, which spends $31.6 billion, is $1.13 
billion, or 3.7 percent over the Presi-
dent’s request. This amendment would 
reduce overall funding in the bill to the 
President’s request, thus saving tax-
payers $1.13 billion. If this amendment 
passes, the total amount of spending in 
the Energy and Water bill will still be 
$175 million greater than last year. 

By enacting the largest tax increase 
in American history, the Democrat 
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budget allows for $23 billion in spend-
ing over that of the President’s budget 
request. This amendment is designed to 
save the taxpayers $1.13 billion which 
will reduce some of the unnecessary in-
creases in Federal spending this year 
which is fueled by the huge tax in-
creases. This is an amendment that is 
an across-the-board reduction that 
does not destroy, interrupt or termi-
nate needed projects, many that we 
just heard about that are very, very 
worthy. But it does provide for our 
Federal administrators to reduce ex-
penditures by limiting travel, delaying 
filling employee vacancies, postponing 
equipment purchases and other innova-
tive and creative initiatives to save 
taxpayers’ money. Even the reduction 
of growth is an increase of spending of 
$175 million. 

Prior to being elected to Congress, I 
served in the State senate of my home 
State and over and over again we 
would work toward across-the-board 
budget cuts and each time that we 
were able to achieve these, we were 
able to maintain the programs to ben-
efit the citizens of our State; but, in-
deed, the programs were not termi-
nated, they were made better. I have 
faith in government employees that 
they can accommodate a 3.7 percent re-
duction without hurting recipients of 
worthy projects. 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Indiana is recognized for 
15 minutes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota, Congressman 
JOHN KLINE. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I thank my 
friend and colleague, Mr. WILSON, for 
his leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise because we have 
had a debate here about how much 
money we’re spending and how much 
we’re taxing. There seems to be some 
confusion about that. We on this side 
of the aisle have been accused of hav-
ing spent too much money. And, as I 
said in discussing an earlier amend-
ment, I fully agree. The Republican 
majority spent too much money. But 
what we have before us is a proposal to 
spend even more money while we’re 
getting criticism for having spent too 
much, and I have a hard time balancing 
those out. 

We need to get spending under con-
trol. And we’ve had my colleagues, col-
league after colleague have come to 
the floor to propose amendments to 
make modest reductions in what ap-
pears to be runaway spending, billions 
of dollars too much. And then we’ve 
had an argument that said, well, we’re 
not taxing too much because we’re not 
going to add to the tax burden in 2008. 
I suppose that remains to be seen be-
fore the process is over, but I think it’s 

undeniable that the Democrats passed 
a budget which in order to balance in 5 
years results in the largest tax in-
crease in American history. And as the 
spending goes up to make that match 
in the end, they force all of the tax 
cuts which we have fought so hard to 
get into place, that have spurred this 
economy and caused jobs to be created 
and rapid growth in the economy, all 
those tax cuts would go away, taxes 
would go up, and we would in fact see 
the largest tax increase in American 
history. So we have a huge tax in-
crease, huge spending, that’s not the 
way to see this economy grow. Let’s 
take some steps to curb this explosive 
rate of spending and stop the semantic 
arguments here. Let’s slow down this 
runaway spending. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. In-
quiry. Does the chairman have any wit-
nesses at this time or any further testi-
mony? 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I simply have two 
speakers and would prefer to reserve at 
this moment. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, again what we’re talking 
about with this particular amendment 
is to reduce the overall expenditures to 
the President’s request, which is a re-
duction of $1.13 billion. It’s a 3.7 per-
cent reduction. But actually because 
this is the request of the President, 
there has been an increase of nearly 
$175 million. We’ve heard the presen-
tation, very eloquent, a few minutes 
ago of many of the wonderful programs 
and projects, and when you think of 
Energy and Water appropriations, I 
think of extraordinarily important ap-
propriations, indeed, the infrastructure 
of our country, it’s so important, as to 
the alternative fuels, promoting the al-
ternative fuels. But, indeed, I have seen 
firsthand in my experience working in 
public office since 1984, you can reduce 
and still provide for the services to be 
provided. 

I know that again in my State expe-
rience one time, we had a midyear 
budget crisis where, in fact, the State 
budget was reduced by 71⁄2 percent and 
we had previously proposed that there 
be a budget reduction of 1 percent. Un-
fortunately, it was turned down. It was 
incredible that, indeed, with the 71⁄2 
percent across-the-board cut by people 
of another political party from me, it 
worked. And the services were still pro-
vided. That was, in effect, almost a 15 
percent across-the-board cut. 

And so what we are proposing today, 
I believe, is very reasonable and re-
sponsible and in the interest of the tax-
payers of the United States. 

At this time I am happy to yield to 
the minority leader of the House of 
Representatives, a person who is so 
widely respected, the Congressman 
from Ohio, JOHN BOEHNER. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The distin-
guished minority leader is recognized 
for 1 minute. 

Mr. BOEHNER. I appreciate my col-
league for yielding and I appreciate the 
work he is doing bringing this amend-
ment to the floor. 

I came to Washington 17 years ago 
because I thought government was too 
big, I thought it spent too much and 
didn’t think that it was being held ac-
countable. And the reason I am here 
this afternoon on this bill is because 
this amendment offered by Mr. WILSON 
and Mr. CAMPBELL will reduce the over-
all spending level in this bill to the 
President’s request. 

The President submitted a budget 
back in January that said we can bal-
ance the budget over the next 5 years 
without raising taxes. But to do that, 
it’s dependent upon us holding the line 
on spending. Even at the President’s 
level, there is an increase over last 
year, and I believe that bringing the 
level of spending down in this bill to 
what the President requested puts this 
bill in a position to actually move 
through the process and become law. 

If you looked over the course of this 
year, our friends on the other side of 
the aisle have a budget that will bal-
ance over the next 5 years, but with the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory. If we want to review the bidding 
on spending here in Washington this 
year, you go back to February with a 
CR that was some $6 billion over the 
President’s request. And then we can 
look at the supplemental spending bill 
for Iraq and Katrina and other things 
that was $17 billion over the Presi-
dent’s request. And now if we look at 
the appropriations process that we’re 
in the midst of, we have an additional 
$20 billion over and above where the 
President is. 

At the end of the day, the American 
people want to keep more of the money 
that they earn and want to send less of 
that money here to Washington. And I 
think to the extent we can hold the 
line on spending, we’re protecting the 
taxpayers, protecting their wallets. 

I think this is a modest amendment 
that reduces the spending in this bill 
by some $1.13 billion, it’s the right 
move, and our colleagues ought to sup-
port the amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
my good friend and colleague from New 
York, a member of the subcommittee, 
Mr. ISRAEL. 

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank my distin-
guished chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. I have listened very 
carefully to my friends from the other 
side suggest that this bill is just too 
expensive, that it needs to be cut. Well, 
let me tell you what’s far more expen-
sive. 

Thirty years ago, President Carter 
told the American people that we were 
going to declare the moral equivalent 
of war on foreign oil. And the only 
thing we’ve managed to do in the 30 
years since then is double our imports 
of oil from the Middle East and cut in-
vestments in renewable research and 
development by about 80 percent. So 
we tried it your way. We cut those in-
vestments 80 percent in the past 30 
years. And what’s the result? We’ve 
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doubled our imports of foreign oil from 
the Persian Gulf. 

You want to know why this is so ex-
pensive a problem? It is a military vul-
nerability. Two years ago, the Depart-
ment of Defense spent $10.6 billion on 
basic energy costs because of this de-
pendence on foreign oil. $10.6 billion 
paid for by the taxpayer. Of that, the 
Air Force spent half, $4.7 billion, on 
one thing: buying fuel, which is also 
paid for by the American taxpayer. 

Now, I believe, as many of my friends 
do, in robust military budgets. I am a 
very strong supporter of our military 
and I believe we need to spend what it 
takes to defend freedom, and my 
friends would agree. The problem is 
this: Because of the fact that we tried 
it their way and our dependence on for-
eign oil has actually increased, we’re in 
a position right now where we are bor-
rowing money from China to fund our 
military budgets to buy oil from the 
Persian Gulf to fuel our military to 
protect us from China and the Persian 
Gulf. A $550 billion military budget and 
we have to borrow the money from our 
adversaries. And, guess what, our tax-
payers have to pay the interest on the 
money that we’re borrowing from our 
adversaries to fuel our military to pro-
tect us from our adversaries. It makes 
no sense whatsoever. We’ve tried it 
their way, Mr. Chairman, and it hasn’t 
worked. 

I don’t believe any one of my col-
leagues would suggest that we should 
cut the Department of Defense budget. 
We all believe in national security, and 
I’m with my colleagues on that. 

b 1600 

But as a matter of national security, 
we should not cut this budget either, 
because this budget is a national secu-
rity budget, because it is not accept-
able that a Stryker combat vehicle 
that is ferrying our troops into some 
very dangerous environments gets be-
tween 5 and 10 miles to the gallon, 
sounds like a 1957 Buick and is a loud, 
moving target. It is not acceptable 
that our C–17s burn 3,000 gallons of fuel 
an hour and that we have to rely on 
our adversaries to fuel those systems. 

I would appeal to my colleagues on 
the other side that just as they are 
strong supporters of the Department of 
Defense and would never think to sug-
gest just a 1 or 2 percent reduction in 
military budgets, the same should hold 
true on this. 

I would add one other thing, if I may, 
Mr. Chairman. One of the things that 
worries all of us, and worries our mili-
tary planners, is not just the threats 
that we see in Iran, and we passed a 
resolution earlier today that I sup-
ported that would take a hard line on 
Iran and its development, attempted 
development on nuclear weapons, not 
just those things, but loose nukes. But 
the fact that there is a tremendous 
quantity of nuclear materials prolifer-
ating around the world that we have to 
find, identify and secure, because we 
don’t want a rogue nation packing 

those loose nukes into a suitcase and 
bringing them across our borders. 

Well, this bill contains funding for 
the Global Threat Reduction Initiative, 
whose mission is to locate, secure and 
remove and facilitate disposal of high- 
risk vulnerable nuclear material and 
equipment locations. It does increase 
the President’s funding level. I think 
the American people would want us to 
find the money to secure those loose 
nukes. Now, maybe that means there is 
a little less money to go to Halliburton 
and no-bid contracts. 

My final point is this: the other side 
continues to say that this is a tax in-
crease. It is not a tax increase. It will 
not be a tax increase. The other side is 
not accurately explaining this to the 
American people, is the most diplo-
matic way I can put it. 

I will say this, it does require dif-
ferent priorities. The other side has no 
problem allowing big corporations to 
register themselves in offshore P.O. 
boxes so that they can avoid paying 
their fair share of taxes. The other side 
has no problem funding and bull-dozing 
money to Halliburton in no-bid con-
tracts. The other side had no problem 
shoveling tax cuts to the richest oil 
company executives on Earth. 

If the money was there for that, the 
money is there for this bill. Maybe we 
need to take the money from those pri-
orities and put them into this priority. 

For America’s energy security, for a 
strong future, and to get our troops out 
of those Stryker combat vehicles that 
are loud gas guzzlers and put them on 
something safer. This bill makes those 
investments. Those investments are, 
ultimately, in our national security. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. TERRY). 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment to reduce 
the size of this bill, the cost of this bill. 

I have got to tell you I grew up in the 
late 1970s. I remember pretty distinctly 
the policies of Jimmy Carter. I remem-
ber the high unemployment rates. I re-
member the high inflation rates. 

I recall getting my driver’s license 
and getting that 1970 station wagon to 
drive and waiting in a line for gas two 
blocks long; and when you got there, 
there was one pump yet working and 
the others had the 11 by 8 piece of 
paper that said ‘‘out of gas’’ on it. I 
think those are the policies which 
some of my friends on the left are ad-
vocating today. I just have to openly 
wonder how well Honda Civics would 
work in the sand in Iraq if we can’t use 
military vehicles because of their gas 
mileage. 

But let’s get back to the real issue of 
what we’re talking about here today, 
and that’s ways of controlling spend-
ing. Yes, it is showing a difference be-
tween the majority party and the mi-
nority party in the sense of spending. 

We are here fighting to reduce the 
size of their bill. We would like to 
bring it to last year’s level where it 

was only a 1.6 percent increase, and 
they were yakking about how we need-
ed to spend more, and when they got in 
control, they were able to do that. 

They have a bill here before us today 
that increases the spending way above 
the President’s request. This amend-
ment just simply brings it down, $1.13 
billion to the President’s request. So 
either way we can fight to reduce the 
size of their bills, and last week’s bill. 
Again, they were both double-digit in-
creases. 

I think this type of debate is healthy. 
It also does show, as one of the pre-
vious speakers mentioned, that there 
are policy differences. There are pri-
ority differences between the two par-
ties, and we are showing how we are 
the party of fiscal responsibility. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, indeed, as I am here, pro-
posing a cut of around 3.7 percent, this 
is across the board. Actually, it’s an af-
firmation of the significance of the 
projects that are in the bill. 

I am not saying they should be ter-
minated. I am saying that they should 
be stalled. I am certainly not indi-
cating they should be interrupted or 
destroyed. My being here is to propose 
that there be a reduction in spending, 
except that it’s really a reduction to 
the President’s recommendation, which 
is an increase in spending of $175 mil-
lion. 

But it is a savings to the taxpayers of 
$1.13 billion. That’s, indeed, a key rea-
son that I ran for Congress was to, in-
deed, protect the taxpayers, look out 
for the taxpayers, make sure that the 
government programs that are so wor-
thy are handled well. 

At this time, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the Congressman from 
California (Mr. CAMPBELL). 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. I 
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina. 

Mr. Chairman, let’s be clear what we 
are doing here: we are not cutting any-
thing. We are proposing to do less of an 
increase in this bill than what has been 
proposed by the majority party. 

Just to illustrate, as I have done be-
fore, what I will do again, because I 
keep hearing talk about cuts: one 
equals one; two is more than one, even 
if you want three. This bill, what we 
have proposed is to have two, is to 
spend more than the one that was 
spent before, to spend two. There are 
some people who would like to spend 
three. We think that’s too much. 

We think that we have a deficit. We 
think that we have seen the majority 
party propose to increase taxes by how-
ever much money they happen to 
spend. We think they should spend less. 
We think government should spend less 
so that the taxpayers can keep more of 
their own money that they earned. 

Mr. Chairman, we can get this budget 
under control. We can get this deficit 
under control without cutting spending 
and without raising taxes, if we just 
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control how much we increase the 
spending by. 

Instead of increasing it by 7 or 8 or 9 
or 10 percent, 9, over 9 percent, which 
overall has been proposed in this budg-
et, if, instead, we only increase it by 6, 
not a bad increase, but just increase it 
by 6, and we do that year after year, we 
will eliminate this deficit without 
digging more into the taxpayers’ pock-
ets, because we already dig into their 
pockets too much. 

So that’s what this whole debate, 
that’s what the amendment of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina is about, 
just controlling the growth of spending 
to something that is reasonable but 
manageable and will enable people to 
keep their own money and this govern-
ment to return to a fiscal responsi-
bility position without deficits. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, we 
have had a lot of debate and discussion 
about this legislation over the last 2 
days. I certainly have tried to empha-
size that it represents an investment in 
this country. Some of that investment 
is represented by cuts we made, over 50 
cuts in programs we did not feel were 
commensurate with the value of the 
monies that the taxpayers have sent to 
the United States Government. 

Many of those other dollars have 
been invested in programs we believe 
inure to the benefit of people’s health 
and safety, to the movement of com-
merce and to the growth of our econ-
omy. 

I am going to be the last speaker on 
our side on this amendment and would 
conclude in another vein, and that is 
the national security of our country. I 
think most people, when they look at 
the Department of Energy, believe that 
you have a Department that spends all 
of its money on energy and energy re-
search. 

As our colleagues know, this simply 
is not true. Only $1 out of about every 
$10 inure to that purpose. Most of it 
deals with cleaning up nuclear waste. 
Much of it is keeping our nuclear arse-
nal secure, as well as making sure that 
it is safe and reliable. 

Our national security is at stake 
when we consider many of the elements 
in this bill. We are charged in this sub-
committee to try to make wise deci-
sions as to what pertains to people and 
this country’s security and what does 
not. 

I would draw attention to a funda-
mental issue that affects every one of 
us, and that is the possibility of the 
nuclear conflict. There is a proposal 
pending by the administration to build 
a new nuclear weapon. 

We had to make what I think is a 
very profound decision on behalf of the 
people of this country as to what 
course of action should we take. We de-
cided, in a bipartisan fashion on this 
subcommittee, to not proceed for a 
number of reasons. One is essentially 
what the perspective of our allies and 

those who do not have our interests at 
heart internationally would be if we 
proceed. 

In testimony before the sub-
committee, former chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee in the Sen-
ate, Sam Nunn, who is only one of two 
people I have ever met in my 57 years 
who has been nominated for a Nobel 
Peace Prize, the other being my senior 
Senator in Indiana, Senator LUGAR, 
said that on the RRW itself, the new 
nuclear weapon, if Congress gives a 
green light to this in our current world 
environment, I believe this will be mis-
understood by our allies, exploited by 
our adversaries, complicate our work 
to prevent the spread and the use of 
nuclear weapons. I will not fund addi-
tional work on RRW at this time. 

Another concern we had on the sub-
committee is what is our strategy for 
the use or, hopefully not the use, of 
those weapons, as well as our strategy 
as far as eliminating weapons inter-
nationally. We have not developed as a 
Nation and as a government a new 
strategy subsequent to the end of the 
Cold War. We have had regional con-
flicts thereafter in policies like 
Kosovo. We have had the events of 9/11, 
and we find ourselves in conflict the 
most today. 

We should have a broad national pol-
icy, not the policy of the Bush adminis-
tration or any administration, but a 
national policy that stands the test of 
time through various administrations, 
as our last one did for half a century, 
and a strategy that also lasts through 
Congresses controlled by Republicans, 
Congresses controlled by Democrats 
over a generation; and that strategy 
does not exist. 

I am very heartened that the Armed 
Services Committee, under the leader-
ship, particularly, of Subcommittee 
Chairman TAUSCHER, as well as her 
ranking member, Mr. EVERETT, on your 
side of the aisle, has asked for a com-
mission to study that very issue. 

I am also very concerned that in the 
past, beginning in the late 1990s, the 
taxpayers of this country have been 
asked to invest billions of dollars in 
the so-called Stockpile Stewardship 
Program that I support. It is to ensure 
this we do not have to perform nuclear 
tests, but to ensure the safety and reli-
ability of our nuclear weapons. 

But we were also told, by several ad-
ministrations of both parties and by 
the Department of Energy for over a 
decade, that we need the National Igni-
tion Facility built. Well, it’s 6 years 
behind schedule, and it’s 226 percent 
over budget by a factor of $2.428 billion. 

We were told by several administra-
tions and the Department of Energy, 
both parties, that we need the Micro-
systems Science Engineering and Ap-
plications Lab at Sandia National Lab-
oratory. That is currently 29.5 percent 
over budget. 

We were told by administrations of 
both parties that we need a dual-axis 
radiographic hydrotest facility. That is 
now 6 years behind. That is 35 percent 

over budget. None of them have been 
completed. None of them are going to 
come in on time. 

b 1615 

I would grant that the Advanced 
Simulation and Computational Initia-
tive has taken hold and has produced 
results and has been a valuable invest-
ment. 

To now, after more than a decade of 
investment that has not come to total 
fruition, to make a hard turn in the 
road and start spending new money on 
new construction without a strategy 
would be a mistake. And this sub-
committee has made a determination 
not to waste the American taxpayers’ 
dollars on that project. 

We have asked, and it began 2 years 
ago under the leadership of then-Chair-
man HOBSON, that we have an arsenal 
of 10,000 nuclear warheads, we have a 
Cold War complex. We need to ration-
alize and, in effect, downsize that to 
meet the new threats to make sure 
that we are nimble, that we are safe, 
and that we save the taxpayers as 
much money as possible. 

The administration has come back in 
and said, well, let us build a new nu-
clear weapon by 2012. And you know 
what? We’re going to take care of the 
rationalization of the complex, and 
we’re going to downsize and we’re 
going to do that in 2030. 

My point is, I wish the administra-
tion and, in this case particularly, the 
Department of Energy, had as much 
aggression and commitment to 
downsizing the complex as they do on 
developing a weapon. 

And what they also would suggest 
that we do, before we downsize is, well, 
let’s begin construction of this new nu-
clear weapon in the existing complex. 
So now we will have the old and we will 
have the new. And I think everyone, 
Mr. Chairman, knows the end of that 
story. Nothing will ever change. 

It’s hard to attach an exact dollar 
and figure on that critical issue of our 
national security. But many of the dol-
lars we have saved and not spent, and 
we have cut in this bill, is to make sure 
that we take the right approach as far 
as our nuclear strategy and our nuclear 
safety, and I am very proud of that. 

I see the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
HOBSON) on his feet. And if he would 
want time, I would be happy to yield to 
him. 

Mr. HOBSON. I just wanted to take a 
moment to comment that I really ap-
preciate the Chairman’s very thought-
ful comments, especially on all the 
issues that he talked about, but cer-
tainly, when it comes to NNSA and the 
lack of management of the weapons 
systems. 

The gentleman remarked to me over 
here, do we have 9,000 weapons, or 
10,000 weapons? Well, the number we’ve 
been trying to get out for a long time, 
cause it’s a good news story. But we 
can’t tell you here how good news the 
story is, because it’s still secure. And 
we’ve tried for a number of years to get 
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out this issue of how many weapons we 
have and to get this complex sized ap-
propriately. 

But we’re very disturbed, in a bipar-
tisan way, about the management of 
the entire Department of Energy. And 
I want to associate myself with the 
gentleman’s comments and his opposi-
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. And Mr. Chairman, 
I want people to truly appreciate Mr. 
HOBSON’s dedication as a member of 
not only this subcommittee, and as 
chairman for 4 years, but as a member 
of the Defense Subcommittee when 
there was a similar proposal several 
years ago and he thought it was the in-
correct proposal. He stopped what I 
think was incorrect public policy from 
taking place. He saved the taxpayers of 
this country money. 

And the only reason today I believe 
we have even a 20–30 proposition from 
the administration as far as downsizing 
the complex, that I find totally unsat-
isfactory but at least it is a proposal, is 
because of the work that Mr. HOBSON 
did. And I thank him for that very 
much, and do ask my colleagues to op-
pose this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. WILSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HINCHEY 
Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HINCHEY: 
Page 40, after line 18, insert the following: 
SEC. 503. None of the funds made available 

in this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
Energy to designate any geographic area as 
a national interest electric transmission cor-
ridor under section 216(a) of the Federal 
Power Act (as added by section 1221 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005), and none of the 
funds made available in this Act may be used 
by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion to take any action related to the proc-
essing or issuance of a permit under section 
216(b) of the Federal Power Act. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 19, 2007, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HINCHEY) and the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY) each will 
control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 15 seconds. 

Mr. Chairman, first of all I want to 
extend my appreciation and gratitude 
to Chairman VISCLOSKY and Ranking 
Member HOBSON for putting together a 
very fine bill. 

However, what we want to do is op-
pose a certain part of this, denying 
funding for monopolistic corporations 
to impede upon States rights and peo-
ple’s private personal proper rights. 
It’s an important amendment and I ask 
everyone to consider it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF). 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, this is 
going to be the only vote that you’re 
going to have on this issue. When the 
power lines are coming through your 
district, and this is coming through 
your district, how will you explain to 
your constituents, to your neighbors, 
your friends, your local elected offi-
cials, your farmers, that you had a 
chance to slow this down and you 
didn’t do it? 

How are you going to tell them that 
you sided with the power companies 
and not with the citizens? 

This is a time out. It will give us a 
chance to reexamine the process. 

These corridors divide communities, 
neighborhoods. They destroy land-
scapes. In fact, the current corridor in 
the Mid-Atlantic includes Antietam, 
where 20,000 people died in 1 day. We 
need to make sure that we take time to 
do it right, and don’t bow to the scare 
tactics and the false Dear Colleague 
letters. 

This is your first and likely your 
only vote on this issue. Don’t let this 
vote come back to haunt you. Voting 
against the Hinchey amendment means 
you don’t want to make sure these cor-
ridors are sited properly. 

I strongly urge the Members to vote 
aye for the Hinchey amendment. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HALL). 

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge support of the Hinchey- 
Wolf amendment to force the DOE to 
take a time-out from its rush to sub-
ject giant stretches of this country to 
eminent domain for energy interests. 

In my State, in my district, the New 
York Regional Interconnect, for in-
stance, NIRE, is an internationally fi-
nanced private entity which will re-
ceive eminent domain rights to seize 
private land for private profit. It would 
remove the State environmental re-
view process and all property rights 
and States rights from the equation 
and give that all to FERC. I think this 
is something that needs much closer 
examination. 

New York City, I would reassure my 
colleagues from downstate, does not 
need NIRE to have power, especially 
not this route. In fact, there are alter-
nate routes that the State could and 
would look at if it had the time that it 
would normally have under CCRA. 

I urge support for the Hinchey-Wolf 
amendment in the interest of property 
rights and States rights. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts rise as 
the designee of the gentleman from In-
diana? 

Mr. OLVER. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the distinguished Member 
from Texas (Mr. GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in strong opposition 
to the Hinchey-Wolf amendment. 

Today, more than ever, America 
needs a transmission grid that will de-
liver reliable and affordable electricity 
to consumers across the Nation. The 
Energy Information Agency projects 
that electricity consumption will in-
crease 43 percent by 2030. Other studies 
project growth and demand to grow by 
19 percent over the next 10 years, while 
power capacity will grow by only 6 per-
cent over that same time. It stands to 
reason we’re going to have to move 
power where we have excess to where 
we need it. 

Recognizing the fact the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005, EPACT, allowed for the 
designation of national interest cor-
ridors where congestion in the elec-
tricity grid is jeopardizing reliable 
service and raising the cost to elec-
tricity consumers, this designation is 
not a mandate that a transmission line 
be built but, instead, an incentive for 
stakeholders to address the grid capac-
ity issues. FERC is authorized to get 
involved only if the State is unwilling 
to or cannot act, then only after ex-
haustive Federal considerations. 

The Hinchey-Wolf amendment, unfor-
tunately, seeks to block funding for 
the National Electricity Transmission 
Corridors as contained in the author-
izing legislation. Failing to address 
congestion and transmission infra-
structure will do absolutely nothing 
for electricity consumers who will see 
their energy bills continue to climb in 
the future. And more blackouts. 

Our constituents deserve a robust en-
ergy transmission infrastructure, and 
EPACT encourages congested States to 
resolve the problems in a timely man-
ner. And we know the issue of black-
outs, particularly in mid-America to 
the Northeast. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
Hinchey-Wolf amendment because all 
it will do is raise electric prices be-
cause we can’t move power where we 
really need it. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ARCURI). 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
very strong support of this amend-
ment. And I’d like to start off by say-
ing to my colleague that I respect a 
great deal from Texas, this amendment 
is not about sharing power. It’s not 
about giving power from one part of 
the country to another. It’s about how 
do we do it. Do we do it in a thoughtful 
way? Do we do it in a reasonable way? 
Or do we do it in a way by using emi-
nent domain, by running high power 
lines over people’s land, by taking peo-
ple’s land? Is that the American way? 
Is that the way we want to have our 
energy policy dictated to the States 
and the localities? I think not. 
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I think there is a better way to do it. 

There is a more thoughtful way to do 
it. We are facing such a plan in New 
York, and it’s ill-conceived and poorly 
thought out. And that’s not the way we 
should be running our energy policy in 
this country. It should be in a more 
thoughtful way. 

I strongly support this amendment 
because we need to stand up to the 
power companies and not let them take 
our land and not let them run power 
lines over people’s property. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would be happy to yield 2 minutes to a 
member of the committee, Mr. PETER-
SON. 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I think this is one of the 
more important amendments we’re 
going to deal with today. 

America needs available power, and 
especially electric power. We have a 
system that has not worked. The legis-
lation doesn’t give the Federal Govern-
ment the right to usurp States rights. 
It only gets involved when multiple 
States can’t get their job done. I was in 
State government for 19 years, and I 
wouldn’t bet the farm on four PUCs 
adequately performing on a time basis 
so we could connect our grid. 

Here’s what Bill Richardson said in 
2001. ‘‘The United States has a first- 
rate economy. We’re the Superpower of 
the world, the best military, a booming 
technological economy, but we’ve got a 
grid that is antiquated, that is Third 
World, that needs beefing up. We’ve got 
very weak power transmission lines to 
connect our generation capacity.’’ 

And here’s what Sam Bodman said in 
2006, a year ago. ‘‘The Nation is cur-
rently facing serious near problems in 
adequately delivering electricity to its 
customers.’’ 

It means we have to fix the grid. And 
we’ve been unable to get States to 
work together collectively. This is a 
process that only kicks in when the 
States can’t get their job done. 

Connecting this country is a national 
issue. I don’t want my State in charge 
of the national grid. I had a Governor’s 
person come into my office protesting 
a power line that was proposed. It had 
been off of the table by the PGM for a 
year and a half and they didn’t even 
know it. It wasn’t even up for consider-
ation. And the three States that were 
involved in the little piece that was 
left was not that State. 

Folks, there’s a lot of disinformation 
out here. The connectivity of our elec-
tric system is vital to our economic fu-
ture and we need a process. This was 
put in the energy bill because it wasn’t 
working, because we couldn’t upgrade 
our grid. 

And two Secretaries of Energy and 
leaders across this country, the Edison 
Institute, all say, don’t pass this 
amendment. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. KUCINICH). 
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Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, it is 

pretty clear from the record of their 

activities that the Department of En-
ergy has been in cahoots with the elec-
tric utilities and they are running 
roughshod over Americans everywhere. 

My subcommittee, the Subcommittee 
on Domestic Policy, held a hearing on 
this exact matter, and we heard about 
concerns about the law and about the 
Department of Energy’s implementa-
tion. 

These concerns include whether the 
Department of Energy would take into 
account the protection of national 
parks, State parks, conservation ease-
ments, and historical sites like battle-
fields when determining where an elec-
tric transmission corridor should be 
designated. The answer is they don’t. 

Whether the Department of Energy is 
considering the effects of a corridor 
designation on the private property 
rights of landowners. They did not. 

Whether the Department is consid-
ering the environmental impact of cor-
ridor designations. The answer is they 
did not. 

Whether the Department of Energy is 
considering alternatives to con-
structing new electric transmission 
lines, like demand-side management, 
distributed generation, and energy effi-
ciency. They did not. 

Whether the Department has ade-
quately considered the actual benefit 
utility consumers would receive. They 
did not. 

Support the Hinchey amendment. 
Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. COSTA). 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
oppose this amendment. 

The 2005 energy law required the De-
partment of Energy to identify geo-
graphical areas throughout the coun-
try where congestion in the electric 
grid is raising prices and creating reli-
ability concerns. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I don’t think I 
have to tell anybody here on the floor 
that we have an energy crisis in this 
country, and there are a host of rea-
sons why we have an energy crisis in 
this country. And I think most of us 
understand that, frankly, there is not 
one silver bullet that is going to re-
solve these issues. 

The designation of this 2005 energy 
law creates interest of corridors, clear-
ly vests States with the primary re-
sponsibility for siting transmission 
lines and considering what local or re-
gional benefits and consequences exist. 

I think it is clear that in the 2005 law 
that we are seeking to amend here that 
the national designation does not, does 
not, usurp State authority for siting 
transmission lines. Yet we have a lot of 
challenges on a regional basis. 

In California we are attempting to 
try to work with Arizona to the mutual 
benefit of citizens living in both States 
to try to allow for the conductivity of 
that energy back and forth as well as 
to try to maintain the stability of 
much-needed electricity for our con-
stituents in the Southwest. 

This amendment, I think, would do 
great harm to that. And that is pre-

cisely why I think the 2005 law was de-
signed to address short-sighted and 
narrow interests blocking the public 
good. 

I ask that you reject this amend-
ment. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would be happy to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
TERRY). 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition of this amendment. 

As a member of the Energy Com-
mittee, I want to debunk a couple of 
myths that have been perpetrated 
today in the debate. First of all, that 
this was done hastily and 
thoughtlessly. The fact of the matter is 
the issue of the transmission of elec-
tricity has been an issue for many 
years. Many hearings have been held, 
much debate. It was part of the Energy 
Act. What we have to do is resolve the 
issue how we get energy from gener-
ator A to consumer B. In between we 
have to figure out how to do that. 

Myth number two is that this runs 
roughshod over States’ and commu-
nities’ rights. The reality is that they 
are involved in the process. They are 
involved in working with FERC, and 
FERC has to work with them on the 
siting issues. And only when there is a 
conflict do they get to break that con-
flict by rising above it. 

We in this Nation have to figure out 
how we get electricity from point A to 
consumer B. Think of this corridor as a 
transportation highway. And when we 
think of it as a highway, we understand 
why we have to do it this way. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. PASTOR). 

(Mr. PASTOR asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the Hinchey amendment. 

In Arizona, which is one of the fast-
est-growing States, we, as a growing 
State, have enough energy and power 
to meet the power needs of our State. 
But what has happened is that since 
California has a moratorium on build-
ing generating plants, the tendency is 
to have power plants be built in Ari-
zona to generate power and then power 
lines to be taken into California. 

Very recently, about 11⁄2 months ago, 
the Arizona State Corporation Com-
mission, which has the responsibility 
for siting the power lines, rejected, and 
it was an issue of local control in that 
the power lines that were being pro-
posed would have endangered the wild-
life. There were problems with the en-
hancement features of our land. 

The issue for me is local control; so 
that is why I support the Hinchey 
amendment. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ARCURI). 

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Chairman, again, I 
rise in very strong opposition to this 
bill. 
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This bill does so few things in terms 

of getting power to where it needs to 
be. They talk about the fact that the 
original 1221 was intended to help get 
power to places that need it to help al-
leviate congestion. But, in fact, the 
NYRI proposal in New York State does 
nothing whatsoever to prevent conges-
tion. Rather, it does more to create 
congestion than to alleviate it. 

I strongly support the Hinchey-Wolf 
amendment because I believe that 
using eminent domain to take people’s 
property in order to run power lines 
over it is the wrong thing. It is not the 
American way. It is not what we came 
to Congress for. And I strongly oppose 
that. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HALL). 

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

I just want to point out, in response 
to a couple of remarks that were made, 
this project that Mr. ARCURI, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, and I are concerned with, which 
could happen anywhere in the country 
to any of you, is not an interstate 
project. It occurs entirely within New 
York State, mysteriously starting in 
Utica and mysteriously ending in the 
little town of Campbell Hall. The other 
shoes have not dropped yet. But in New 
York State’s Environmental Quality 
Review Act, nothing gets approved in 
under a year. 

The proposal in section 1221 that 
after a year it kicks up authority to 
FERC is patently meant to usurp State 
authority. You can’t get a subdivision, 
a power plant, a landfill, hardly any 
public project approved that fast. It 
usually takes a draft environmental 
impact statement; public comment; a 
final environmental impact statement; 
and at long last, approval. But two 
years is the shortest that I have ever 
seen. So to have this be one year means 
to me that the law was written to 
usurp State authority. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
TOM DAVIS). 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise today in support of 
this amendment barring funding in this 
bill to be used to designate any area as 
a ‘‘national interest electric trans-
mission corridor,’’ or a NIET. NIET 
designation and the corresponding au-
thority that has been given to FERC 
blatantly usurps States rights to des-
ignate and site transmission lines in 
accordance with what is best for its 
citizenry. There is a well-established 
successful history of States executing 
this authority, and there is no real rea-
son to take it away. 

I understand there needs to be a ho-
listic approach to our energy policy, 

but absent clear and definitive reasons 
to grant this authority to FERC, why 
are we allowing this Federal entity to 
circumvent State siting decisions, 
State comprehensive energy plans, and 
State efforts to promote energy effi-
ciency and independence? It is clear 
more analysis and consideration is 
needed. 

This amendment would not strike 
this provision forever. Rather, it would 
allow us more time to have debate, 
oversight, and public comment on the 
issue. When this provision was passed 
in the last Congress by the Senate and 
signed into law, it was a small piece of 
a broad energy overhaul. It received no 
debate on this floor and no vote in this 
body. Now, with the prospect of tow-
ering transmission lines running 
through 214 counties in 11 States across 
our Nation, and that is just the first 
chapter, we must take a time out to re-
examine this provision. 

What will you tell your constituents 
when these towering lines are denied 
by your State regulators, but man-
dated by FERC? You had your vote 
today and you need to vote for this 
amendment. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. Vote ‘‘yes’’ to allow us to 
give needed consideration to the broad 
ramifications of proposed NIET cor-
ridors and ensure that the rights of 
States are not unduly trampled. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
WALSH). 

Mr. WALSH of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong support of this 
amendment. 

Section 1221 of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 is an abridgement of the rights 
of State and local governments to in-
fluence Federal policy as it pertains to 
their communities. In fact, section 
1221, regarding the siting of overhead 
electricity transmission lines, permits 
the FERC to outright ignore State de-
cisions and local considerations. 

We are elected to represent a select 
constituency and our States, to advo-
cate for their needs, and to advance our 
national interest. In this instance 
those responsibilities collide. 

I recognize that the Federal Govern-
ment can and should do more to mod-
ernize our Nation’s aging and con-
gested electric power infrastructure. 
But the Northeast corridor proposal 
negatively impacts the environment, 
decreases property values, poses health 
risks, and hurts local property tax rev-
enue. What is worse is that it provides 
State and local regulatory agencies no 
ability to involve themselves. 

By failing to support this amend-
ment, Members of Congress will, in es-
sence, allow unknown bureaucrats in 
Washington, huddled around a faceless 
map, to make critical decisions that 
affect the lives and financial well-being 
of thousands of American families. 
Surely that wasn’t our Founding Fa-
thers’ intent. There has to be a better 
way than to circumvent a State’s deci-
sions and disregard property owners’ 

rights. By supporting this amendment, 
we create time to find that better way. 

Mr. HOBSON. Might I inquire how 
much time I have left. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 11⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOBSON. I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF). 

Mr. Chairman, I might say I am 
doing this out of courtesy to these gen-
tlemen. I happen to oppose the amend-
ment, but I think they have a right to 
be heard. 

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman. 
We are not asking for a repeal. We 

are asking for time. 
Again, this section, and it is amaz-

ing, was never voted on in the House. 
The power industry lobbyists have been 
roaming this Hill. Your constituents 
are back in their districts expecting 
you to represent them. 

b 1645 
The corridor goes over and includes 

Gettysburg, where Lincoln gave the 
Gettysburg Address. Antietam, 20,000 
people died. No environmental impact 
statement. No consideration of energy 
efficiency technology. No consider-
ation for historic lands. It is an assault 
on property rights. 

In the last Congress, we all got 
worked up on the Kelo decision. This 
is, in essence, whereby they can do 
this. And someone said, well, you go 
through the State. The power compa-
nies won’t really try to go through the 
States. They will pro forma it, know-
ing that they can go to FERC and 
FERC will do it. 

Here’s what the FERC administrator 
said: ‘‘The authority to lawfully deny a 
permit is critically important to the 
States for ensuring that the interests 
of the local communities and the citi-
zens are protected.’’ 

What the Commission does today, it’s 
a significant inroad in traditional 
State transmission citing authority. It 
gives States two options: Either issue a 
permit, or we will do it for them. Obvi-
ously, there is no choice. 

I strongly urge, in the interest of all 
these things we’re talking about, a 
vote for the Hinchey amendment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have 31⁄2 minutes left and understand I 
have the right to close. What I would 
like to do is to yield that 31⁄2 minutes 
to the gentleman from New York be-
fore he seeks recognition, and would 
simply emphasize to the membership 
that I am doing this as a courtesy. I 
am in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. But I would yield my re-
maining time to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HINCHEY. I want to express my 
deep appreciation to Chairman VIS-
CLOSKY, not just for his excellent work 
in putting this appropriations bill to-
gether, but also for yielding me this 
time. 

It’s important for every Member of 
this House to focus their attention on 
what is happening here and what we 
are trying to do. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 15:29 Jun 29, 2011 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\ERIC\H20JN7.REC H20JN7rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

D
S

K
89

S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 M

IS
C

E
LL

A
N

E
O

U
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6785 June 20, 2007 
What we are dealing with here in the 

context of this appropriations bill, 
which, if this amendment is successful, 
will function out there for only 1 year, 
what we are attempting to deal with is 
an obscure provision in the 2005 Energy 
Policy Act, which hardly any Member 
of this House, I bet, understood when 
that bill was passed because of the ob-
scurity of this provision. 

What does this provision do? This 
provision tramples on States rights. It 
says if any State, any State in the Na-
tion is unable to agree to a location for 
a high-tension transmission line, or if 
they stipulate that certain corrections 
have to be made, if that takes more 
than 1 year, which it would in almost 
every case, then the Federal Energy 
Agency steps in and they designate 
where the corridor will go, overriding 
States rights. I believe that this provi-
sion is contrary to a very significant 
provision in the United States Con-
stitution, and this provision overrides 
States rights. That alone is good rea-
son to vote for this amendment. 

But beyond that, that provision in 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005, which 
this amendment would stop in its 
tracks for just 1 year so that we could 
give it further consideration, that pro-
vision stipulates that the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission can exer-
cise eminent domain on people’s pri-
vate personal property. That means 
that FERC can condemn anyone’s pri-
vate personal property in order to es-
tablish one of these high-tension trans-
mission corridors. That in itself is bad 
enough. 

But that provision in the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 goes even further. It 
says that FERC, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, can grant 
that power of condemnation of indi-
vidual citizens’ private personal prop-
erty rights to a private corporation so 
that the private corporation can now 
go in and declare eminent domain and 
condemn people’s private personal 
property. 

This provision in this Energy Policy 
Act overrides States rights and the in-
dividual rights of private American 
citizens. It was put in there inappropri-
ately. Hardly anybody was aware of it 
when that bill passed. Many of us voted 
against it nevertheless. Still, it is part 
of the law. 

What we are saying here in this 
amendment to this appropriations bill 
is give us another year to look at this 
issue. Let this issue be considered more 
carefully. We should not have this kind 
of impediment against States rights 
and people’s private personal property 
rights. 

I ask you, on behalf of all of your 
constituents, please join us in support 
of this amendment. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, those of us 
who lived through the brown-outs and rolling 
black-outs during the California energy crisis 
remember well how difficult the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission was to deal with, 
and it pains me to vote for a national policy 
that I hope will not need to be used. 

However, after carefully reviewing the issue, 
I do not see a better alternative. My vote is a 
vote to keep the lights on in Southern Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the Hinchey-Wolf amendment 
and thank the authors for highlighting Section 
1221 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005, which 
could allow DOE to designate large trans-
mission corridors across the country and over-
ride States’ decisions about transmission line 
placement. 

Mr. Chairman, we all recognize that the en-
ergy requirements of our growing economy will 
place increasing demands on existing trans-
mission facilities. In this regard, modernization 
is an important goal. 

But we want to make certain that our State, 
county and local communities are fully en-
gaged in the process to determine where 
transmission lines are located. Local leaders 
and property-owners have the clearest view of 
how these lines will affect their communities. 

The goal of this amendment is to allow addi-
tional time for consideration of DOE and 
FERC’s implementation process, so that there 
will be more complete deliberation and consid-
eration of this potential regulation. 

Municipal, county, and State officials want 
and need to be full partners in the process 
that leads to the siting of new transmission 
lines. 

I urge support of the Hinchey-Wolf amend-
ment. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
HINCHEY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word, and I yield to 
the gentleman from Alaska. 

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to comment on 
the last speaker from New York about 
States rights and private property 
rights. 

The taking of land is dear to me. And 
this Congress took 147 million acres of 
land in 1980 and made it into wilder-
ness, parks and refuges. I bring that up 
because, of that 147, 27 of them were 
picked by the State. But we did it. 
That was private property. 

But I am, Mr. Chairman, dismayed by 
this Congress, including Members of 
my own party, who voted today to 
eliminate funding for the Denali Com-
mission and cripple the economic life 
to hundreds of small and impoverished 
communities throughout rural Alaska. 

I am standing here today in the well 
defending the funding for the Denali 

Commission because the Federal Gov-
ernment has, time and time again, as I 
mentioned, limited the ability of Alas-
kans to provide for themselves. We 
have trillions of dollars’ worth of re-
sources in our State; we haven’t been 
able to produce them. This Congress 
has said no to ANWR. Many of the 
speakers who just spoke voted no on 
ANWR, no to any new mining, no to 
more Alaskan oil and natural gas. Not 
letting Alaskans provide for them-
selves is economic terrorism by this 
body. 

We sent over 15.5 billion barrels of oil 
through the pipeline. At today’s prices, 
that’s equivalent to $1.1 trillion. We 
have trillions of dollars’ worth more of 
energy. If the State were allowed to 
manage its own resources, we wouldn’t 
need the commission. And we wouldn’t 
be sending trillions of American dol-
lars overseas, to countries that hate 
us, for the energy Americans could be 
producing at home. 

Unfortunately, energy ignorance in 
this body is increasing almost as fast 
as our dependence on foreign oil. Until 
Alaska is permitted to produce its own 
resources for themselves and for Amer-
ica, Alaskans will need the Denali 
Commission. 

In 1998, Congress passed the Denali 
Commission Act. It provides job train-
ing and other economic development 
services for rural communities, chiefly 
in troubled communities, where unem-
ployment exceeds 50 percent. It pro-
motes rural development by providing 
power generation and transmission fa-
cilities, modern communication sys-
tems, water and sewer systems, and 
other infrastructure needs. 

To give you an idea, my State of 
Alaska is 656,425 square miles, more 
than twice the size of Texas. Individual 
Alaskans own less than 1 percent of 
their land. The Federal Government 
owns over 60 percent. Flush toilets are 
just a luxury, and the Denali Commis-
sion tries to provide good sanitation to 
all Alaskans that do not have the abil-
ity to have potable water or remove 
the sewage they create. The fact is, I 
doubt if any of you have ever heard of 
a honey bucket. 

How many of my colleagues have 
communities in their districts with no 
water and sewer? Well, Mr. Chairman, I 
have several. The Denali Commission 
has brought these systems to many of 
my rural communities, but there are 
still over 150 areas that suffer from 
poor sanitation and a lack of safe 
drinking water. 

There are rural communities that are 
completely isolated, and my Alaskans 
can only get to and from their homes 
by boat or by small plane. There are no 
roads connecting these communities 
outside of Anchorage and Fairbanks. 

The Commission also works carefully 
to ensure these communities have tele-
phones, a reliable supply of electricity, 
and in some cases, Internet access. 

Mr. Chairman, these are all things we 
in the Lower 48 take for granted, but 
for thousands of Alaskans they are lux-
uries. 
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In 2006, the Denali Commission lever-

aged its funding to develop basic infra-
structure in over 100 Alaska commu-
nities. It invested money towards re-
placing aging fuel tanks and upgrading 
rural power plants, while at the same 
time pushing for wind generation, 
hydro, geothermal and biomass energy 
projects. 

In addition to constructing several 
essential village primary care clinics, 
the Denali Commission funded major 
design initiatives for needed replace-
ment hospitals in Nome and Barrow. It 
has now completed clinics in over 65 of 
these remote communities. 

The Commission also provided fund-
ing to construct housing for teachers 
in nine frontier communities, which is 
essential for recruiting and retaining 
teachers to the remote areas of my 
State. The Commission worked tire-
lessly each year to make sure that my 
Alaskans are not treated like second- 
class citizens. The amendment will 
cripple the Denali Commission’s abil-
ity to provide these basic resources and 
cripple many rural communities that 
are already on crutches. 

Mr. Chairman, I can say this respect-
fully for one thing. We talk a lot about 
the economics of this Nation and en-
ergy. This Congress has lacked in a 
positive way. I am deeply disturbed 
that this amendment was adopted by 
my own party and by the opposite 
party. I hope you reconsider this when 
we go to conference. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

An amendment by Mr. PORTER of Ne-
vada. 

Amendment No. 18 by Ms. FOXX of 
North Carolina. 

An amendment by Mr. UDALL of New 
Mexico. 

Amendment No. 17 by Mr. NEUGE-
BAUER of Texas. 

Amendment No. 9 by Mrs. MUSGRAVE 
of Colorado. 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. BISHOP of 
New York. 

Amendment No. 14 by Mr. JORDAN of 
Ohio. 

An amendment by Mr. SHADEGG of 
Arizona. 

Amendment No. 12 by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia. 

Amendment No. 15 by Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina. 

An amendment by Mr. HINCHEY of 
New York. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PORTER 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-

ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
PORTER) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. PORTER: 
Page 21, strike line 22 and all that follows 

through page 24, line 9. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 80, noes 351, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 516] 

AYES—80 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Capps 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeLauro 
Doggett 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Filner 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gillibrand 
Gohmert 

Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Harman 
Heller 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jones (OH) 
Kucinich 
Lantos 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey 
Matheson 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKeon 
Meehan 
Miller, George 
Nadler 
Pallone 
Paul 

Payne 
Pearce 
Porter 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rothman 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Souder 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watson 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOES—351 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Cantor 
Capito 

Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 

English (PA) 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 

Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 

Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bean 
Becerra 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Diaz-Balart, M. 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

b 1724 
Ms. ROYBALL-ALLARD, Ms. 

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mrs. 
CAPITO and Messrs. LARSON of Con-
necticut, REYNOLDS, BROWN of 
South Carolina, KILDEE, RUPPERS-
BERGER, SHULER, WALDEN of Or-
egon, TOWNS, TOM DAVIS of Virginia 
and ELLISON changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of Cali-
fornia, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LEE, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio and Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN and Messrs. THOMP-
SON of California, PALLONE, ALEX-
ANDER, BERMAN, RODRIGUEZ, GRI-
JALVA, ENGEL, SIRES, 
MCDERMOTT, JACKSON of Illinois, 
WEINER, MEEHAN, CONYERS, 
COHEN, LANTOS and CAMPBELL of 
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California changed their vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MS. FOXX 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The pending 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 134, noes 293, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 517] 

AYES—134 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Chabot 
Coble 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ellsworth 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Tiahrt 
Upton 
Walberg 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—293 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 

Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 

Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 

Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 

Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 

Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Becerra 
Blunt 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Obey 

Ortiz 
Payne 
Radanovich 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Shuster 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1727 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. UDALL OF NEW 
MEXICO 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The pending 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 121, noes 312, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 518] 

AYES—121 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Berkley 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Cole (OK) 
Cubin 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Filner 
Flake 

Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Issa 
Jindal 
Jordan 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 

Melancon 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rogers (MI) 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Scott (VA) 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Thompson (CA) 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 

NOES—312 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boucher 

Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Christensen 

Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
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Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 

King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 

Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1734 

Messrs. CROWLEY, MOORE of Kan-
sas, THOMPSON of Mississippi, TOM 
DAVIS of Virginia and Ms. JACKSON- 

LEE of Texas changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. BOOZMAN, MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida and MORAN of 
Kansas changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. 

NEUGEBAUER 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 133, noes 298, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 519] 

AYES—133 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fortuño 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 

Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Paul 

Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe 
Porter 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—298 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 

Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bordallo 
Boren 

Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 

Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Gutierrez 
Larsen (WA) 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6789 June 20, 2007 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1738 

Mr. PICKERING changed his vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MRS. MUSGRAVE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from Colorado 
(Mrs. MUSGRAVE) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 166, noes 267, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 520] 

AYES—166 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ellsworth 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 

McMorris 
Rodgers 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walberg 

Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 

Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—267 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1743 

Mr. SALI and Mr. HUNTER changed 
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 

NEW YORK 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 146, noes 285, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 5, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 521] 

AYES—146 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (NY) 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Courtney 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeLauro 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gillibrand 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 

Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Kagen 
Kennedy 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Rodriguez 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Space 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Wexler 
Wilson (SC) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 15:29 Jun 29, 2011 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00051 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\ERIC\H20JN7.REC H20JN7rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

D
S

K
89

S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 M

IS
C

E
LL

A
N

E
O

U
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6790 June 20, 2007 
NOES—285 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Fattah 

Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hooley 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meek (FL) 
Mica 
Michaud 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Pastor 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watt 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

McCarthy (NY) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Paul 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1749 

Mr. GRAVES changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
changed her vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. JORDAN OF 

OHIO 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JOR-
DAN) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 129, noes 301, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 522] 

AYES—129 

Akin 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Reynolds 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—301 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 

Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 

Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
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Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 

Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Flake 

McCrery 
Ortiz 
Paul 

Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1752 

Mr. MARCHANT changed his vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SHADEGG 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
SHADEGG) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 157, noes 274, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 523] 

AYES—157 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costa 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 

Fallin 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Jindal 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 

Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 

Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 

Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Towns 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 

Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—274 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 

Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 

Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 

Weller 
Wexler 
Wicker 

Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 

Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—6 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Feeney 
Ortiz 

Paul 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains on this 
vote. 

b 1757 

Mrs. MYRICK changed her vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 

GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 158, noes 275, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 524] 

AYES—158 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Altmire 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bean 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Dreier 

Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 

Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
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Shadegg 
Shays 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 

Stearns 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 

Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—275 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 

Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Klein (FL) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 

Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 

Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 

Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 

Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). One minute remains in this vote. 

b 1801 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. WILSON) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 138, noes 295, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 525] 

AYES—138 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 

Forbes 
Fortuño 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Lamborn 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 

Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Reynolds 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—295 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Faleomavaega 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 

Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 

Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
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Woolsey 
Wu 

Wynn 
Yarmuth 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 
vote). There is 1 minute remaining in 
this vote. 

b 1806 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HINCHEY 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The unfin-
ished business is the demand for a re-
corded vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
HINCHEY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded 
vote has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be 

a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 174, noes 257, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 526] 

AYES—174 

Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Drake 
Ellison 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortuño 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Jones (NC) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kind 
Kirk 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Marshall 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 

McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Ramstad 
Reichert 
Rodriguez 
Rothman 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 
Sires 

Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Walsh (NY) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters 
Waxman 
Welch (VT) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—257 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bordallo 
Boren 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Chabot 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Faleomavaega 
Fallin 

Feeney 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Gene 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Honda 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Issa 
Jefferson 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Keller 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 

Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Towns 
Turner 
Upton 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Becerra 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Diaz-Balart, L. 
Jones (OH) 

Ortiz 
Sullivan 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN 
The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the 

vote). There is 1 minute remaining in 
this vote. 

b 1810 
Mr. GUTIERREZ changed his vote 

from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise to speak in strong support of H.R. 
2641, the ‘‘Energy and Water Appropriations 
Act of 2007.’’ I also rise to express my sincere 
appreciation to Mr. VISCLOSKY, the chairman of 
the Energy and Water Subcommittee and his 
Ranking Member, Mr. HOBSON of Ohio, for 
working together in a constructive effort to 
renew America’s dependence on foreign oil 
and cutting greenhouse gas emissions. 

Moreover, this bill merits our support be-
cause it increases the Nation’s commitment to 
long-term basic research by increasing the 
Federal investment that is so critical to devel-
oping the next generation of scientific break-
throughs. Federal funding for research and de-
velopment has declined steadily over the last 
decade, and sound science has been com-
promised by political interference. This legisla-
tion takes a giant step toward reversing this 
disturbing trend. 

Mr. Chairman, in the 1970s, our Nation 
faced an energy crisis unlike any we had ever 
experienced before. The OPEC oil embargo of 
1973 led to skyrocketing prices, long gas 
lines, gas sales only every other day, and 
shortages where gas was simply unavailable. 
We experienced another oil shock in the late 
1970s and under the leadership of President 
Jimmy Carter, America responded with un-
precedented initiatives for energy research. 
But over the years, gas prices came down, in-
centive was lost, and these efforts fell by the 
wayside. 

Today, we again face an energy crisis, only 
this time it is coupled with the enormous chal-
lenge of addressing the reality of global cli-
mate change. H.R. 2641 attempts to face 
these twin crises with over three billion dollars 
to address global climate change—research-
ing its effects and working on technologies to 
slow it down—and investment in renewable 
energy programs that both reduce greenhouse 
gases and help our Nation meet its energy 
needs. 

The bill cuts funding for poorly thought-out 
plans for nuclear weapons recognizing that 
because of the enormous cost and the impor-
tance to our national security they require 
smart strategies not blank checks. Instead it 
works to keep Americans safe with a 75 per-
cent increase in funding for nuclear non-pro-
liferation efforts. It also funds the Army Corps 
of Engineers, strengthening our Nation’s navi-
gation infrastructure and improving flood con-
trol programs. 

Before I highlight some of the more attrac-
tive provisions of this legislation, which by the 
way contains no earmarks, let me explain 
briefly why this energy and water legislation is 
so near and dear to the people I represent in 
the 18th Congressional District of Texas. 

In the past 2 years, Houston, the center of 
my district, has experienced some of the most 
devastating acts of nature in its history. 
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Six years ago this month, in June 2001, 

Tropical Storm Allison hit Southeast Texas. 
Until Hurricane Katrina, this storm would be-
come the costliest tropical storm in U.S. his-
tory. Flash flooding initiated quite rapidly dur-
ing Houston’s rush hour late Friday afternoon 
and on into the evening hours. Widespread 
street flooding was the initial threat, but the 
high rainfall amounts forced almost all the 
major Houston area bayou systems into se-
vere flooding, with some to record levels. All 
major freeways in the Houston area were se-
verely flooded at at least one location during 
this event. During this single event alone, rain-
fall in Harris County ranged from just 2 inches 
in the extreme west to in excess of 20 inches 
over Green’s Bayou in the east. Countywide, 
the average rainfall was 8 inches with over 
two-thirds of the county receiving over 10 
inches. 

The total damage across Southeast Texas 
approached $5 billion ($4.88 billion in Harris 
County alone). Twenty-two deaths were 
caused by Allison, with each of these fatalities 
occurred in Harris County. At this time, thun-
derstorms began to train and merge across 
the Houston metro area, and the system 
evolved into a powerful complex right over the 
most populated portion of our CWA that 
evening. This complex progressed south and 
east into the early morning hours of Saturday, 
June 9. Very heavy rainfall was observed for 
up to 10 hours in some locations, and rainfall 
rates of 4 inches or more per hour were ob-
served throughout the night. A station in north-
east Houston recorded over 26 inches of rain 
in almost 10 hours. 

In response, the Tropical Storm Allison Re-
covery Project was launched. TSARP is a joint 
study effort by the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, FEMA, and the Harris Coun-
ty Flood Control District, the District. The pur-
pose of the TSARP project is to develop tech-
nical products that will assist the local commu-
nity in recovery from the devastating flooding, 
and provide the community with a greater un-
derstanding of flooding and flood risks. The 
end product of the study is new Flood Insur-
ance Rate Maps. 

TSARP mission statement is: To assist resi-
dents of Harris County in recovery from Trop-
ical Storm Allison and minimize damages from 
future floods by investigating the flood event 
and by developing current, accurate, and time-
ly flood hazard information. 

TSARP used state-of-the-art technology. 
TSARP has yielded many products that will 
help us better understand our flood risk. 
These products will assist citizens in making 
important decisions, and will assist public 
agencies in infrastructure planning. The hoped 
for end result of TSARP is a more informed 
and disaster resistant community and one that 
is better prepared. 

Purchasing flood insurance before June 18 
allowed people to ‘‘grandfather’’ their existing 
floodplain status and pay lower premiums for 
flood insurance. Once the maps became offi-
cial on June 18, residents and business own-
ers whose properties are categorized in high-
er-risk flood zones on the new maps may pay 
higher rates. 

According to FEMA, a ‘‘Regulatory 
Floodway’’ means the channel of a river or 
other watercourse and the adjacent land areas 
that must be reserved in order to discharge 
the base flood without cumulatively increasing 
the water surface elevation more than a des-

ignated height. Communities must regulate de-
velopment in these floodways to ensure that 
there are no increases in upstream flood ele-
vations. For streams and other watercourses 
where FEMA has provided Base Flood Ele-
vations, BFEs, but no floodway has been des-
ignated, the community must review floodplain 
development on a case-by-case basis to en-
sure that increases in water surface elevations 
do not occur, or identify the need to adopt a 
floodway if adequate information is available. 

FEMA regulations say ‘‘Communities must 
regulate development in these floodways to 
ensure that there are no increases in up-
stream flood elevations.’’ The City of Houston 
interprets that as no development within the 
floodway. This is not necessarily correct. Con-
struction can take place but it cannot obstruct 
the water. Elevating the structure gets the 
same effect but the city denies this as they 
said (debris may collect under the structure). 
They will only allow a remodeling permit if the 
improvements do not exceed 50 percent of the 
structures value. 

There is one neighborhood along White Oak 
Bayou that is greatly affected. The homes are 
of higher value than most of the district. Alter-
natives to resolve their issue includes wid-
ening the bayou or diverting floodwater. 

The Harris County Flood District is now in-
vestigating these alternatives. Otherwise, the 
only solution would be a change in the city’s 
ordinance allowing construction in the 
floodway. 

I am looking forward to working with col-
leagues on the Energy and Water Appropria-
tions Subcommittee to explore ways and 
means of resolving this problem so that 
Houstonians will not be forced out of their 
homes and unable to afford flood insurance. 

Mr. Chairman, let me provide this partial list-
ing of some of the many good provisions in 
this legislation. First, H.R. 2641 will improve 
U.S. waterways and flood protection by in-
creasing funding for the Army Corps of Engi-
neers by $713.4 million above the President’s 
request to address a $1 billion backlog of op-
erations and needed maintenance. This back-
log needs to be addressed to sustain the 
coastal and inland navigation infrastructure 
critical to the U.S. economy, and the gaps in 
flood protection highlighted in Hurricane 
Katrina. 

Second, the legislation will help reduce de-
pendence on foreign oil and cut greenhouse 
gas emissions. Renewable energy and energy 
efficiency programs are funded at $1.9 bil-
lion—a 50 percent increase in energy effi-
ciency and renewable energy programs. This 
is in addition to the additional $300 million 
added in the FY 2007 joint resolution. In con-
trast, the President’s FY 2008 request for re-
newable energy and energy efficiency re-
search is the same as it was in 2001 in real 
terms. 

Funding for research and development of al-
ternative fuels such as corn based and cellu-
losic ethanol and biodiesel is increased by 40 
percent above the President’s request. Solar 
Energy demonstration projects receive a 34 
percent increase above the President’s re-
quest. There is also $22 million to research 
new ways of generating power from water 
flow, and $44.3 million for geothermal energy, 
neither of which were funded in the Presi-
dent’s request. (This is on top of the $95 mil-
lion for upgrades to existing hydropower dams 
funded under the Army Corps.) 

I could go on and on. This thoughtful legis-
lation provides funding to invest in new vehicle 
technology; energy efficient buildings; weath-
erization; carbon capture and sequestration; 
and climate change science. And it cuts 
wasteful spending as well. 

For example, H.R. 2641 directs the Energy 
Department to develop a concrete plan to im-
prove its contract management. The Energy 
Department has been on the GAO list of pro-
grams that are at high-risk for waste, fraud, 
abuse and mismanagement for seventeen 
years in a row. 

The bill also cuts Global Nuclear Energy 
Partnership, GNEP, funding by $285 million 
below the President’s request and $47.5 mil-
lion below 2007 for this initiative to reprocess 
spent nuclear fuel and burn long-lived radio-
active materials. There are concerns that this 
project is unsafe, will cost tens of billions of 
dollars, and could make it far easier for terror-
ists to obtain plutonium to make nuclear weap-
ons. 

The bill also secures substantial savings by 
cutting wasteful and unnecessary nuclear 
weapons programs by $5.9 billion, $632 mil-
lion below the President’s request and $396 
million below 2007. It cuts to 37 specific weap-
ons program accounts, including the Reliable 
Replacement Warhead program. The existing 
stockpile will continue to provide the Nation’s 
nuclear deterrent for the next two decades, 
and certainly until the President develops a 
strategic nuclear weapons plan to transform 
the nuclear weapons complex away from its 
expensive Cold War configuration to a more 
affordable, sustainable structure. 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly support H.R. 2641 
and urge my colleagues to join me. I thank 
Chairman VISCLOSKY for his fine work in bring-
ing this exceptional legislation to the House 
floor where it should receive an overwhelm-
ingly favorable vote. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ALT-
MIRE) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
ANDREWS, Acting Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2641) making appro-
priations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon. 

f 

EMMETT TILL UNSOLVED CIVIL 
RIGHTS CRIME ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the title to H.R. 923 is 
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to pro-
vide for the investigation of certain un-
solved civil rights crimes, and for other 
purposes.’’. 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2764, 
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and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
FOREIGN OPERATIONS AND RE-
LATED PROGRAMS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 498 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2764. 

b 1814 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2764) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. CAPUANO in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. LOWEY) and the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I’m pleased to present 
to the House H.R. 2764, the fiscal year 
2008 appropriations bill for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations and 
related programs. 

I’m particularly pleased that the ap-
propriations bill that I bring to the 
floor as chairwoman of the State For-
eign Operations Subcommittee reflects 
a bipartisan process, and that the 
ranking member, FRANK WOLF, was in-
strumental in pulling this bill to-
gether, as well as a very talented and 
engaged subcommittee. 

I’m very proud of our product. The 
bill before you totals $34.243 billion in 
new discretionary budget authority, 
$2.9 billion above fiscal year 2007, not 
counting supplemental appropriations, 
and $700 million below the President’s 
request. This is the largest increase 
over the prior year enacted level that 
this subcommittee has received in over 
a decade. I appreciate Chairman OBEY’s 
recognition of the importance of this 
bill and the programs it funds. 

The bill includes over $7 billion to ad-
dress our strategic priorities and na-
tional security interests, as well as in-
creases for programs that promote de-
velopment and reduce low global pov-
erty, meet humanitarian needs, and re-
spond to urgent health crises, prior-
ities at the core of our interests 
abroad. 

For the war on terror, this bill in-
cludes $2.656 billion in economic assist-
ance for our strategic partners and 
$4.509 billion in military assistance. 
While the bill includes $1.057 billion for 
Afghanistan, there are no additional 
funds for Iraq. In light of the $2.86 bil-
lion provided for Iraq reconstruction in 
the recently passed supplemental ap-
propriations bill, and the $2.89 billion 
requested by the administration in the 
2008 supplemental, I feel extremely 
strongly that there is no need at this 
time for additional funds for the same 
purposes in this bill, given the extraor-
dinary needs to be met around the 
world. 

The bill includes over $4.7 billion to 
support State Department operations, 
both in the United States and abroad. 
The recommendation fully funds the 
President’s request for worldwide secu-
rity upgrades, and provides $364 million 
for public diplomacy efforts at the 
State Department, as well as $501 mil-
lion for educational and cultural ex-
changes. 

The bill also provides $6.517 billion 
for global health. Addressing tuber-
culosis, avian flu, HIV/AIDS and other 
health threats is one of the best pre-
ventive measures to protect the health 
of the United States. We provide $5.082 
billion for international HIV/AIDS ef-
forts, which, in addition to appropria-
tions in other bills, brings the total for 
international HIV/AIDS to $5.876 bil-
lion. This is $550 million above the 
President’s fiscal year 2008 budget re-
quest, and includes $850 million for the 
global fund to fight AIDS, tuberculosis 
and malaria. 

The bill also includes $1.73 billion for 
development programs managed by the 
U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment, an increase of $225 million above 
the fiscal year 2007 enacted level. The 
increased resources will fund an initia-
tive on basic education for developing 
countries, as well as an expansion of 
safe water and environment programs. 

As many of you know, basic edu-
cation has been one of my top prior-
ities for years and, I’m pleased to say, 
a top priority of the members of this 
committee. I’m convinced that access 
to quality primary education not only 
improves an individual’s chances for a 
better, more productive life, it creates 
a more tolerant and informed citi-
zenry. I’ve provided a total of $750 mil-
lion for basic education in the bill, an 
increase of $200 million from the fiscal 
year 2007 House-passed bill. 

This bill also provides $501 million 
for the environment and clean energy 
programs, including $106 million for 
the global environmental facility, and 
$175 million for biodiversity programs 
at USAID. We’ve also included a provi-
sion that encourages the Export-Im-
port Bank to support projects in renew-
able energy and other environmentally 
beneficial products. This initiative 
could result in an estimated $1 billion 
in additional green exports in 2008. 

There is $1.8 billion for the Millen-
nium Challenge Account. This is a $1.2 

billion reduction from the request, but 
$48 million above the fiscal year 2007 
enacted level. I’m supportive of the 
MCA. I want to make this very clear. 
And while I believe the MCA is under 
the strong and capable management of 
Ambassador Danilovich, I would like to 
see more results on the ground from 
the $6 billion that has already been ap-
propriated, $2.1 billion of which is not 
yet even obligated, before we signifi-
cantly scale-up the MCA. The reduc-
tion to MCA helps us address the short-
falls for development assistance and 
health accounts. We have also funded a 
basic education initiative as well as ex-
pansion of safe water and environ-
mental programs. 

With an investment of over $5 billion 
in the 6 years that Plan Colombia has 
been in effect, the numbers of hectares 
involved in coca production has in-
creased by 42 percent. Because our ef-
forts to combat narcotics in Colombia 
have been ineffective for some time, 
this bill restructures assistance for Co-
lombia. We cut overall funding by 10 
percent, or $59 million, and shift great-
er resources to the development, inter-
diction, rule of law and justice pro-
grams. It is time for the Colombians to 
take ownership over their eradication 
and military assistance programs, and 
this cut reflects that position. 

The bill provides over $5.4 billion for 
Africa, including a total of $949.3 mil-
lion for Sudan, $210.5 million of which 
is for Darfur, $104 million above the re-
quest. We have provided $100 million in 
increased funding for the African 
Union Force in Darfur. 

This bill allows us to fully meet the 
President’s request for Israel and 
Egypt. And I want to make it clear 
that Egypt is a friend, an important 
ally in the war on terror and a partner 
for peace in the Middle East. However, 
there are growing concerns about the 
independence of its judiciary, police 
abuses, and the smuggling operation 
from Egypt into Gaza. As a result, this 
bill requires the Secretary of State to 
certify that steps are being taken to 
address these issues before a portion of 
the military aid to Egypt can be re-
leased. 

Lastly, as you know, U.S. Govern-
ment assistance for family planning is 
prohibited for groups that provide, pro-
mote, refer or counsel on abortions. 
Groups that merely exercise their legal 
rights to advocate for policies such as 
the legalization of abortion are denied 
U.S. assistance. This bill provides an 
exemption to those restrictions simply 
for the provision of contraceptive com-
modities. Foreign family planning or-
ganizations, which have been denied 
USAID family planning funds, could re-
ceive contraceptives from USAID to 
help reduce unintended and high-risk 
pregnancies, abortions and the spread 
of HIV, as well as save the lives of 
mothers and infants. 

This provision does not amend any of 
the provisions in existing law that pro-
hibit assistance for abortions or other-
wise restrict family planning funds. 
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They’re all there; 10 of them are all 
there; and 5 for restricting family plan-
ning; 10 to be sure that there’s no 
money for abortion, and 5 to restrict 
family planning. All there. 

Mr. Chairman, this package of for-
eign assistance before you preserves 
our Nation’s interests, reflects the val-
ues and priorities of the American peo-
ple, and most importantly, helps to 
protect the security of Americans at 
home and abroad. It was developed in a 

bipartisan manner, and I expect it to 
have wide support as it passes the 
House. 

In closing, let me say again that it 
has been a pleasure working with 
Ranking Member WOLF and the minor-
ity staff, Christine Kojac, Rob Blair, 
Mike Ringler, Alice Hogans and Molly 
Miller. I would like to thank my vice 
chair, JESSE JACKSON, Jr. for his hard 
work on this bill. I greatly appreciate 
the outstanding work and support of 

Nisha Desai, Lucy Heenan, Craig Hig-
gins, Steve Marchese, Michele Sumilas, 
Mark Lopes and Celia Alvarado. 
They’re all competent, professional and 
really a joy to work with. The work we 
have accomplished together in this bill 
will help make America more secure 
and will improve the lives of millions 
throughout the world. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to sub-
mit this bill, and urge your favorable 
consideration. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1830 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Let me start by commending the 
chairwoman on putting together a 
thoughtful bill, her first as the chair-
woman of this new and important sub-
committee. I must also recognize the 
chairwoman’s continuation of this sub-
committee’s bipartisan tradition, as 
well as stating how much I appreciate 
the chairwoman’s willingness to listen 
to our concerns and accommodate 
them as much as possible. 

Overall, I think it is a very good bill, 
but I do have some concerns. 

First and foremost, I believe this bill 
sends a terrible message to the State 
Department’s officers and foreign serv-
ice nationals and our military fighting 
in Iraq. The report accompanying the 
bill clearly states that there is no fund-
ing provided for Iraq. I intend to offer 
an amendment to restore $158 million 
of the $391 million that the President 
requested. I believe that not providing 
the requested funding for counterter-
rorism and de-mining activities is 
shortsighted and potentially dan-
gerous. This program has trained more 
than 1,000 Iraqis in explosive detection 
and removal, therefore helping to pro-
tect the lives of our military and also 
improving public safety to reduce in-
surgent access to deadly munitions. 

No funds are provided to develop ef-
fective civilian law enforcement and 
anti-terrorism programs in Iraq, spe-
cifically to focus on strengthening ter-
rorist financing and money laundering. 

No funds are provided to continue 
English language training and profes-
sional training for military officers in 
the United States. This training fo-
cuses on international human rights, 
fostering respect for civilian control of 
the military and the rule of law. Such 
funding is crucial if public statements 
by Members about wanting Iraqis to be 
able to defend themselves are, in fact, 
accurate and not purely rhetorical. 

Also, this fits into the recommenda-
tions made by the Iraq Study Group, 
and when the resolution came up a 
while back that the other side had, I 
think 220-some Members said they sup-
ported the Iraq Study Group. 

Well, no funding is provided to help 
Iraq manage their national budget, a 
crucial step towards Iraq self-reliance. 
No funding is included to enable Iraq to 
stimulate local economies to counter 
the impact of the insurgents. Assist-
ance was requested and denied that 
would help Iraq create jobs in the agri-
culture sector and create food produc-
tion, thereby stimulating Iraq’s second 
largest economic sector after the oil 
area. These funds would directly weak-
en the insurgent base in rural areas, 
which we all on both sides want to do. 

Finally, no funding is included to 
help national reconciliation, political 
reform, and fair provincial elections in 
2008 and fair national elections in 2009. 
Additional funding was requested to 

develop the Iraqi criminal justice sys-
tem. These necessary funds would 
allow the Iraqi government to identify, 
bring to justice, and incarcerate insur-
gents and terrorists who are trying to 
destabilize the country. So, hopefully, 
we can adopt that amendment. 

The second issue of concern for me is 
there are new provisions regarding 
funding for family planning programs 
overseas. The President clearly stated 
in a May 3, 2007, letter to the Speaker 
of the House that he would veto any 
legislation that weakens current Fed-
eral policies and laws on abortion. As a 
result of these language changes alone, 
I believe the bill will now be vetoed, 
which is unfortunate because there are 
so many good things in the bill. 

Thirdly, the bill does not include any 
funding to support the recommenda-
tions by Commission for Assistance to 
a Free Cuba. The Castro regime is the 
only nondemocratically elected gov-
ernment in the Western Hemisphere. 
So now is the time to demonstrate a 
commitment to the future of freedom 
for Cuba and to fund the programs that 
will facilitate peaceful democratic 
transition. And, again, this has nothing 
to do with the whole trade issue that 
this place talks about or the whole 
travel issue. This is to help the demo-
cratic movement in Cuba. 

In conclusion, I believe this bill has 
the potential to do a lot of good, and I 
want to say that this bill will help save 
a lot of lives not only here but around 
the world. This is the work of the Lord. 
And I know Members are going to come 
down and are going to be against the 
bill. And I hope that we can change 
some of these things to prevent a veto, 
but this bill, eventually when it passes, 
assuming it will be vetoed, is really to 
feed the poor, the hungry, the naked, 
the sick. Almost a better title would be 
a Matthew 25 bill. So it has the poten-
tial to do a lot of good, and I hope to 
work with Chairwoman LOWEY to en-
sure the State Department has what it 
needs to do these things, the war on 
terror, to provide humanitarian assist-
ance to the most needy, and to improve 
human rights around the world. 

And Members on our side are offering 
amendments with regard to cutting. 
This is actually under the allocation 
with regard to the administration. 

I look forward to working with the 
chairwoman to resolve the differences. 

I also want to thank Nisha Desai, 
Craig Higgins, Steve Markes, Michel 
Sumilas, Celia, Rob, and also Christine, 
who were too embarrassed to put their 
names down. I wanted to put them 
down too. And I also want to thank the 
full committee staff on both sides, who 
have been very helpful. 

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

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to yield 3 minutes to our 
distinguished vice chairman, a very 
hardworking member of our sub-
committee, my partner in this effort, 
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

I rise to voice my strong support for 
H.R. 2764, The State, Foreign Oper-
ations and Related Programs Appro-
priations bill. I can think of few things 
we do on an annual basis that are more 
important and crucial to the success of 
U.S. foreign policy than passing this 
bill. 

I would be remiss if I did not begin 
my comments by thanking the chair-
woman, Congresswoman NITA LOWEY, 
the first woman to chair this sub-
committee and, in a very short time al-
ready, its most extraordinary chair-
man. I also want to thank Ranking 
Member WOLF and the majority and 
minority subcommittee staff for help-
ing to produce a great bill. 

Despite the fact that the allocation 
for this bill is $700 million below the 
President’s request, this is a well-writ-
ten, well-measured bill, taking into ac-
count the concerns of both the major-
ity and the minority. However, I am 
worried about the amendments I have 
seen that want to cut some of the vital 
programs in this bill in the name of fis-
cal discipline. 

I am worried, Mr. Chairman, because 
yesterday around the world nearly 
15,000 to 20,000 people died of extreme 
poverty. Today around the world 15,000 
to 20,000 people will die of extreme pov-
erty. Tomorrow around the world 15,000 
to 20,000 people will die of extreme pov-
erty. Extreme poverty like malnutri-
tion and disease are claiming tens of 
thousands of lives every day. 

This bill has a real opportunity to re-
verse these facts. Look at what has 
been done to date with our foreign aid 
bill. Smallpox eradication began in the 
1960s; control of river blindness in the 
1970s; increased child immunizations in 
the 1980s; initiatives to fight Guinea 
worm, trachoma, and leprosy in the 
1990s; and the effort to end polio in this 
decade. Measurable results produced 
with the dollars in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, let me point out some 
of the highlights of this measure. This 
bill before us today makes significant 
improvements in our aid package to 
Colombia, especially for Afro-Colom-
bians, by emphasizing alternative de-
velopment and rule of law, programs 
that work. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, provides in-
creases for both our multilateral and 
bilateral peacekeeping obligations. 
These funds will provide security for 
trouble spots like the Darfur region of 
Sudan and the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo. 

This bill provides increases for global 
health programs that fight the scourge 
of HIV, TB, and malaria. This bill pro-
vides increases for development assist-
ance programs. Some of these funds are 
educating children and providing clean 
drinking water and sanitation around 
the world. 

The increases in this bill are the 
least we can do. I don’t understand why 
some Members plan to offer amend-
ments that cut some of the increases in 
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key development programs, tearing 
apart the majority party as tax and 
spenders. Our former colleague from Il-
linois, my friend John Porter, used the 
term ‘‘noblesse oblige,’’ the belief that 
the wealthy and the privileged are 
obliged to help those who are less for-
tunate. In Luke chapter 12, verse 48, 
Jesus simply says, ‘‘To whom much is 
given, much is expected.’’ In Matthew 
chapter 6, verse 21, Jesus said, ‘‘For 
where your treasure is, there will your 
heart be also.’’ If this verse is true, 
what does it say about these amend-
ments that want to cut these crucial 
programs that are improving millions 
of lives around the world? I have a 
master’s degree in theology from the 
Chicago Theological Seminary, and I 
have read my Bible from cover to 
cover. And nowhere does it say, ‘‘only 
clothe the naked and feed the poor 
after you have cut taxes for very 
wealthy people.’’ 

In 1984, referring to Marxist-ruled 
Ethiopia, President Ronald Reagan 
said, ‘‘A hungry child knows no poli-
tics.’’ All he knows is that he is hun-
gry. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for H.R. 
2764, the State, Foreign Operations Ap-
propriations bill. I hope that Demo-
crats and Republicans will rally behind 
an extraordinary product created by 
the chairman of this committee, the 
ranking member of this committee, 
and the extraordinary Foreign Oper-
ations staff. 

Mr. WOLF. Before I yield to Mr. 
LEWIS, I want to comment on the gen-
tleman’s remarks. I wouldn’t question 
what his interpretation is, but in Luke 
it says ‘‘To whom much is given, much 
is required.’’ Some versions say ‘‘ex-
pected,’’ but it is actually a require-
ment, and we know a requirement in 
college, you have to do it to pass. So I 
think the authentic version says ‘‘To 
whom much is given, much is re-
quired.’’ But I see it makes the gentle-
man’s statement much more powerful, 
and I appreciate the reference. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the former chairman 
and the ranking member, who has been 
very generous and very interested in 
this subcommittee’s work, Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

Mr. WOLF and Madam Chairman, I 
can’t tell you how much I respect the 
work that the two of you have done to-
gether, and to join on the floor with 
my friend JESSIE JACKSON in expressing 
support for this bill, indeed, is a privi-
lege. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to rise 
today to support H.R. 2764, the State, 
Foreign Operations and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations bill for the fiscal 
year 2008. 

I want to express my appreciation for 
the work of Mrs. LOWEY as well as Mr. 
WOLF. They are a demonstration 
project of what we can do when we set 
partisanship aside and work together 
on behalf of really our responsibility to 
lead in this world. 

This bill is the primary legislative 
vehicle through which Congress re-
views the U.S. international affairs 
budget and influences our foreign pol-
icy. It provides a total of $34.243 billion 
including $10.76 billion for State De-
partment operations, international 
broadcasting, and related agencies, and 
$23.62 billion for foreign assistance pro-
grams. The total is $2.95 billion over 
last year’s level and $700 million less 
than the President’s request. 

This bill addresses critical issues 
such as the AIDS pandemic, Child Sur-
vival and Health programs, anti-nar-
cotics programs, and our efforts in the 
global war on terror. 

Mr. Chairman, it is important that 
we realize what a critical role this bill 
plays in the well-being of the world and 
the security of our Nation. The United 
States is the last remaining super-
power and the sole voice of freedom 
and democracy around the world. What 
we do in this bill saves the lives of 
countless numbers of people in nations 
that are less fortunate than ours. 
These funds stabilize fragile democ-
racies around the globe and help our al-
lies in the global war on terror. 

Now, I know most Members feel they 
weren’t elected to support inter-
national assistance programs. In fact, 
Mr. Chairman, I am sure there are 
many Members who feel that the 
United States should dramatically re-
duce the amount of money we spend 
around the world and focus our re-
sources on domestic priorities. This 
sort of isolationist point of view has no 
place in today’s shrinking world. One 
needs only to look to Europe as an ex-
ample of a once powerful and influen-
tial nation withdrew its resources from 
around the world and focused inward. 
What has since been termed as the 
‘‘French model’’ resulted in massive in-
flation, high unemployment rates with-
in the country, and severe internal cri-
ses. The United States should not fol-
low the ‘‘French model,’’ a misguided 
path that essentially has caused the 
French to disappear as a powerful force 
in the world. 

b 1845 

I remember as a young man attend-
ing UCLA I was fortunate to partici-
pate in a program that preceded the 
Peace Corps called Project India. As I 
joined other young students in trav-
eling to villages around a country 
where poverty and ever-present caste 
systems were always visible, I was 
struck by the importance that personal 
freedom and opportunity have on the 
human condition, especially if you had 
the good fortune of being born in the 
United States of America. 

Today, India has outlawed the caste 
system and is the largest democracy in 
the world, as well as our strong ally in 
the global war on terror. I am particu-
larly pleased that in any congressional 
district there are large numbers of my 
constituents who are actively involved, 
advocating for increases in our inter-
national assistance program. 

In recent meetings with the Results 
Group, with CARE, Bread for the World 
and others, I have noticed that more 
and more people are beginning to un-
derstand that they, too, have a role in 
our role for leadership in the world. 
Theirs are the voices from the grass 
roots, a perspective that we need as 
Americans to recognize that we must 
continue to lead in the world, for in-
deed, without our leadership, the poor 
of the world will suffer most. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to sup-
port this fabulous demonstration of 
work on both sides of the aisle to-
gether. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California, a valuable 
member of our subcommittee, who has 
focused his intellect on nuclear non-
proliferation, on counterterrorism and 
on demining and I look forward to 
working together for many years on 
this committee (Mr. SCHIFF). 

Mr. SCHIFF. I want to begin by com-
mending Chairwoman LOWEY for her 
extraordinary work on this bill and the 
really exemplary way that she has 
chaired this committee. I also want to 
commend our ranking member, Mr. 
WOLF. 

Our Chair and ranking member have 
crafted a bill that I think reflects the 
bipartisan approach to America’s en-
gagement in the world that we should 
have. It supports a view that I share 
that a healthier, better educated and 
more secure developing world means a 
safer world for America. 

After several years where diplomacy 
was marginalized and the men and 
women of the State Department were 
relegated to junior-partner status in 
the national security policymaking ap-
paratus, this committee is moving our 
policy towards a new primacy for diplo-
macy. 

This bill is important to our efforts 
to fight terrorism, foster peaceful di-
plomacy, and improve the quality of 
life for millions of the world’s most 
vulnerable citizens. 

The bill recognizes the inextricable 
ties between development and security. 
It is mindful of the fact that we are ul-
timately locked in a struggle for hearts 
and minds and that an excessive reli-
ance on military force as the primary 
lever of American policy can be coun-
terproductive, and that terrorists often 
seek to draw an American military re-
sponse and may be strengthened by it. 

I also want to point to two provisions 
that I think have broad implications 
for the global environment and the 
quest to stem the proliferation of small 
arms and light weapons. 

The bill supports innovative new ap-
proaches to fostering renewable energy 
that Steve Israel and I have advocated 
by including a provision to encourage 
the Export-Import Bank to seek out in-
vestments in renewable energy and 
other environmentally beneficial prod-
ucts. This initiative could result in an 
estimated $1 billion in additional green 
exports in 2008 and will encourage the 
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use of renewable energy worldwide 
while helping the U.S. producers of re-
newable energy and green products. 
This is a step forward in our competi-
tiveness and a step forward for the en-
vironment. 

The bill also includes language that 
supports the Small Arms/Light Weap-
ons destruction program, a State De-
partment initiative to destroy gre-
nades, guns and man-portable air de-
fense systems that might otherwise fall 
into hostile hands. By funding this im-
portant program, we have increased 
our commitment to countering the pro-
liferation of small arms and light 
weapons, weapons that could end up in 
the hands of terrorists, criminals and 
human rights-abusing governments 
around the world. 

I thank the chair and ranking mem-
ber for their extraordinary efforts. 

Mr. WOLF. I recognize the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. KNOLLENBERG) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. I thank the 
gentleman from Virginia for yielding. I 
appreciate the opportunity to speak 
this evening. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak to the 
importance of this bill and the many 
issues associated with U.S. foreign pol-
icy. 

As a member of the Foreign Oper-
ations Subcommittee for over 12 years, 
I commend first the new chairwoman, 
Mrs. LOWEY, as well as the new ranking 
member, Mr. WOLF, for putting to-
gether a good bill with the allocations 
that they received. But let me be clear. 
The chairwoman and the ranking mem-
ber have done a commendable job 
crafting our foreign assistance policies, 
and I support most of this bill. How-
ever, there are a few provisions that 
are in strong contrast to my views. 

First let me highlight the provisions 
I strongly support. The bill fully funds 
the administration’s request for Israel 
and Egypt. Ten years ago, the U.S. en-
tered into a proportional agreement 
with the two countries. This bill marks 
the last year of this agreement. I am 
pleased that Congress has met its obli-
gations to these two important allies 
in the Middle East. 

The committee has also fully funded 
the Refugee Resettlement Program in 
Israel at $40 million. And further, this 
legislation almost doubles the Presi-
dent’s request for Armenia. This fund-
ing is absolutely crucial as Armenia is 
still dealing with an illegal blockade 
by its neighbors, Turkey and Azer-
baijan. Armenia’s economy has suf-
fered, but U.S. assistance has helped 
stymie the economic detriment of 
these blockades. 

The administration continues to 
deny Armenia adequate economic sup-
port in their request, and I commend 
the chairwoman again for seeing the 
importance of our ally, Armenia, and 
increasing economic funding for the 
country. Chairwoman LOWEY has also 
continued military parity between Ar-
menia and Azerbaijan, which sends a 
strong signal that the United States 

does not condone Azerbaijan’s military 
threats towards Armenia. 

Now, there are also a number of pro-
visions and funding levels within this 
bill that trouble me. First among them 
is funding for the Millenium Challenge 
Account. 

In 2004, Congress authorized a new 
and innovative program which fun-
damentally changed the way we view 
foreign assistance. The MCA provides 
assistance to developing nations that 
are pursuing political and economic re-
forms. Their motto, ‘‘reducing poverty 
through growth’’ speaks to the validity 
of the program. The MCA specifically 
awards compacts to countries that 
have shown improvement in elimi-
nating corruption and investing in peo-
ple and ruling justly, and fostering en-
terprise and entrepreneurship. 

Before entering into a compact, the 
MCA and the eligible country work to-
gether to draft the parameters of the 
compact. Each compact is different be-
cause the needs of individual countries 
are different. For instance, the MCA 
and Armenia signed a compact that fo-
cuses on rural development and Arme-
nia’s agricultural industry. 

What this program also does is to en-
sure that U.S. taxpayer dollars are not 
wasted. Eligible countries are held ac-
countable for how the money is spent 
as well as how their government is per-
forming. I strongly believe that this 
program is the future of U.S. foreign 
assistance, where accountability and 
results are the top priorities. 

This bill, however, underfunds the 
MCA by $1.2 billion. While I understand 
the subcommittee made every effort to 
accommodate funding given its alloca-
tion, funding the MCA at only $1.8 bil-
lion for fiscal year 2008 will stop the 
program in its tracks and slow the 
process of signing compacts with eligi-
ble countries. 

Last year during the debate on the 
fiscal year 2007 Foreign Operations bill, 
the House approved $2 billion for the 
MCA. Now, a year later, the new ma-
jority has cut the MCA below the 
President’s request and below the 
House-passed level for fiscal year 2007. 
This is no way to grow a program. 

Mr. Chairman, during the full com-
mittee markup of the bill, the chair-
woman expressed her support for the 
MCA and her willingness to work with 
me to find more funding for the MCA 
through the process. I very much ap-
preciate her support and look forward 
to continuing to work with her on what 
I believe is a very, very important 
issue. 

Lastly, Mr. Chairman, there are pro-
visions within this bill that go against 
the fundamental value of life. The 
United States has a long history of 
supporting nongovernmental organiza-
tions and other groups that support ab-
stinence and prevention but do not pro-
mote abortion. Current policy is fair 
and balanced and has worked for years. 
However, this bill, I believe, goes 
against the will of the U.S. citizens and 
allows NGOs that promote abortion to 

receive U.S. Federal assistance. I un-
derstand there are going to be amend-
ments to strike these provisions within 
this bill, and I intend to support these 
amendments. And although there are 
many things I support in this bill, if 
those amendments fail, I cannot sup-
port final passage. 

I would hope the majority would 
work with the President and the mi-
nority to ensure that core American 
values are upheld as the bill moves for-
ward. 

Mrs. LOWEY. I am very pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to a new member of the 
committee, a valuable addition, an ex-
pert on Africa and HIV/AIDS, Ms. LEE 
of California. 

Ms. LEE. I thank the gentlelady for 
yielding. But also let me just commend 
you, Chairman LOWEY, for your bril-
liance, your leadership and your hard 
work in crafting this very good bipar-
tisan bill. It is an honor to serve with 
you and our ranking member (Mr. 
WOLF) on the committee because I see 
how you two work together to make 
this a bill that we can all support. 

Let me just highlight three provi-
sions of this bill. First, I’m pleased 
that it includes $949 million for human-
itarian assistance in the Sudan. Of 
this, $210 million is specifically de-
signed to help the victims of the geno-
cide in Darfur. Having traveled there 
three times, I have seen the plight of 
the Darfurian people firsthand. This 
bill will help the United Nations and 
the African Union to bring food, clean 
water, security, and other basic hu-
manitarian assistance. It also urges 
our good friend and ally, Egypt, to do 
more to help the genocide. 

Secondly, I am pleased that this bill 
includes nearly $5.1 billion to fight the 
global AIDS pandemic, including $550 
million for the Global Fund to Fight 
AIDS, TB and Malaria. 

In 25 years, HIV and AIDS has in-
fected nearly 70 million people 
throughout the world and has killed 
more than 25 million. We have made 
significant steps in the last few years, 
and this increase reaffirms our com-
mitment to stop the spread of this 
dreadful disease. 

As the bill moves ahead, however, I 
hope we can go even further. As the 
New York Times pointed out in a re-
cent editorial on Monday, we must try 
to provide $1.3 billion to the global 
fund this year and help put the world 
on course to universal access to AIDS 
treatment by 2010. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to insert 
the New York Times editorial into the 
RECORD. 

[From the New York Times, June 18, 2007] 
TWO CHEERS ON GLOBAL AIDS 

Now that the Group of 8 industrialized na-
tions has pledged to commit $60 billion to 
combat AIDS and other diseases around the 
world in coming years—a substantial sum by 
any reckoning—Congress and other national 
legislatures ought to look hard for addi-
tional funds to close a looming gap between 
the funds committed and the needs of des-
perate patients. 

The advanced nations—both the G–8 coun-
tries and other donor nations—have greatly 
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increased their funding for AIDS programs in 
recent years in belated recognition that the 
epidemic threatens to destroy not just its 
victims, but also the social and economic 
fabric of many countries in sub-Saharan Af-
rica. We are pleased that President Bush has 
proposed spending some $30 billion to combat 
AIDS abroad over a five-year period, from 
2009 to 2013, but in truth that represents only 
a modest increase from the spending trajec-
tory we were already on. At its recent sum-
mit meeting, the Group of 8 pledged to com-
mit $60 billion to fight AIDS, tuberculosis 
and malaria ‘‘over the coming years,’’ in-
cluding the American contribution. 

Yet even these pledges will not be enough 
to keep up with the devastating epidemics. 
Tens of billions of dollars more will be need-
ed to provide treatment, care and preventive 
services for AIDS alone over the next five 
years. 

Although the Group of 8 pledges are wel-
come, they actually represent a retreat from 
previous goals. In 2005, at its meeting in 
Gleneagles, Scotland, the group pledged to 
provide ‘‘as close as possible to universal ac-
cess to treatment’’ for all people suffering 
from AIDS by 2010. That should mean at 
least 10 million people in treatment by then, 
judging from estimates by United Nations 
AIDS experts. Yet at the recent meeting, the 
G–8 said it was aiming to treat only some 
five million patients in Africa by an unspec-
ified date. That sounds like consigning mil-
lions of untreated people to death and dis-
ability. 

To its credit, the United States has been 
by far the largest AIDS donor in recent 
years, providing almost half of the funding 
commitments made by donor governments. 
But when measured against the size of the 
national economy, the American donations 
rank only fifth. There is room to do more. 

As Congress wrestles with the fiscal 2008 
appropriations bills this year, it ought to 
provide the full $1.3 billion being sought by 
Congressional health advocates as the Amer-
ican contribution to a global fund to combat 
the three diseases—not just $300 mlilion as 
proposed by the administration or the $850 
million approved by the House Appropria-
tions Committee. Congress should also set 
the nation—and by its example, the world— 
on course toward universal access to AIDS 
treatment by 2010. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, also takes 
steps to recognize the importance of 
our Caribbean neighbors by urging the 
State Department to promote profes-
sional and scholastic exchanges within 
the region. This is a significant way to 
welcome the heads of the Caribbean 
countries, CARICOM, as they convene 
in Washington, D.C. this week to con-
sider our common future as neighbors. 
This is a region which has been, for the 
most part, neglected and ignored. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, let me just 
say that this bill provides the correct 
path to global peace and security, and 
does take care of and address the least 
of these. However, I only wish the 
amount in this bill was more than just 
the 1 percent of the Federal budget, 
which is what this is. This is a $34 bil-
lion bill, but I wish, Mr. Chairman, 
that it was $340 billion. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I recognize 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KIRK. I want to thank Mr. WOLF 
and our chairwoman for building a bi-
partisan bill that I think we all should 
support. 

This legislation funds critical pro-
grams that advance our values over-
seas, it supports key allies of the 
United States, and it meets many of 
the humanitarian aspirations of the 
American people to do our part to re-
lieve human suffering. 

As a staffer, I helped found the global 
program on AIDS in 1985, and in this 
bill we have record funding to accom-
plish a great humanitarian mission of 
fighting the HIV/AIDS pandemic. 

In this legislation, we support our 
best ally in the Middle East, Israel, 
now caught between two satellites of 
Iran: Hezbollah in Lebanon and Hamas 
in Gaza. In this bill, I helped sponsor 
language that increased the audit re-
sponsibilities over UNRWA programs 
in the West Bank and Gaza, a $2 mil-
lion audit especially to look at inci-
dents in which an al Qaeda cell was al-
lowed to form in a UNRWA camp now 
bedeviling the Government of Lebanon, 
and where we saw Gaza Islamic Univer-
sity, a U.S.-funded foreign assistance 
recipient who is running in its chem-
istry lab a cell of Iranian military offi-
cers training students in the chemistry 
of making suicide bombs. 

In this bill, I also helped fund in-
creasing assistance in the Frontier Au-
tonomous Tribal area of Pakistan. This 
is a program of almost theologic im-
portance to the people of the United 
States because it is in north and south 
Waziristan and surrounding areas, that 
we think the world’s most wanted man, 
Osama bin Laden, is hiding. And with 
this $20 million assistance package, we 
will bring new links and new friends in 
this region to help complete the arrest 
and bringing to justice of Ayman Al- 
Zawahiri and Osama bin Laden for the 
murder of 3,000 Americans. 

In this bill we also preserved new 
funding in fiscal year 2007 to help 
Christian communities in Iraq. There 
are still 600,000 Christians in Iraq, now 
concentrating in the Nineveh plain. 

b 1900 
The $10 million designation we do 

there is a great help to these commu-
nities. 

This bill makes a major forward step 
also in supporting a new democracy 
program for Syria, that one day that 
murderous and pernicious dictatorship 
may one day be replaced; and also 
backing women’s rights programs in 
Iran, another country in need of a seri-
ous democracy make-over. 

Lastly, this bill continues funding for 
Radio Free Asia and a voice supporting 
Western values, democracy, and human 
rights in a critical part of the world. 

Before I was elected to Congress, I 
was a staff member with this sub-
committee. I want to thank Christine 
Kojac and Rob Blair, Mike Ringler and 
Nisha Desai, Clelia Alvarado, Steve 
Marchese, Craig Higgins and Michele 
Sumilas, Mark Lopes, Lucy Heenan, 
Molly Miller, and my staff member, 
Richard Goldberg, for their work on 
this legislation. 

In sum, this appropriations bill is bi-
partisan. It is supporting the interests 

of the United States, and it is strongly 
backed by our allies. It makes peace 
more likely and achieves important 
humanitarian goals of the United 
States. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to yield 3 minutes to my 
good friend and colleague from New 
York, another new member of the sub-
committee, who has had a particular 
interest and has great knowledge in 
the environment and made a major 
contribution to this bill in encouraging 
Ex-Im to focus on supporting projects 
that will contribute to the environ-
ment. 

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my distinguished chairwoman and my 
wonderful partner in the New York del-
egation for her wonderful leadership. I 
want to thank the ranking member, 
Mr. WOLF, for producing a bill that 
says to adversaries and allies alike 
that politics can stop at the water’s 
edge here in the United States Con-
gress, that when it comes to foreign 
policy, Republicans and Democrats 
work together and strive to work to-
gether because we understand that a 
strong, muscular, fair foreign policy is 
in the best national security interests 
of our country, that where we can 
produce and facilitate stability and the 
conditions of peace, that we won’t have 
to exert military force. 

I want to thank the chairwoman and 
the ranking member for supporting 
three very specific provisions that I 
sought. One the chairwoman had men-
tioned, and that is asking the Export- 
Import Bank to dedicate part of their 
export authority to green exports, to 
renewable energy investments. 

The Ex-Im Bank has supported $400 
billion of U.S. exports in the past 70 
years. That is job creation here in the 
United States. It is the formation of 
capital that supports businesses right 
here. I support the Ex-Im Bank. But we 
are hoping that they will focus on new 
efforts to create green jobs, green man-
ufacturing jobs to reduce global warm-
ing, which is a national security issue. 
And the provision that Congressman 
SCHIFF and I requested would require 
the Ex-Im Bank to dedicate some of its 
export authority to those green tech-
nologies and could result in an esti-
mated $1 billion in additional exports 
in 2008, encouraging the use of renew-
able energy worldwide. 

The second provision that I am very 
proud of concerns Libya and the bomb-
ing of Pan Am Flight 103. It is a matter 
of fact that in 1988 Libyan-backed ter-
rorists killed 270 people, including 189 
Americans, by bombing Pan Am Flight 
103. They made an agreement. They 
agreed to a settlement that would pro-
vide payment to those families. That 
settlement, those promises have not 
been kept. I am very proud of language 
that we added that says that the gov-
ernment of Libya, if it wants to be part 
of the international community, if 
Libya wants to be part of the commu-
nity of nations, they need to keep their 
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promises, and funds for diplomatic re-
lations to Libya will not be expended 
unless those promises are kept. 

Kara Weipz, as the President of Vic-
tims of Pan Am Fight 103, said that 
they are deeply encouraged by this im-
portant step by Congress to hold Libya 
accountable before it is rewarded with 
diplomatic relations, and that this set-
tlement represents a promise to the 
families, an acknowledgement of the 
victims, and some form of punishment 
to the perpetrators. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank the chairwoman and ranking 
member for their steadfast support 
against the genocide in Darfur. As we 
debate this bill tonight and tomorrow, 
a genocide is being perpetrated in our 
midst. We have said to other genocides, 
never again. This bill turns that state-
ment into action. 

I want to thank the gentlewoman 
and the gentleman for their commit-
ment to make sure that never again 
means never again. 

Mr. WOLF. I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON). 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to commend 
Chairwoman LOWEY for working dili-
gently on this bill. She has produced a 
fairly good product here, and I want to 
commend her more for working with 
Mr. WOLF and myself to address many 
of our concerns. 

She has produced a bill that is good 
in many respects. I appreciate the ef-
forts as well of the staff that have 
worked very hard on this bill. A great 
example of working together is what 
my colleague from New York, Mr. 
ISRAEL, was talking about in dealing 
with Darfur. I want to commend Mr. 
WOLF for his passion on that issue and 
his passion for the issue of human 
rights throughout the globe. I also 
want to commend Ranking Member 
WOLF and Chairwoman LOWEY for their 
work on Colombia, and I am very 
pleased with the final product that 
they have there. 

I am also very pleased that we have 
included language dealing with better 
accountability for the Global Fund to 
provide greater transparency. I com-
mend Chairwoman LOWEY for including 
the language that I introduced, the 
amendment, to get a better under-
standing of why the participation of 
faith-based organizations in the Global 
Fund appears to be significantly under-
represented. Numerous faith-based 
groups have been on the ground pro-
viding health care in many of those 
these countries for decades. In recent 
decades they have been on the 
frontlines in fighting against the 
spread of AIDS. 

I saw the critical role that many of 
those faith-based groups provided first-
hand when I visited Africa twice in re-
cent years. I can tell you what part of 
the problem is, and it is really spelled 
out very nicely, and I will include for 
the RECORD this brief 3-page article 

from Catholic News Services, ‘‘African 
Churches Find Global Fund Money 
Fairly Inaccessible.’’ 

Basically, what I feel is going on here 
with those faith-based groups is rel-
atively simple. They are small. They 
are out there. They are going into 
these villages on foot and on mopeds. 
They don’t have the ability to apply 
for grants with multi-billion dollar or-
ganizations in Geneva. It is going to re-
quire the Global Fund to reach into 
these countries, identify the groups, 
the church groups, the faith-based 
groups, that are doing the work. Fre-
quently, they are on the pointy end of 
the spear. So I commend the gentle-
woman for that language. 

I know there are a few issues that we 
disagree on. The Mexico City policy 
language, we will have amendments to 
address that. Certainly, I understand 
that the gentlewoman has tried to 
reach out on this issue. 

For me personally, the issue is an or-
ganization that is not only maybe pro-
viding abortion but as well is actually 
actively lobbying to overturn pro-life 
laws in many of those countries. We 
should not be supporting them even in-
directly. 

Finally, let me just close on the 
PEPFAR language. I played a role in 
getting the President’s plan through 
the Congress, the authorizing language 
and the appropriations language. To 
me one of the most important things 
was the requirement that a portion, ac-
tually a small portion, I think it is 20, 
25 percent of the preventive dollars go 
to abstinence education and abstinence 
training. 

I want to make it very clear to my 
colleagues the reason why I felt so 
strongly about that and why I feel that 
we should continue the requirement 
that abstinence education be included 
in the preventive dollars is my experi-
ence in going into Uganda. Uganda low-
ered its AIDS incidence from 18 percent 
to 6 percent, a two-thirds reduction in 
AIDS. 

The Global Fund didn’t exist. 
PEPFAR did not exist when they did 
this. They did not do this through dis-
tributing condoms and comprehensive 
sex education. They did it through 
what they called ABC, abstinence be-
fore marriage, be faithful in marriage. 
We all know, you can’t expect every-
body to comply. But what is amazing 
to me is when you educate people on 
this thousands of people comply. 

I just want to share with my col-
leagues that I had a meeting just 2 
weeks ago with a Parliamentarian 
from Uganda who was an epidemiolo-
gist and a physician who was there 
from the ground up, and he verified 
just what I said, that people responded 
to the message. 

Let me just finish up on that. Last 
July, southern African AIDS experts 
met and they officially listed ‘‘reduc-
ing multiple and concurrent partner-
ships’’ as their number one priority for 
the prevention of spreading HIV. It was 
not distributing condoms and com-

prehensive sex education, it was reduc-
ing concurrent and multiple partner-
ships. That is what this is really all 
about. 

Let me just close and again commend 
the gentlewoman for a bill that has a 
lot of good in it. I am focusing on some 
of the things I disagree with. But for 
everything I disagree with, there are 10 
to 20 different things that are good in 
it. 

The spending level, I am very con-
cerned that the President may veto 
this bill. I know there are a lot of 
worthwhile programs covered in the 
spending. I certainly would like to see 
us get a bill enacted into law. I think 
that would be to the credit of the 
chairwoman and the ranking member, 
the good gentleman from Virginia. 

[From the Catholic News Service] 
AFRICAN CHURCHES FIND GLOBAL FUND 

MONEY FAIRLY INACCESSIBLE 
(By Michael Swan) 

NAIROBI, KENYA (CNS)—In Kenya churches 
provide about 40 percent of all health care in 
remote and impoverished areas with no gov-
ernment services, but for their AIDS pro-
grams, churches receive no money from The 
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis 
and Malaria. 

‘‘Since the inception of the Global Fund, 
the Kenyan bishops’ conference has not 
accessed any direct funding from the Global 
Fund, even after applying to all the rounds,’’ 
said Titus Munene, an HIV/AIDS program co-
ordinator for the Kenyan bishops’ con-
ference. 

‘‘It isn’t rocket science to say if 40 percent 
of the health care is in the church system in 
Kenya, you would think a good portion of 
(Global Fund money) is going to go to our 
operational system. But unfortunately, it 
isn’t that way,’’ said Maryknoll Father Ed 
Phillips, who runs seven community-based 
health care clinics. 

The Geneva-based Global Fund, established 
in 2002, is a partnership among governments, 
civil society, the private sector and affected 
communities. 

The Catholic Church alone provides more 
than 25 percent of all AIDS care in the world, 
according to Caritas Internationalis, the 
Catholic aid network. All faith-based organi-
zations combined have received just 6 per-
cent of the Global Fund’s money since the 
first disbursements in 2002. 

The Southern African Catholic Bishops’ 
Conference, which represents South Africa, 
Botswana and Swaziland, has almost stopped 
applying for Global Fund money. 

More than 18 percent of adult South Afri-
cans are HIV-positive, and the church is the 
largest health care provider after the govern-
ment. But church bodies have been unable to 
access Global Fund money either directly or 
through the South African National AIDS 
Council, which coordinates South African 
applications to the Global Fund. 

‘‘I have sat on SANAC, the South African 
National AIDS Council, which is also the 
CCM (country coordinating mechanism) for 
the Global Fund. It has not been a helpful 
process,’’ Dominican Sister Alison Munro 
said in an e-mail from Pretoria, South Afri-
ca. 

‘‘The Global Fund process is too large and 
too cumbersome for the churches,’’ said Sis-
ter Alison. ‘‘If they (the churches) could 
apply directly to the Global Fund, some 
would. They can’t because of the procedures. 
. . . The work involved is too much for any 
church group other than a national structure 
or a group with lots of capacity.’’ 
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While many nongovernmental organiza-

tions employ grant application experts, 
church-based agencies have tended to regard 
such functions as wasteful of donor money. 

Munene said when the churches do not get 
Global Fund money it weakens the fight 
against AIDS among some of the poorest Af-
ricans. A lack of international and Kenyan- 
government funding has forced mission hos-
pitals, clinics and dispensaries to charge 
some of the poorest people in Kenya for 
AIDS treatment and services, while rel-
atively well-off people in the cities are ac-
cessing free services. 

Munene said when church agencies charge 
for health care it ‘‘means some of the poor 
cannot access services, since there are no 
government facilities in those rural areas.’’ 

The 6 percent of Global Fund money going 
to faith-based organizations translates into 
$325 million spread over five years in dozens 
of countries. The Global Fund recognizes the 
number is too low, said spokesman Oliver 
Sabot. 

‘‘Given the essential role that they play in 
health care in many countries, particularly 
in Africa, we would like to see the amount of 
funding to FBOs (faith-based organizations) 
increase,’’ Sabot said. 

Part of the problem has been that churches 
have not done enough to fulfill conditions 
that might be expected from major inter-
national funders, such as making detailed 
applications for funding and monitoring ex-
penditures to the satisfaction of donors, said 
Father Robert Vitillo of Caritas 
Internationalis, the Vatican’s most promi-
nent adviser on HIV/AIDS policy. 

‘‘Each of these funding mechanisms comes 
with its own set of challenges for (faith- 
based organizations), which are more expert 
in providing support, care, treatment and 
prevention education than in completing 
such complicated funding applications and 
then in monitoring and reporting on the 
funds received,’’ said Father Vitillo. 

Even if it is a lot of red tape, church orga-
nizations have to be willing to fight through 
it in order to continue delivering effective 
AIDS prevention and care, said Father Phil-
lips. But the Global Fund also has a respon-
sibility to help churches through the red 
tape, he said. 

‘‘The churches have to get more 
proactive,’’ said Father Phillips. Sabot said 
the Global Fund has taken steps to ensure 
that faith-based organizations are able to 
apply for money. But by relying on coun-
tries’ coordinating agencies or mechanisms, 
the Global Fund has become subject to the 
politics of Africa. 

‘‘This hands-off approach does mean that 
bias at the country level is sometimes re-
flected,’’ said Sabot. He said sometimes 
faith-based groups are excluded from country 
proposals ‘‘either because of deliberate ef-
forts by the government or other groups, or 
simply because they are less experienced 
with applying for international aid funding, 
and not enough outreach and support was 
provided to them’’ by country coordinating 
agencies. 

‘‘We have taken steps to help correct both 
these problems, but there is still more to be 
done,’’ Sabot said. 

Father Phillips said more than bureau-
cratic bias is involved in shutting churches 
out of national applications to the Global 
Fund. 

‘‘The church was considered in some of 
these countries to be the opposition to the 
government,’’ he said. ‘‘Naturally, if they 
are considered to be opposition, well, they’re 
(government mechanisms) going to make 
sure they’re not going to target a lot of 
money’’ for the church. 

Father Phillips said African bishops must 
get tough and vocal about demanding that 

they be represented fairly in national appli-
cations to the Global Fund, but Munene said 
the churches may be talking to a brick wall 
when they demand fair representation. 

‘‘The Kenyan bishops have made frantic ef-
forts to meet the minister of health on sev-
eral occasions, and even his excellency, the 
president. And promises were given, but to 
date the pledges have not been fulfilled,’’ 
Munene said. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR), a valuable member 
of the full committee, an alumnus of 
the Peace Corps and an advocate for so 
many parts of this bill. He was a real 
partner in helping us craft this great 
bill. 

Mr. FARR. Thank you, Madam 
Chairman, for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port and with a congratulatory note to 
Chairwoman NITA LOWEY for her bold 
leadership on this bill, and also to the 
ranking member, FRANK WOLf. 

I am particularly proud of the fact 
that the committee, for the first time 
in many, many years, fully funded the 
Peace Corps. As a returned Peace Corps 
volunteer, a volunteer that served in 
Colombia, I am also a strong supporter 
of that country and the programs we 
are doing there. I want to thank the 
committee for rebalancing the United 
States-Colombia policy in the Andean 
Initiative. 

I believe Colombia is a country of 
enormous potential. But Colombia’s 
full potential as a democratic nation is 
not being realized because of its coca 
production. The Colombia that I know 
and loved as a Peace Corps volunteer is 
often not seen through the debate of 
the coca problems. 

Eighty percent of the U.S. assistance 
has been allocated on military assist-
ance and aerial fumigation, yet 80 per-
cent of rural Colombians still live 
below the poverty line. Let me say that 
again. Eighty percent of the rural Co-
lombians still live below the poverty 
line. 

Tragically, after 7 years and $4 bil-
lion-plus in U.S. assistance, it is over-
whelmingly apparent that we must 
change our course in this country. 
Imagine if 80 percent of rural Ameri-
cans lived below the poverty line. 
There would be riots in the streets, and 
every farmer would be growing coca in 
their backyards to feed their families. 

Folks, we need to wake up and smell 
the coffee, preferably Colombian coffee. 
It is the poverty in Colombia that 
breeds the problems. Coca is a symp-
tom. 

The bill realigns Colombia-U.S. as-
sistance so that 45 percent is allocated 
to economic and alternative develop-
ment, which enables campesinos to 
grow crops like coffee, tropical fruits 
and chocolate that command better 
market prices so they can feed their 
families. 

Why does this matter to you? Be-
cause stemming Colombia coca produc-
tion stops the flow of drugs to Main 
Street USA. 

Yesterday in El Tiempo, a Colombian 
newspaper equivalent to the New York 
Times, in an editorial stated ‘‘Alter-
native development should stop being a 
little sister charity case to the anti-
drug strategy, and a substantial part of 
the assistance should go to rural devel-
opment.’’ This committee does that, 
and I commend them. 

I hope soon that the State Depart-
ment will comply with U.S. policy and 
force contractors to reach benchmarks 
when they must transfer their counter-
narcotic programs to Colombians to 
run. 

I must urge my colleagues to support 
the Foreign Operations bill. Help Co-
lombia realize its potential to elimi-
nate the root causes of the culture of 
poverty. Support these increased funds 
for economic and alternative develop-
ment. 

b 1915 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I want 

to thank Mr. WOLF, my ranking mem-
ber, again. I do believe that we have 
created a good, strong bipartisan bill. I 
appreciated the comments on both 
sides of the aisle. Although there may 
be some differences, I know that when 
the amendments are presented, these 
differences will be apparent. 

I do hope in the final analysis, as a 
result again of both Republican and 
Democratic members of the com-
mittee, this bill passes. This is a good, 
strong bill, and it is so needed by the 
people of this world. I know that both 
my ranking member and all the mem-
bers of the committee and myself un-
derstand the important responsibility 
we have in this committee, and I look 
forward to passing this bill tomorrow 
with a good, strong vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. 
CLARKE) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2764) making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign oper-
ations, and related programs for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2771, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2007 
Ms. SUTTON, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–201) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 502) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2771) making appropria-
tions for the Legislative Branch for the 
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

RENAMING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
THE NAVY 

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. 
Madam Speaker, as of today, H.R. 346, 
my legislation to redesignate the De-
partment of the Navy as the Depart-
ment of the Navy and Marine Corps has 
60 cosponsors. Although the language 
of this bill has already been passed by 
the full House last month as part of the 
Defense authorization bill, I want to 
encourage my colleagues on the floor 
of the House to join in cosponsoring 
this legislation. When the 2008 National 
Defense Authorization Act goes to con-
ference in the fall, a large number of 
cosponsors of H.R. 346 will show the 
Senate the House strongly supports 
this change in name. 

This is the sixth year in a row that 
the House has voted to support this 
change. This year, I hope the Senate 
will support the House position and 
join in bringing the proper respect to 
the fighting team of the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps. I am thankful to the Senate 
Armed Services Committee chairman, 
Carl Levin, who has said publicly that 
he will ‘‘keep an open mind’’ on this 
issue. 

Changing the name of the Depart-
ment of the Navy to the Department of 
the Navy and Marine Corps is a sym-
bolic gesture, but it is important to the 
team. This change is about recognizing 
the true meaning of the department. 
The Marines do not serve beneath the 
Navy. They are co-equal partners. 

Madam Speaker, there is no cost to 
this change. It is the right thing to do 
for the Marine Corps and the Navy. 
This legislation has received the sup-
port of numerous military leaders in 
both the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, let me quote the 
Honorable Wade Sanders, Deputy As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy for Re-
serve Affairs during the years of 1993 
and 1998, who voiced his support for the 
change. I quote the Honorable Wade 
Sanders: ‘‘As a combat veteran and for-
mal Naval officer, I understand the im-
portance of the team dynamic and the 
importance of recognizing the con-
tributions of team components. The 
Navy and Marine Corps team is just 
that, a dynamic partnership, and it is 
important to symbolically recognize 
the balance of that partnership.’’ 

I further would like to quote General 
Carl Mundy, the 30th Commandant of 
the Marine Corps. He stated, ‘‘I believe 
the changes you propose will do much 
to clarify the relationship, responsi-
bility and functions of the appointed 
civilian authority over the United 
States naval services. I believe that 
any Secretary, present, past, or future, 
will be proud to bear the title ‘Marine,’ 
as well as ‘Navy.’ ’’ 

Madam Speaker, I have beside me, 
and I would read very carefully, ‘‘The 
President of the United States takes 
pleasure in presenting this Silver Star 
posthumously to Sergeant Michael 
Bitz, United States Marine Corps.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the reason this is 
important, this Marine gave his life for 
his country. He left a wife and three 
children, twins hat he never saw that 
were born after he was deployed to 
Iraq. And yet, as you can see in these 
orders for the Silver Star, there is the 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, 
D.C., and the zip code and Navy flag. 
There is nothing in the heading that 
says ‘‘Marine.’’ 

Madam Speaker, what this bill will 
do, if the President should sign it, is to 
say that this Marine who died for this 
country, that the orders for the Silver 
Star clearly state the team’s name. 
The name of the team is the Depart-
ment of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

But what the heading would say in 
this order for the Silver Star is the 
Secretary of the Navy and Marine 
Corps, Washington, D.C., with the flag 
of the Marine Corps and the flag of the 
Navy. 

Madam Speaker, I hope that my col-
leagues in the House this year will join 
me, and let’s get over 150, maybe 200 of 
my colleagues in both parties, to sign 
this legislation so we can say to the 
Senate in the fall of this year, it is 
time that the Marine Corps be recog-
nized as an equal to the Navy. They 
both are equal in the services, and it is 
time that the Department of the Navy 
carry the name Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, I ask God to please 
bless our men and women in uniform, 
and may God continue to bless Amer-
ica. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WATERS addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO W. HORACE 
CARTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. MCIN-
TYRE) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Madam Speaker, on 
April 15, 1947, Jackie Robinson took 
the field as a member of the Brooklyn 
Dodgers baseball team and broke the 
color barrier as the first African Amer-

ican to play in the major leagues. His 
courage, determination and integrity 
have served as an inspiration to gen-
erations, and opened the door to thou-
sands to play our national pastime. 
Rightly, our Nation stopped recently 
to celebrate the 60th anniversary of 
this historic milestone. 

However, as many of us know, the 
practice of discrimination and racism 
continued for many years, unfortu-
nately, even after Mr. Robinson’s his-
toric first game. Indeed, there were 
other courageous individuals who 
joined in the fight for equality and jus-
tice for all. 

One such man was W. Horace Carter 
of Tabor City, North Carolina. On a 
July night in 1950, thick with the heat 
and humidity of the deep south, Horace 
Carter watched as Ku Klux Klansmen 
made their violent way through his 
hometown of Tabor City, North Caro-
lina. One hundred Klansmen in 29 cars 
robbed and terrorized this small com-
munity of farmers and merchants with 
threats and racism. 

Although just 29 years old at the 
time and the new publisher, editor and 
newsman for the Tabor City Tribune, 
Mr. Carter knew this was his moment 
of decision. He wrote, ‘‘I searched my 
soul that evening and on into the next 
week. Was it worth sacrificing our hap-
piness, shattering the tranquil life of 
running a little newspaper in a small 
town, taking part in Red Cross drives, 
church covered-dish suppers and an-
nual yam festival promotion, just be-
cause I believed in a principle? Was it 
worth the risk that the print shop 
might be burned, our home dynamited? 
I could be dragged from our house with 
the frantic screams of my family ring-
ing in my ears. I might suffer a brutal 
lashing by a band of masked hoodlums 
or even death if I dared to oppose them. 
Is it the time to stand up for prin-
ciples, even before I am fully aware of 
what this Klan proposes,’’ he wrote. 

‘‘I didn’t want to sound pious or self- 
righteous,’’ he said, ‘‘but I reasoned 
that if I were ever to campaign against 
this Klan reorganization, I should do it 
from its inception. That was now. I sat 
down at my used $15 Royal typewriter 
with my experienced hunt-and-peck 
typing skill and I wrote an editorial.’’ 

Thus began a 3-year crusade Horace 
Carter took against the Klan in the 
editorial pages of this small, south-
eastern North Carolina newspaper. Mr. 
Carter’s courage, determination and 
words helped in the convictions and 
prison time for Ku Klux Klansmen. 
From his doing the right thing, Mr. 
Carter catapulted the Tabor City Trib-
une into national prominence, which 
received the Pulitzer Prize for Meri-
torious Community Service, the most 
prestigious of the Pulitzers. 

Madam Speaker, Jackie Robinson 
once said, ‘‘A life is not important ex-
cept in the impact it has on others’ 
lives.’’ 

Well, Mr. Carter’s life has continued 
to be one of honor, leadership and serv-
ice. And although Mr. Robinson didn’t 
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know W. Horace Carter, there is no 
doubt that his words were about per-
sons just like him. 

Mr. Carter was elected mayor of 
Tabor City in 1954 and was a judge in 
the weekly city court. He served as 
president of the Tabor City Chamber of 
Commerce, the Tabor City Rotary 
Club, the Columbus County Economic 
Development Commission, the County 
Library Board, Tabor Industrial Devel-
opment, Inc., Tabor City Recreation 
Commission and a Sunday school 
teacher in the Baptist Church. 

A graduate of the University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill and a 
World War II Navy veteran, Mr. Carter 
and his wife Lucille have three chil-
dren: Rusty Carter, Linda Carter 
Metzger and Velda Carter Hughes. 

May God’s blessings continue to 
shine upon this most special man and 
his enduring legacy, a man who stood 
for equality, a man who stood for jus-
tice. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

b 1930 

CONGRATULATING MARIA 
CONTRERAS ON BECOMING A 
UNITED STATES CITIZEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, as we begin our debate here in this 
country on the issue of immigration, I 
think it is important that we remind 
ourselves of the literally hundreds and 
hundreds of thousands of immigrants 
who obeyed the law and who entered 
this country the right way. 

I rise today to speak of one such indi-
vidual who is illustrative of the many 
immigrants that we openly welcome 
into this country. I wish to speak 
about one of my newest constituents, 
one of the newest citizens in this coun-
try, Maria Contreras. 

Maria was born in Michoacan, Mex-
ico, and entered this country legally 14 
years ago. Three years after that she 
met and married her husband, also a 
legal immigrant, and to this union has 
been blessed two beautiful daughters, 
one 11, one a year and a half. About 4 
years into the marriage, Maria’s hus-
band became a citizen of the United 
States. It was he that insisted and en-
couraged Maria to go on that same 
path. 

A couple of years ago this couple 
bought a home on a quiet street in a 
northern Utah city, Brigham City. 
They went to work on the yard, plant-
ing flowers, trimming the trees in the 
back. They worked on the home doing 

some painting, repairing the roof. Both 
of them did this work after putting in 
a full day at their regular occupation. 
They even brought back souvenirs for 
their neighbors from their family trips. 
I know their neighbors in Brigham City 
found this family to be a pleasure and 
a welcomed addition to the neighbor-
hood, and I can say this because the 
Contreras family is my next door 
neighbors. We share the same drive-
way. 

It was a thrill for me one day while 
working in the yard to have Maria and 
her daughter come over and ask me 
some questions about government as 
she was now studying for her citizen-
ship test. 

On January 27 of this year, this test 
was administered to her in her second 
language of English. I am proud to say 
she passed it perfectly, getting 100 per-
cent correct on this particular test. 
Many of my students I taught in high 
school, taking that same test in their 
native language, would be hard-pressed 
to have that same kind of score. In 
fact, it is probably wise that Members 
of Congress are not administered that 
same particular test as well. 

On March 21, 2007, a great day for the 
Contreras family, Maria was sworn in 
as a new citizen of the United States. 
Maria did it the legal way, and as we 
talk about ways of limiting illegal en-
trance into this country, it is impor-
tant also to remember that we should 
be mindful of ways of making it easier 
for people to legally enter into this 
country as well. 

The Contreras people have the kind 
of entrepreneurial spirit that we want 
to welcome into this country, that 
builds this country and makes it better 
for all of us. As Maria said, It is great 
to be here. I love it here. It is a better 
life with more opportunities. 

So I am very pleased today, Madam 
Speaker, to welcome a great neighbor, 
a new American, hopefully I can con-
vince her to be a voter, because I am 
very proud of the price she paid to do 
things the right way, to become a new 
citizen in this new land. I congratulate 
Maria Contreras and the entire family 
as they enter into this new situation 
and for what they have done and the 
commitments that they have made. I 
am very proud of them all. 

f 

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 addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

CONGRATULATING TOM AND LOIS 
MILLER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to extend congratulations to 

two of the citizens of my community, 
two of my constituents who have made 
invaluable contributions to the lives of 
people in the neighborhoods where they 
live, as well as people throughout 
America. 

Madam Speaker, Tom and Lois Mil-
ler became and still are pillars of their 
community. They raised four daugh-
ters, have four grandchildren and two 
great-grandchildren. Ever since their 
marriage, they have been rocks of the 
Greater Zion Missionary Baptist 
Church. They are founding members of 
the 4500 West Congress Block Club in 
Chicago, and have been active in many 
other civic and social endeavors. For 
the past 10 years, they have lived in 
the village of West Chester, Illinois, 
where they have immersed themselves 
in community life. 

Madam Speaker, 50 years is a long 
time and when you can spend those 50 
years in a state of peace, happiness and 
productive engagement, you have been 
truly blessed, just as you have been 
able to bless others. I have been told 
that ‘‘to those to whom much is given, 
much is expected in return.’’ 

The Millers have been fortunate to 
have a great family, great children, 
grandchildren, friends and relatives. 
They have given much to those who 
have known them, and have received 
much in return. 

Mr. Miller has retired after having 
worked at Alcola Company for more 
than 30 years, a productive career. Mrs. 
Miller established her own business, a 
beauty shop, that has been in operation 
now for more than 47 years. And so I 
simply pause, take this opportunity to 
commend them for their tremendous 
civic and religious involvement, wish 
them well as they celebrate their 50 
years of marriage, and trust that they 
will have many more productive, happy 
and beneficial years. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

U.S. ATTORNEY GONE WILD 

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. Madam Speaker, before I 
came to Congress, I had a career in 
public service in Texas, first as a pros-
ecutor for 8 years. I was a chief felony 
prosecutor and tried felony cases in 
Houston, Texas. And then I assumed 
the bench for 22 years and tried felony 
criminal cases and heard over 25,000 fel-
ony cases. 

And I say that to say during that 
time, both as a prosecutor and as a 
judge, I heard cases where peace offi-
cers were the victims of crime and I 
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heard cases where peace officers were 
accused of criminal conduct against 
other individuals, people they had ar-
rested. And I want to talk about a situ-
ation that has occurred down to the 
Texas-Mexico border involving a Bor-
der Patrol agent by the name of David 
Sipes. David Sipes was a Border Patrol 
agent patrolling the south Texas area, 
and he came in contact with a coyote. 
A coyote is a phrase we use in the 
vernacular for a person who is a smug-
gler of human beings into the United 
States. He makes money off of the 
plight of people who want to be in the 
United States for economic reasons. 

David Sipes arrested a coyote by the 
name of Jose Guevara, who resisted ar-
rest. There was a fight that ensued and 
David Sipes hit Jose Guevara in the 
back of the head when he resisted ar-
rest and he was charged with smug-
gling people into the United States. 

But what happened was, the U.S. At-
torney’s Office, rather than prosecute 
the human smuggler, they decided to 
prosecute the Border Patrol agent for 
using too much force in arresting the 
coyote and charged him with civil 
rights violations against the illegal in 
this country smuggling other human 
beings. 

David Sipes was tried for that of-
fense. This all occurred back in April 
2000. He was tried for that offense, civil 
rights violations, and the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office vigorously and relentlessly 
prosecuted him for this so-called of-
fense. But after the trial it turned out, 
after he was convicted of the civil 
rights violation, that the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office hid evidence from David 
Sipes and his lawyer. 

So the district judge ordered a new 
trial because the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
cannot hide evidence in a criminal 
case, but they did so against this Bor-
der Patrol agent. Why? We don’t know, 
but they did. So the district judge or-
dered the case to be retried. But before 
it could be retried, the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office appealed the judge’s decision, 
and the Fifth Circuit agreed with the 
trial judge that David Sipes was enti-
tled to a new trial and the Federal 
Government’s appeal was thrown out 
and this year David Sipes was retried. 

The jury heard all of the evidence, 
evidence that the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice hid from the jury when it was first 
tried, and in less than an hour David 
Sipes was found not guilty, and prop-
erly so. 

The evidence that the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office hid from the jury, well, 
first of all they never told the jury 
that the U.S. Attorney’s Office gave 
this drug smuggler travel expenses so 
he could go back and forth to Mexico, 
that they gave him witness fees, that 
they gave him free telephone access, 
that they gave him a border crossing 
permit, that they gave him a U.S. So-
cial Security card, and they even gave 
him a Texas driver’s license. But the 
biggest thing that the jury never heard 
about, besides all these benefits, back 
room deals he was given, it turns out 

that this human smuggler brought in 
another load of humans into the United 
States and the jury never heard about 
the second situation. 

Why does our U.S. Attorney’s Office 
hide this type of evidence from a jury? 
We are going to find out why, Madam 
Speaker. Not only that, but Guevara 
was given $80,000 by our United States 
Government when he threatened to sue 
our government for his so-called illegal 
arrest, and reports are that he has gone 
back to Mexico and bought himself a 
ranch down there with American tax-
payer money. 

Madam Speaker, just last week David 
Sipes asked to receive back pay. Of 
course, our Federal Government fought 
that, too, but he received back pay for 
the 6 or 7 years that he was out of serv-
ice with the Border Patrol. But his life 
was destroyed. His wife divorced him 
because of this. He went bankrupt. He 
is destitute and he lives with his origi-
nal trial lawyer. All of this because our 
Federal Government fought every inch 
of the way to prosecute a Border Patrol 
agent for arresting a criminal on our 
border smuggling human beings in-
stead of prosecuting a human smug-
gler, a coyote. 

Our government had the choice, pros-
ecute border agent or prosecute human 
smuggler, and our government chose 
poorly, and they prosecuted a Border 
Patrol agent. 

Of course we all know this isn’t the 
end of the story because with agents 
Ramos and Compean the same situa-
tion has occurred. But, Madam Speak-
er, justice is the one thing we should 
always find. And finally, after 7 years, 
a jury heard all of the evidence in this 
particular case and David Sipes was 
vindicated and our government chose 
the wrong side. We are going to follow 
this case and other cases and see why 
the government has gone wild about 
prosecuting Border Patrol agents. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

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 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURGESS 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 Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SES-
TAK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SESTAK addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

b 1945 

THE OFFICIAL TRUTH SQUAD 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I want to thank the leader-
ship for allowing me to come to the 
floor this evening and spend a few mo-
ments and talk about some of the ac-
tivity that has gone on here in the 
House over the past couple of weeks. 
This is an edition of the Truth Squad 
that I am pleased to be able to host. 

The Truth Squad is a group of indi-
viduals who endeavor to come to the 
floor of the House and try to shed a lit-
tle light, a little truth, a little honesty 
on the matters that are discussed here 
on the House floor. It is my privilege to 
come to the floor of the House tonight 
and talk about the work that is being 
done here in the House right now and 
in Congress. 

On the House side, we are in the ap-
propriations process, the time when we 
determine as a Congress, as a House of 
Representatives, how to prioritize, how 
to spend hard earned American tax-
payer money. It has been an inter-
esting process, Madam Speaker, as you 
well know. 

Last week we had a fascinating time 
that really brought light to one of our 
favorite quotes and that is this quote 
here from Senator Patrick Moynihan. 

Senator Moynihan said that every-
one’s entitled to their own opinion but 
no one’s entitled to their own facts. 

And so last week we had one of the 
appropriations bills come to the floor 
of the House and the majority party 
had determined that they were intent 
upon making certain that earmarks, or 
special projects, were never seen by not 
just the American people during the 
process of the debate but by Members 
of Congress. The appropriations process 
was such that the majority party had 
determined that these special programs 
or special projects in individuals’ dis-
tricts, what have come to be known as 
earmarks, some people know them as 
pork, that these special projects would 
not be seen by Members of Congress 
until the very end of the process, until 
the conference committee occurred, 
and then they would be put into the 
bill. The reason that that is important 
is that there would be no way from a 
procedural standpoint or parliamen-
tary standpoint, no way to be able to 
have a Member of this House of Rep-
resentatives stand up and say, I think 
that we ought to have a separate vote 
on spending X amount of dollars for 
this project. And that’s just wrong, 
Madam Speaker. 
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And so what we did on our side was 

to say, that’s not what the American 
people want. That’s not democracy. 
That’s not what we’re here for. That’s 
not a process that gives honor to the 
House of Representatives. That’s not a 
process that says that, yes, we are in-
terested in being responsible with hard- 
earned American taxpayer money. So 
we spent a lot of time last week trying 
to make certain that that point was 
brought to the floor, that that point 
was brought to the American people. In 
so doing, we got some attention. We 
got some attention, because I think for 
a small moment that many people 
across this Nation appreciated that 
there were people fighting as hard as 
they could here in this Congress to 
make certain that there was some fis-
cal responsibility, that there were indi-
viduals who were doing their dead level 
best to make certain that if this Con-
gress was going to spend as much 
money as the majority appears to de-
sire to spend, if we were going to do 
that, that we were going to make cer-
tain that every dollar was held ac-
countable. 

We got a lot of individuals, a lot of 
newspapers, a lot of press across this 
Nation who agreed with us, who said, 
that’s absolutely right. How on earth 
can you have a process that hides 
money, that hides money until the 
very last moment? That’s not the way 
it ought to be done. I have here a num-
ber of pages, a number of editorials 
that were written all across this Na-
tion agreeing with our perspective: 
Roll call, the Wall Street Journal, The 
Washington Post, the Hill, the Wash-
ington Times, on and on and on, around 
the Nation far and wide, really remark-
able, Chicago Tribune, papers all across 
this Nation agreed. 

What they said was that they were 
proud of Republicans, proud of conserv-
ative Members finally standing up and 
saying, no, we’re not going to have 
that kind of process here. 

And so the majority party relented. 
They said, okay, we agree. We ought 
not do what we said we were going to 
do, we’re going to work to make cer-
tain that those projects are trans-
parent, that there is accountability, 
that individuals when they present and 
desire to have special projects in their 
district that they have their name at-
tached to it, something we’ve been 
fighting for for a long time. It was 
proof that democracy works. It was 
proof that hard work and diligence and 
that when you fight in that way for the 
American people, for the American 
taxpayer, that yes, there are times 
when you can be victorious. I was 
proud to work with my colleagues in 
the Republican Conference and on the 
Republican side of the aisle and some 
of our friends on the other side who 
joined us and said that you’ve just got 
to change that. 

It has been a curious situation here 
these past couple of weeks as the ma-
jority party has brought appropria-
tions bills to the floor. I am reminded 

in this process as we bring up some of 
the remarkable irresponsible spending 
that continues to go on here in Wash-
ington, Madam Speaker, of some expe-
rience that I had back at the State 
level. I represent a district in Georgia 
on the northern side of Atlanta, the 
northern suburban Atlanta area. I 
served four terms in the State senate 
before coming to the House of Rep-
resentatives. In that process, there 
were also individuals there who were 
interested in spending what many of us 
believed was too much of hardworking 
American taxpayer money, and so we 
came up with an award that we enti-
tled the ‘‘stuck pig award.’’ I was re-
minded of it this week, because when 
we have pointed out the amount of 
spending, increased spending, irrespon-
sible in many instances spending, on 
the part of the majority party, you 
hear them squawk and squeal. And so 
we came up with, at the State level, 
what we called the stuck pig award and 
we would award it to somebody who de-
fended the most ridiculous kind of 
spending. It may be, Madam Speaker, 
that we need to come up with the same 
kind of award here in Washington, be-
cause there would certainly be a num-
ber of candidates for the stuck pig 
award. But maybe we’ll leave that for 
another day. 

I want to highlight a number of 
things that happened on the floor just 
today. Today we had, Madam Speaker, 
as you remember, the Energy and 
Water appropriations bill, a bill that is 
very important for our Nation, an area 
that sets priorities in terms of spend-
ing for our Nation and the amount of 
money that ought to be spent on 
projects all across this Nation that in 
many areas are needed desperately. 
Last year, Madam Speaker, in that 
area of appropriations, we spent, this 
Nation spent, $30.2 billion. The admin-
istration’s request in the areas where 
they felt appropriate to fund for this 
year, for fiscal year 2008, was $30.4 bil-
lion, an increase of about 0.6 percent, 
under 1 percent and certainly under the 
rate of inflation, which is what we at-
tempted to do when we were in the ma-
jority, was to keep these levels increas-
ing at a rate less than inflation. Many 
of us believe that we ought to have ac-
tual decreases, but keeping it less than 
inflation is certainly a step in the right 
direction. 

But what happened this year is that 
the majority party brought this bill to 
the floor, the appropriations bill for 
Energy and Water, at a rate of spend-
ing of $31.6 billion. That’s a 4.3 percent 
increase, which is about three times 
the rate of increase that we had when 
we brought the bill to the floor last 
year. 

Now, many of us believe that that’s 
simply too much money, that that 
doesn’t prioritize the Federal budget in 
the way that Americans across this Na-
tion have to prioritize their family 
budget. And so we offered a number of 
amendments, which is really the only 
way that you can kind of get to who is 

interested in being fiscally responsible 
and who isn’t. Because, Madam Speak-
er, as you know, people can stand up 
and give speeches about anything they 
want and they can say anything they 
want, but as Senator Moynihan said, 
everyone’s entitled to their own opin-
ion but not their own facts. 

We learned some facts today on the 
floor of the House, Madam Speaker, 
about who is interested truly in fiscal 
responsibility. A number of us offered 
amendments that would have resulted 
in some decrease in the amount of 
spending. These amendments covered 
various levels. One of the amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CAMPBELL) said that we 
ought to keep the spending in this area 
of the appropriations, in this area of 
our budgetary process, to exactly what 
it was last year, to have no actual per-
centage increase, which results in a 
functional decrease because of the rate 
of inflation, something that many peo-
ple believe to be responsible at a time 
when the Federal Government spends 
more than it takes in, which the Fed-
eral Government currently does. So 
Mr. CAMPBELL offered an amendment 
that said you ought to keep it at last 
year’s level, which is about a $1.3 bil-
lion savings. 

Mr. JORDAN, the gentleman from 
Ohio, said that may be appropriate, but 
if our friends on the other side of the 
aisle or in this Chamber don’t think 
that that’s a little too much to save, 
then I’ll offer an amendment that says 
we ought to keep it at the President’s 
level, the 0.6 percent increase. What 
that would do would save about $1.1 
billion. 

I offered an amendment that said, 
well, there may be some people who be-
lieve that keeping it at last year’s level 
is not an appropriate level, that keep-
ing it at the level that the President 
and the administration requested is 
not an appropriate level, that, well, 
then maybe we just ought to decrease 
it or reduce it by 1 percent. Now, 
Madam Speaker, this isn’t a 1 percent 
cut. This would be a 1 percent reduc-
tion in the increase. The increase is 
about 4.3 percent. This would be a 1 
percent reduction, increasing it about 
3.3 percent. So if you didn’t believe 
that we ought to keep it at last year’s 
number, if you didn’t believe that we 
ought to put it at the number that the 
President requested, then you might 
believe that we ought to just reduce 
spending by 1 percent, decrease it by 1 
percent in the reduction of the in-
crease. And so we offered that amend-
ment. 

And then a final amendment, overall 
amendment, was offered by Mrs. 
MUSGRAVE, the gentlelady from Colo-
rado. She said, in essence, well, you 
may not believe that we ought to keep 
it at last year’s amount, you may not 
believe that we ought to go to the 
President’s amount, you may not be-
lieve that you ought to cut 1 percent, 
that may seem to be too much, but you 
ought to believe that you could cut a 
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half a percent. You ought to believe 
that you could cut a half a percent, so 
50 cents out of every $100, that you 
ought to be able to cut that amount. 

Those four amendments were offered 
on the floor of the House today. The 
fact is, Madam Speaker, that each and 
every one of those amendments failed, 
that the vast majority of the Members 
of the majority party, the Democrat 
Party, voted against those to carry the 
day. So that they believe that, no, you 
ought not keep the spending level, as a 
matter of fact, you ought not keep the 
spending level in this area of the budg-
et to last year. You ought not save $1.3 
billion. 

And they voted that you ought not 
have the amount of spending be at the 
level that the administration, that the 
President requested. This is the execu-
tive branch, the branch that is respon-
sible for carrying out the laws and the 
bills and the priorities that we pass 
here in Congress, you ought not keep it 
at that level. You aren’t interested in 
saving $1.1 billion. Again, a fact. 

They also said, as a matter of fact, 
Madam Speaker, that you don’t want 
to cut it 1 percent. You don’t want to 
have a reduction of 1 percent. Remem-
ber, a reduction in the increase. Not a 
reduction in real numbers but a reduc-
tion in the increase. None of these 
amendments would have reduced in 
real dollars. All of them were a per-
centage reduction in the increase. 

The majority party, in fact as a ma-
jority said, no, we don’t as a matter of 
fact want to reduce the increase by 1 
percent. Also, as a matter of fact, 
Madam Speaker, they said that they 
didn’t want to reduce it by one-half of 
1 percent. They didn’t want to realize 
savings that would result in a 50 cent 
savings out of every $100 spent by the 
Federal Government in the area of En-
ergy and Water appropriations. 

Now, Madam Speaker, I don’t know 
about you, but when times are tight in 
our household, when times are tight in 
the household of my constituents, 
when times are tight in households all 
across this Nation, when American 
families have times when they are 
spending more or budgeting more than 
is coming in, what they do is they look 
at their budget, they look at their fam-
ily budget and say, Where can we save 
some money? Sometimes they say, 
Well, we’ll just cut everything a little 
bit. We’ll spend a little less on every-
thing. That’s the similar story. That’s 
the analogy to the family budget. 

But what this Congress said, what 
this majority party said is that, no, we 
don’t believe that we’re not spending 
enough. In fact, we believe that we 
ought to spend more. We ought to 
spend more than the increase last year, 
we ought to spend more than was re-
quested by the administration, we just 
ought to spend more. And so it rings on 
deaf ears, Madam Speaker, when the 
majority party says, and had said be-
fore the election in November, we will 
rein in Federal spending. 

Well, this is a clear example, once 
again, of what I have dubbed Orwellian 

democracy, after George Orwell, the fa-
mous author, who famously in his 
books demonstrated that policies of 
governments oftentimes say one thing 
and do exactly the opposite. 

b 2000 

That’s what we find now in, I believe, 
this majority party, is that they say 
one thing and do exactly the opposite. 
So they say, with a straight face, that 
we are reining in government spending, 
that we are reining in Federal spend-
ing. 

But, in fact, what’s happening is a 
significant increase in Federal spend-
ing and an increase of greater than the 
amount that they railed against last 
year, which strikes me as being some-
what disingenuous and also misleading 
to the American people. The American 
people go to the polls every 2 years, 
and they vote based upon what people 
are going to tell them what they are 
going to do. I believe before that our 
side of the aisle had gotten a little 
wayward in terms of spending. So the 
message of reining in Federal spending 
fell on receptive ears. 

The problem is that it hasn’t been 
followed up by action. So it’s a leader-
ship that continues to say one thing 
and to do another, truly, truly remark-
able. 

Now, I want to talk a little bit about 
the issue of taxes and the tax increases 
that will be required to cover the 
amount of spending that the new ma-
jority has begun to march down a path 
to spend. The appropriations bill last 
week was an example of that, the ap-
propriations bill today was an example 
of that, and most of them, as they 
come up through the 12 bills of the ap-
propriations process will, indeed, dem-
onstrate the lack of fiscal responsi-
bility. 

So what the other side is going to 
have to do is to find revenue. Instead of 
doing what our party did, and this 
President did, and President Reagan 
did, and, in fact, President Kennedy did 
in order to gain increased economic ac-
tivity and in order to increase revenue 
to the Federal Government, those 
three individuals, President Bush, 
President Reagan and President Ken-
nedy, all decreased taxes in a some-
what nonintuitive kind of activity, in-
creased revenue to the Federal Govern-
ment. 

Because when you decrease taxes, 
what you do is you allow people to 
keep more of their money, you allow 
them to keep more of their money in 
their back pocket and in their pocket-
book. Hence, they are able to decide for 
themselves when to save or when to 
spend or when to invest. When they 
spend, because they have more money, 
what results is increased economic ac-
tivity. 

Well, the current majority party 
demonstrates clear differences between 
a conservative Republican philosophy 
and a liberal Democrat philosophy. The 
difference is that we believe taxes 
ought to be reduced in order to in-

crease economic activity. The other 
side clearly believes that the taxes 
ought to be increased, with the pecu-
liar notion that if you just increase 
taxes enough, you will gain enough 
revenue to the Federal Government to 
equal the appetite for spending. 

So they passed a budget, and their 
budget would increase taxes for every 
single American that pays taxes, every 
single American that pays taxes. The 
largest tax increase in the history of 
our Nation was passed by this majority 
just a few short months ago. 

When you ask, well, what would that 
cover, what happens is that all of the 
tax, the appropriate tax reductions of 
earlier in this decade, 2001 and 2003, if 
the budget that was adopted by this 
majority is allowed to proceed over the 
next number of years, all of those tax 
reductions go away. All of the tax in-
creases come back. 

What happens on December 31, 2010, 
which isn’t too far away, what happens 
is that the tax rates on ordinary in-
come go from 35 percent overnight to 
39.6 percent. The capital gains tax goes 
from 15 percent to 20 percent over-
night. Dividends tax goes from 15 per-
cent to 39.6, overnight. Estate tax, this 
is the death tax, this is what individ-
uals, individuals’ families, their estate 
has to pay when they die. It would be 
0 percent on December 31, 2010, under 
the majority party’s budget, and under 
the budget that they adopted. Again, 
this is the largest tax increase in the 
history of our Nation. It will jump to 
55 percent overnight in 1 second. 

Child tax credit, which would rest at 
$1,000 in 2010, would decrease in half. It 
would be cut in half, decrease child tax 
credits by 50 percent down to $500. The 
lowest tax bracket, those at the lower 
end of the economic spectrum who cur-
rently pay 10 percent would pay 15 per-
cent, a significant increase in their 
taxes, nearly about half of what they 
would currently pay. 

Now, it just doesn’t make any sense 
to have that kind of tax policy in place 
when, in fact, what they have said be-
fore is that they would responsibly 
spend American hard-earned taxpayer 
money and be fiscally responsible. In-
stead, what they have done is gone 
back to a tried and true method of tax 
and spend. So everybody’s taxes, nearly 
$400 billion, will shoot up virtually 
overnight. 

Now, in their budgetary process, and 
that might be all right for some people, 
that whole tax increase and gaining, 
supposedly gaining new revenue for the 
Federal Government. Some people will 
say that’s fine, if you are really solving 
problems, if you are truly solving prob-
lems, then it may be appropriate for us 
to do that. 

As you well know, the largest prob-
lem that we have in our Nation from a 
fiscal standpoint is the issue of entitle-
ment spending, automatic spending 
that occurs in our Federal Government 
programs, primarily three programs, 
Social Security, Medicare and Med-
icaid. 
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This chart here outlines the percent-

age of the Federal budget that goes for 
those programs. These are the pro-
grams that are on automatic pilot. 
They just kind of continued to increase 
because of the demographics of our so-
ciety, aging population. The monies for 
these programs continue to increase 
year after year unless there is par-
ticular reform. 

So, in 1995, those three programs that 
are in this yellow portion of this pie 
chart here were about 48.7 percent of 
the Federal budget. In 2005, they meas-
ured 53 percent. They are a little over 
54 percent now. In 2017, they will be 62.2 
percent with no changes, and within 
another, oh, 10 to 15 years beyond that, 
they will consume the entire Federal 
budget, if the budget remains at its 
current level, which is its historic rate. 

Now, many of my constituents might 
say if you are going to increase taxes 
like the majority party has done by 
adopting the largest tax increase in the 
history of our Nation, nearly a $400 bil-
lion tax increase, if you are going to do 
that, that might be okay if you are 
going to solve real problems, if you are 
going to solve real problems. But the 
fact of the matter is that the budget 
didn’t solve any of the problems, none, 
zero. 

When we look at this graph, this 
graph is evidence of the absolute emp-
tiness of the promise that the majority 
party had to reform entitlement spend-
ing, to reform automatic spending, 
mandatory spending. In our budget, in 
1997, we had 125, $130 billion in appro-
priate reform and reductions. The Def-
icit Reduction Act, in 2005, had about 
$43 billion in appropriate reductions. 

The budget just adopted for the com-
ing years, by the new majority party, 
had zero, zero, no money at all for ap-
propriate fiscal reform, responsible re-
form in the area of Medicare, Medicaid, 
Social Security. 

Those programs are social compacts 
with the American people, but they are 
programs that left on their current 
course will not be able to survive. They 
will not be able to survive. So every 
day that we wait, the problems get 
greater, the solution gets more elusive 
for each of those programs. So it is im-
perative, it is imperative that we move 
forward. 

I would challenge my friends on the 
other side of the aisle to join together 
with those of us who are interested in 
true fiscal responsibility and true enti-
tlement reform, and let’s get it done. 
Let’s get it done on behalf of the Amer-
ican people, because, frankly, that’s 
what they sent us here to Washington 
to do, to solve big problems. 

This graph demonstrates that we are 
not solving big problems here. As I say, 
if you were going to increase signifi-
cantly the amount of taxes that the 
American people are paying, then 
many of them may say, I think there is 
a better way to do it, as I mentioned. 
Because I think tax reductions increase 
revenue to a greater degree to the Fed-
eral Government. 

But many people across this Nation 
might say, well, I am all right paying 
a little more taxes if we are solving 
real problems, but not if we’re on a 
spending spree that appears to be what 
is occurring with this new majority. 
This graph demonstrates the commit-
ment to entitlement reform, which ap-
parently in this new majority is zero. 
So I urge my colleagues to rethink the 
process and the policies that they put 
in place that will result in no signifi-
cant entitlement reform. 

As they are looking, once again, at 
their budget and at their policies, I 
would urge them also to look back into 
history. The next graph demonstrates 
clearly what kind of economic policy 
does work. This graph could be a num-
ber of things that show, that dem-
onstrate negative growth or negative 
activity in the economy to positive ac-
tivity in the economy over the years of 
this decade. 

This graph, as a matter of fact, is the 
graph about job creation. How many 
new jobs have been created in our Na-
tion since the beginning of 2001? As you 
can see, what we have here for month 
after month after month after month, 
between 2001 and 2003, virtually nega-
tive job growth during that period of 
time, no new jobs, in fact, losing jobs 
in the economy. For every single quar-
ter, with the exception of four during 
that 4-year period. 

Something happened, miraculously, 
in the beginning of 2003, the early 
months of 2003, in this vertical line 
here that marks the beginning of mov-
ing toward quarter after quarter after 
quarter after quarter of increased job 
growth, over 7 million new jobs since 
the summer of 2003. 

What happened at that time is, as 
you know, this is when the final appro-
priate tax reductions were adopted by 
the Republican majority with this ad-
ministration and this Congress. What 
that has resulted in is remarkable in-
crease in job growth across our Nation. 
Virtually every single State, virtually 
every single State has seen increase in 
job growth over that period of time, av-
erage job gain of 168,000 new jobs per 
month on average. 

So one would think that if you were 
charged with coming up with economic 
policy for our Nation that you would 
look back and say, well, this looks to 
be a pretty good program here that has 
resulted in significant job growth. 

As I said before, this could be eco-
nomic development, you could see a 
significant decrease in unemployment. 
All sorts of things could go on these 
axis, and you would see positive activ-
ity during this same period of time. 

So if you were charged with coming 
up with economic policy for our Na-
tion, one would think that you would 
look at this and say what happened, 
what happened at that point that made 
the resulting number of quarters to the 
current time, made it so productive? 
How did we become so productive as a 
Nation compared to where we were ear-
lier in this decade? 

Well, as I said, what happened during 
that time was appropriate tax reduc-
tions, making it so that individuals 
paid less of their hard-earned taxpayer 
money, that they are allowed to keep 
more of their money so that they de-
cide when they spend, or they save or 
they invest. It’s those kinds of policies 
that have resulted in can significant 
economic growth and economic activ-
ity. 

I would urge my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle, as they are 
working through their process, as they 
are trying to figure out how to make 
certain that we stay a global, world 
competitive economic engine, that 
what they ought to do is look into his-
tory. Just a few short years ago there 
was a policy that was adopted by this 
Congress that resulted in remarkable, 
remarkable economic activity. So that 
we have the most economically produc-
tive Nation in the world, the industri-
alized world. 

We continue to perform month after 
month after month. One of the main 
reasons for that is, indeed, the de-
crease, the appropriate reductions in 
taxes all across the Nation so that any-
body who has paid taxes pays fewer 
taxes, less taxes today from a percent-
age standpoint than they did prior to 
that early point in 2003. 

That’s what results in increasing eco-
nomic activity. It’s not something that 
is unique to these tax reductions in 
2003. In fact, that’s what we saw when 
President Reagan decreased taxes in 
the 1980s, decreased taxes for the Amer-
ican people. Many folks said, oh, you 
can’t do that, you won’t be able to fund 
the programs in the Federal Govern-
ment. 

But what happened is that, as hap-
pened here, it increased revenue to the 
Federal Government because you de-
creased taxes because you cut taxes 
and because you allow the American 
people to keep more of their hard- 
earned money. 

b 2015 
And that’s what results in increasing 

economic activity. And it hasn’t only 
been on the Republican side of the 
aisle. Democrats, indeed, have shown 
this same kind of discipline in the past. 
When President Kennedy, in the early 
1960s, in fact, cut taxes, decreased 
taxes, appropriate tax reductions for 
the American people, because he knew 
that if you decrease taxes to the Amer-
ican people, what happens is that they 
will determine for themselves respon-
sibly when to save or to spend or invest 
and, in fact, that increases economic 
activity for our Nation. 

It points out, Mr. Speaker, one of the 
fundamental differences that I talked 
about between a conservative Repub-
lican philosophy and a liberal Demo-
crat philosophy, and that is that we be-
lieve that the American people know 
best how to spend their money, not 
Washington. There are very few times 
when Washington knows better how to 
spend someone’s money than them-
selves. And it just makes common 
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sense, because only an individual, only 
people know their priorities. 

Now, there are certain things that we 
have to spend common money on, with-
out a doubt, and we talked about one of 
those that we dealt with earlier today. 
But there’s a responsible way to do it, 
and that responsible way to do it, Mr. 
Speaker, is to identify, clearly identify 
those programs that ought to be abso-
lute priorities. 

And I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
that that is so many fewer programs 
than this Federal Government is cur-
rently undertaking. But the Democrat 
liberal majority has a mentality that 
tends to come from San Francisco, I 
guess, which means that you just ought 
to spend just as much as you can get. 
You just ought to spend as much as 
you can get. 

And so I’m pleased to join with my 
colleagues and point out that the eco-
nomic policies that have been success-
ful in the past and will continue to be 
successful if they’re adopted, are those 
policies that will result in more hard- 
earned taxpayer money being able to 
be kept by hard-earned American tax-
payers. 

I just want to highlight once more a 
chart that demonstrates exactly that. 
And that is that when you reduce taxes 
to the American people, when you re-
duce, appropriately, taxes so that the 
American people can keep more of 
their hard-earned money, which is 
what occurred here in the early part of 
2003, tax revenues were going down and 
down and down, 3 straight years of de-
creases between 2000 and 2003, tax re-
ductions occurred with the Tax Relief 
Act being passed, and then the reve-
nues increased significantly so that 
greater revenues than ever seen by the 
Federal Government because of tax re-
ductions. And that’s the kind of re-
sponsible economic policy that we be-
lieve, that I believe, ought to be put in 
place and kept in place, so that you de-
crease the tax burden on the American 
people, you allow them to determine 
when they save or they spend or they 
invest their own money. And then what 
happens is that the economy flourishes 
because there’s more money available 
to drive the economy, more jobs cre-
ated, more economic activity, more 
independence, and more liberty, more 
liberty and more freedom, because 
when people are able to keep their own 
money, they’re freer, they’re freer to 
make decisions about how they indeed 
spend or save or invest their own 
money. 

So we’re talking some economic pol-
icy tonight, Mr. Speaker, and hope-
fully, we’ll be able to encourage our 
friends on the other side of the aisle to 
adopt some of these commonsense re-
forms. 

I’m pleased to be joined by my good 
friend from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) who’s 
going to talk a little bit also about 
some economic activity that’s been 
going on here in Washington, and I’m 
pleased to yield to my friend. 

Mr. GOHMERT. And I appreciate the 
gentleman from Georgia yielding, and 

appreciate the work he’s been doing 
and pointing out some real economic 
truths. Some of these things are just so 
basic. As we’ve talked about before, 
you mentioned before, Ronald Reagan 
said we don’t have a taxing problem, 
we’ve got a spending problem. And he 
was so right. 

But over the last 21⁄2 years, Mr. 
Speaker, that my friend from Georgia 
and I have been here together, we’ve 
seen lots of indications, lots of signs 
out in front of offices talking about the 
national debt, and your share is so 
much. And I just think those are so 
good and so helpful. 

As we see here, Blue Dog Coalition, 
today the U.S. national debt is 
$8,809,000,000, and your share is $29,000. 
I mean, that’s just staggering. And 
frankly, you know, I’ve begun to think 
I want one of those signs, because we 
know who’s in control. And there are 
those of us for the last 21⁄2 years, or the 
last 2 years that we’ve actually been 
here, that have been trying to push 
this body into having more economic 
responsibility. And we did see, last 
year, great strides made in the first 
time that discretionary spending 
wasn’t just held even, it actually was 
cut. So we were making some real 
progress. 

We saw the Federal revenues come 
streaming up, as the gentleman from 
Georgia points out, that real progress 
is being made. And so I just want to ap-
plaud what has been done because real-
ly it’s consistent with the efforts that 
so many of us have made, like earmark 
reform. We were trying to get earmark 
reform. And it only took a few dozen 
conservative Republicans to band to-
gether and not vote for key legislation 
unless we got some earmark reform. 

b 2030 

And that is when we finally got some 
earmark reform. Of course, you 
wouldn’t know it to listen to me. They 
never talked about what we got accom-
plished, but being able to object, make 
a point of order on earmark reform. 
But I think this is a good idea to keep 
reminding everybody of how high the 
debt is, how much everybody’s respon-
sibility is. And, frankly, I want one of 
these signs. I may have to change the 
name to the ‘‘Blue Hound Dog Coali-
tion’’ or something, but I would like to 
see everybody encouraging this Con-
gress to move as we were able to push 
the Congress in doing in the last year 
or so, and hopefully there are people on 
the other side of the aisle that will be 
able to push the Democratic majority 
away from this just uncontrolled 
spending. Not only is the President’s 
request up in most every area, but the 
proposals for appropriations from the 
Democratic majority just skyrocket 
above that in so many areas. 

So I don’t know what the gentleman 
from Georgia intends to do. But I tell 
you, I like reminding the majority it is 
time to do something. We made some 
real progress the last 2 years, and I am 
hoping that folks are not going to let 

that die. Even though there is a major 
effort to try to get that killed, I think 
we should keep pushing, keep pushing. 
I just encourage all Republicans get a 
sign outside your door. Let’s remind 
folks, not just the 36 that pushed for 
earmark reform. Let’s get everybody 
out there reminding the majority. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
Georgia’s yielding, and I would just en-
courage you in all your efforts, let’s 
get this done. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for his comments, 
and I appreciate his bringing that sign 
because it highlights the Orwellian na-
ture of this majority. You say you have 
got folks who are members of the Blue 
Dog coalition and what they say is that 
they are opposed to increasing that 
number. But, Mr. Speaker, what hap-
pened earlier this year is that the 8 
trillion plus dollars of debt that have 
increased over multiple administra-
tions have been increased to over $9 
trillion now. The debt ceiling was in-
creased by the Democrat majority, 
along with the Blue Dogs, to over $9 
trillion. By this majority. By this ma-
jority, Mr. Speaker. Something they 
said they would never do. But, in fact, 
that is exactly what they did do. And 
in so doing, they adopted the second 
largest debt increase in our history. 

So it is important for the American 
people to be listening and watching. It 
is important for them to appreciate 
what happens when you decrease taxes, 
that Federal revenues increase. It is 
important for them to appreciate, as 
this chart demonstrates, what track we 
are on for spending with this new ma-
jority. 

This green line here, Mr. Speaker, 
that is moving along demonstrates the 
significant increase in spending. And 
much of that is driven by the entitle-
ments that we talked about earlier, the 
mandatory spending, Medicare, Med-
icaid, Social Security, and demands re-
form. Demands reform. But that is not 
what has been enacted by this major-
ity. The problem is that this majority 
is adopting policies in their current ap-
propriations bills that will not de-
crease that line; it will increase. It will 
further increase that slope. And that is 
not the kind of leadership that Amer-
ica needs or deserves or desires or, Mr. 
Speaker, I believe, not the kind of lead-
ership that they voted for in Novem-
ber. 

One of the things that they did do in 
November was send us a good new 
Member on our side of the aisle, Mr. 
LAMBORN, and I am pleased to see him 
join us this evening and I look forward 
to his comments on economic policy. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman from Georgia yield for pur-
poses of a colloquy? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I would be 
happy to yield to you. 

Mr. LAMBORN. To the gentleman 
from Georgia, you have been in Con-
gress for about 3 years now, I believe, if 
I am not mistaken, and you came from 
the Georgia legislature. Like you, I 
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came from the Colorado legislature. 
And one thing that the great State of 
Georgia and the great State of Colo-
rado share, as do all 48 other States, is 
that they have a balanced budget 
amendment. It is written into the 
State Constitution of both Georgia and 
Colorado that every year we have to 
balance the budget. 

Now, unfortunately, I think the big-
gest glaring problem with our national 
budget is we don’t have such a bal-
anced budget requirement every year, 
and it is so easy to go into debt. If we 
had strong willpower, we could hold 
the line, and that is what we are going 
to talk about here, and I have some 
questions for you. But in the absence of 
that strong fiscal strength of char-
acter, moral fiber, whatever you want 
to call it, it is so easy to want to please 
everybody, spend for the projects, not 
prioritize, and we run up massive defi-
cits. And I know that in the past defi-
cits have been run up under all kinds of 
administrations of both parties. 

But to the gentleman from Georgia, 
what would be the difference here if we 
had some kind of balanced budget 
amendment? I mean until we have that 
and if it takes a constitutional amend-
ment, which I would favor but that is 
going to take two-thirds of the House 
and Senate and three-quarters, or 38 of 
the 50 States, to ratify that, and until 
that day comes, we just have to have 
the strength of will and the commit-
ment to the American people and the 
taxpayer that we will balance the 
budget. 

Could you respond to that? 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I appreciate 

the gentleman’s comments, Mr. Speak-
er. And I am so pleased that he brought 
that up because oftentimes when we 
have these discussions, you hear people 
never provide any solutions, and you 
have put a solution on the table that I 
think is very important. 

As you mentioned, I have been here 
just 3 years. This is my third year in 
Congress. And I came from the State 
level, where you have to balance the 
budget, and the reason you have to bal-
ance the budget is because you can’t 
print money. States can’t print money 
and Washington can, and that may be 
the crux of the problem right there. 
But I recognized early on that all of 
the inertia, and we see it during this 
appropriations season, all of the inertia 
here in Washington is to spend money, 
to spend more money. There are very 
few institutional, if any institutional, 
parameters in place that force you to 
hold the line on spending, which is why 
a balanced budget amendment is so in-
credibly important. And it is one of the 
reasons that many of us have sup-
ported a taxpayer bill of rights at the 
Federal level. We certainly did at the 
State level. I know I did. I suspect you 
did as well at the State level. 

But we believe and we have intro-
duced legislation for a Federal tax-
payer bill of rights because we believe 
taxpayers have a right to know that 
the Federal Government doesn’t grow 

beyond their means; that they have a 
right to receive back every single dol-
lar that they put into their retirement 
program, into the Social Security pro-
gram. We believe that taxpayers have a 
right to a balanced budget amendment 
without raising taxes, which is one of 
the issues that you stated. And it is so 
important, and the reason it is impor-
tant is because of the programs and the 
policies and the traditions, if you will, 
of Washington. And the American peo-
ple understand this clearly. The tradi-
tions are to continue programs that 
are already in place and then add some 
more on. It is just the natural tend-
ency, and that is simply not what the 
American people want or desire, I be-
lieve. 

I am happy to yield to my friend. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Thank you. And it is 

probably a concern to you, as it is to 
me, that the current appropriations 
bills, about 12 of them, that are going 
through the House have an excess of $23 
billion over what the President has re-
quested. And if it was me in the Presi-
dent’s place, I might have even had 
that lower. But let’s go with that as a 
base amount to start with. We are 
going $23 billion over that. And he has 
said that, with the exception of the 
military construction bill, he is ready 
to veto bills that go over his spending 
requests. So let’s say eight or nine of 
those get vetoed. Doesn’t that mean we 
are going to have to come back? You 
have been through this process a full 
cycle, and I have not. Doesn’t that 
mean we are going to have to come 
back later this summer, go through 
these bills all over again, and start 
from scratch? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my 
friend for his comment. 

I am hopeful that the President will 
follow through on his admonition to 
Congress to toe the line on spending, 
and I am hopeful that he will indeed 
veto a bill that gets to his desk that 
has an increase in spending. 

Remember, the amount that the ad-
ministration requested is the amount 
that the departments believe is the ap-
propriate level of spending to carry out 
the needs of the American people. 

Now, it is perfectly appropriate I be-
lieve for Congress to reprioritize within 
that basket, to say we think we ought 
to be spending, as a Nation, more here 
as opposed to here. I am one of those 
who believe we ought to be spending 
less as a Nation; so I would hope we 
would reprioritize and say this pro-
gram is a priority of the Federal Gov-
ernment and, in fact, this one is best 
done elsewhere, maybe even the private 
sector and consequently doesn’t need 
to be funded. 

But what will happen, I trust, is that 
the President will be good to his word 
and veto legislation that spends more 
than the departments asked for and 
then it comes back to the Congress in 
order to rewrite a bill that will provide 
and allow for the President to sign. 
And as I say, I am hopeful that that 
kind of fiscally responsible activity oc-
curs as we move through this process. 

And I am pleased to yield again to 
my friend. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Thank you for that 
answer. 

And as a follow-up to that, I would 
have to say that in the absence of a 
balanced budget amendment, at least 
we have the possibility of sticking to 
the numbers that the President has 
given us. Those numbers are still in ex-
cess of the rate of inflation. He is ask-
ing some departments for a 6 or 8, 9 
percent increase as opposed to 2 or 3 
percent, which would be the infla-
tionary rate. So his numbers are very 
generous just right there. But when our 
colleagues across the aisle are going 
$23 billion on top of that, I just see a 
chance for a little bit of fiscal restraint 
if they would back off $23 billion and 
say let’s stick within what the Presi-
dent has recommended. There are still 
many things that can be done that are 
worthy projects within that amount. 
And I just see that we are missing a 
golden opportunity here, and I just 
think that until we have a balanced 
budget amendment, we have to do it by 
our own sense of fiscal discipline. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate my friend’s comments. And 
I will point out that our side of the 
aisle, when we had responsibility for 
these budgets over the past at least 2 
years that I have been here, we kept 
the rate of increase in the discre-
tionary programs to less than the rate 
of inflation. And that was something 
that I and many others here thought 
was important. 

I think it is important to put on the 
table solutions because the American 
people want solutions. They want us to 
work together in a positive way and 
provide solutions. And the Taxpayer 
Bill of Rights is indeed a program of 
solutions, making certain that we 
don’t grow beyond our means, that the 
Federal Government budget doesn’t 
grow faster than the rate of inflation 
and the increase in population. Per-
fectly appropriate. Making certain that 
the Social Security Trust Fund money 
is spent on Social Security. 

We heard a lot about that from our 
friends before the election, that that is 
exactly what they would do. In fact, 
they have had an opportunity to put 
that in place and have not done so. 

A balanced budget amendment with-
out raising taxes, it is clearly possible 
from historical precedent and from 
economic policy that has been written 
before that it is easily done to balance 
this budget without raising taxes. You 
will hear our friends on the other side 
say, no, you have got to raise taxes in 
order to balance the budget. 

I am happy to yield to my friend. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Thank you. And I 

have another question from the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

You were here over the last 2 years 
before January, when I was sworn in 
and I came on, although I am new since 
then. Isn’t it true that we had a rule 
that the Republicans initiated that 
said it took 60 percent to raise taxes, 
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not in statute but in rules, and that 
that was one of the first things that 
went out the window when we turned 
control over to the Democrats? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my 
friend for asking it because it is one of 
the things that resulted in a 12-year 
history in this Congress of no increase 
in taxes. And one of the reasons for 
that was we required in our rules a 
super majority to raise taxes. And you 
are absolutely correct. On that first 
day there were a lot of rules that 
changed that determined how the 
House works. One of the rules that was 
changed said, no, you don’t need a 
super majority; all you need is a simple 
majority, which, as you know and as 
the American people know, means that 
the majority party can do anything 
they want in terms of taxes, which was 
how they were able to pass a budget 
that includes the largest tax increase 
in the history of our Nation, nearly 
$400 billion in the future. 

So I appreciate my good friend’s 
comments and would yield to him if he 
has another question or comment. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Yes. And then I will 
turn it back over to you. 

But you remember the year 2001 in 
the Georgia legislature. I remember 
that very well in Colorado. When 9/11 
happened, the tragedy involved with 
that, and then on top of that the subse-
quent horrendous economic problems 
that our country had, and each State 
suffered losses of revenues. We had to 
look at cutting programs or doing with 
less. But at the same time, the Amer-
ican public and families had to do with 
less also. 

b 2045 

But then when times were better, we 
had more, and we can spend more, if 
necessary. 

So I just think that it’s unfortunate 
that we don’t have such a balanced 
budget amendment. But it’s good that 
we had rules, at least up until January, 
where we took a supermajority before 
we had a tax increase, and even now we 
have an opportunity, if we will all only 
seize upon it, to say, okay, we’ll stick 
with the President’s numbers. I think 
we can do even better than that in 
terms of saving money for the tax-
payers. But let’s say we stick with the 
President’s numbers, that would still 
be a $23 billion savings over what our 
friends across the aisle are proposing in 
these various appropriations bills. And 
that we would, by going to the Presi-
dent’s numbers, we would still be over 
the rate of inflation in most of the dif-
ferent agencies. 

So, I just think it’s a tragedy that 
we’re not seizing upon this oppor-
tunity. I just expected better when I 
got sworn into Congress because I had 
heard talk during the campaign that if 
the majority party would take power, 
that they would be more fiscally re-
sponsible in different ways. And unfor-
tunately, I haven’t seen that fully car-
ried out, and I’ve been very dis-
appointed. 

At this point, I’m going to yield back 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my 
friend from Colorado for coming down 
this evening and sharing his comments 
and his perspective. It’s similar to 
mine. And the disappointment is 
shared as well because the American 
people did expect more. And I think 
that the numbers that we’ve seen, Mr. 
Speaker, and the polls that are out now 
that demonstrate the impression of the 
American people of Congress is at its 
lowest point in decades, that that’s re-
flective of the disappointment that 
they have in this new majority. So I 
appreciate your comments. 

I do just want to end, Mr. Speaker, 
by highlighting once again what we be-
lieve the solutions are. And there are 
solutions, and they’re positive solu-
tions. And they are solutions that we 
can embrace together, Republicans and 
Democrats, who truly desire to be fis-
cally responsible. And they are incor-
porated in the Taxpayer Bill of Rights 
at the Federal level. Again, it means 
that the Federal Government ought 
not grow faster than the rate of infla-
tion and the increase in population; 
that every single dollar that goes into 
the Social Security trust fund ought to 
be spent on Social Security; that that 
money ought to be preserved for indi-
viduals who send that money to the 
Federal Government; that a balanced 
budget occurs without raising taxes. 
It’s very doable. We have demonstrated 
it time and time again, that you in-
crease revenue to the Federal Govern-
ment when you decrease taxes. So, a 
balanced budget amendment without 
raising taxes. 

And fundamental and fair tax reform. 
Our tax system is woefully flawed, and 
it is a system that is crying out for re-
form, crying out for repair. It’s unfair 
for people all across the spectrum, and 
demands, indeed demands, fundamental 
reform. 

And finally, a supermajority required 
for any tax increase, as my friend from 
Colorado highlighted. We had no tax 
increase over the 12 years when my 
party was in charge. And one of the 
reasons for that was that it required a 
supermajority to pass a tax increase. 
And that just makes common sense. If 
you are going to take more of the hard- 
earned American taxpayer money, then 
you ought to do it with significant ma-
jorities. Thomas Jefferson, I believe, 
said that ‘‘You ought not make major 
changes with minor majorities.’’ It’s 
something that I think this majority 
ought to adhere to. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just close by say-
ing that we live in a wonderful and glo-
rious Nation, a Nation that allows us 
to be elected and to come and represent 
the finest people on the face of the 
Earth. I challenge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to endeavor to 
do that in a way that’s responsible, 
that respects the hard work that they 
do day in and day out, that respects 
the importance in the correlation be-
tween liberty and freedom, and allow-

ing the American people to keep more 
of their money. When they’re able to 
keep more money, they’re more free, 
they have greater independence and 
greater liberty. And by so doing, we ad-
here to fundamental principles that are 
uniquely American. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 2764, THE DE-
PARTMENT OF STATE, FOREIGN 
OPERATIONS AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2008 

Mrs. LOWEY (during Special Order of 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that, during 
further consideration of H.R. 2764 in 
the Committee of the Whole pursuant 
to House Resolution 498, notwith-
standing clause 11 of rule XVIII, no 
amendment to the bill may be offered 
except: 

Pro forma amendments offered at 
any point in the reading by the chair-
man or ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations or 
their designees for the purpose of de-
bate; 

An amendment by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida or Mr. SIRES regard-
ing funding for Cuba Democracy assist-
ance programs, which shall be debat-
able for 20 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. WOLF regard-
ing funding for certain assistance pro-
grams for Iraq, which shall be debat-
able for 20 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. SHAYS regard-
ing funding for Iraq Study Group; 

An amendment by Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey regarding funding for anti-
terrorism programs; 

An amendment by Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas regarding funding for inter-
national narcotics control and law en-
forcement programs; 

An amendment by Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey regarding certain reporting 
requirements related to U.N. employ-
ees participating in U.N. peacekeeping 
missions; 

An amendment by Mr. MACK regard-
ing funding for broadcasting to Ven-
ezuela; 

An amendment by Mr. SHADEGG to 
strike language designating funds for 
renewable energy; 

An amendment by Mr. SHERMAN re-
garding funding for the International 
Development Association; 

An amendment by Mr. PAYNE regard-
ing funding for tuberculosis through 
Child Survival and Health; 

An amendment by Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas regarding funding for Liberia; 

An amendment by Mr. BLUMENAUER 
regarding funding for Pakistan; 

An amendment by Mr. CULBERSON re-
garding funding for rural water and 
sanitation projects in East Africa; 

An amendment by Mr. SHAYS regard-
ing funding for community assistance 
programs in Iraq; 

An amendment by Mr. FORBES re-
garding ESF funding for Ethiopia; 
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An amendment by Mr. KNOLLENBERG 

regarding funding for the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation; 

An amendment by Mr. PITTS regard-
ing funding for HIV/AIDS abstinence 
prevention programs, which shall be 
debatable for 30 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia regarding funding for Israel; 

An amendment by Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN 
regarding funding for the U.N. Develop-
ment Program; 

An amendment by Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin regarding notification require-
ments on Liberia; 

An amendment by Mr. SKELTON re-
garding oversight of Iraq reconstruc-
tion; 

An amendment by Mr. WEINER re-
garding military assistance for Egypt; 

An amendment by Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey or Mr. STUPAK regarding the 
Mexico City policy on family planning 
assistance, which shall be debatable for 
45 minutes and shall remain in order 
even if proposing to strike language in-
serted by amendment; 

An amendment by Mrs. LOWEY mak-
ing changes to section 622, which shall 
be debatable for 45 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. LAMBORN re-
garding a prohibition on funds for cer-
tain individuals and entities for West 
Bank and Gaza programs; 

An amendment by Mr. KING of Iowa 
regarding basing rights in Iraq; 

An amendment by Mr. BOUSTANY to 
strike section 699; 

An amendment by Mr. FORTENBERRY 
regarding foreign military financing 
funds for Egypt for certain border secu-
rity efforts; 

An amendment by Mr. MCGOVERN 
limiting assistance for Western Hemi-
sphere Institute for Security Coopera-
tion, which shall be debatable for 30 
minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. WEINER lim-
iting funding for Saudi Arabia; 

An amendment by Mr. UPTON or Ms. 
HARMAN regarding use of Energy Star 
certified light bulbs; 

An amendment by Mr. TIERNEY re-
garding funding for Pakistan; 

An amendment by Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas regarding health infrastruc-
ture in Africa; 

An amendment by Mr. GINGREY re-
garding a prohibition on funds for ne-
gotiations related to the visa waiver 
program; 

An amendment by Mr. PENCE regard-
ing a limitation on the use of liq-
uidated assets from an enterprise fund 
to establish a new foundation or enti-
ty; 

An amendment by Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey limiting the use of funds 
for international conferences; 

An amendment by Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN 
regarding a prohibition on the use of 
funds for contributions to the U.N. for 
the United Nations Human Rights 
Council; 

An amendment by Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia regarding an across-the-board re-
duction in funding, which shall be de-
batable for 20 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. POE regarding 
a prohibition on funds to issue visas to 
citizens of certain countries based on 
certain extradition policies; 

An amendment by Mr. POE or Mr. 
TANCREDO regarding a prohibition on 
the use of funds in contravention of 8 
U.S.C. 1253; 

An amendment by Mr. FLAKE lim-
iting the use of funds to certain non-
governmental organizations other than 
through the competitive bidding proc-
ess; 

An amendment by Mr. KING of Iowa 
limiting the use of funds for travel by 
certain House officials to certain coun-
tries; 

An amendment by Mr. GOODLATTE or 
Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN regarding a pro-
hibition on the use of funds for the di-
versity visa program; 

An amendment by Mr. PENCE lim-
iting the use of funds for the Pales-
tinian Authority; 

An amendment by Mr. PENCE regard-
ing a prohibition on funds for U.S. con-
tributions to the United Nations Relief 
and Works Agency for Gaza; 

An amendment by Mrs. MUSGRAVE re-
garding an across-the-board reduction 
in funding, which shall be debatable for 
20 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. JORDAN of 
Ohio reducing funds in the bill, which 
shall be debatable for 20 minutes; 

An amendment by Mr. CONAWAY re-
garding use of reductions made 
through amendments for deficit reduc-
tion; 

An amendment by Mr. HENSARLING 
reducing funds in the bill; 

An amendment by Mr. TANCREDO pro-
hibiting funds to enforce certain guide-
lines regarding relations with Taiwan; 

An amendment by Mr. BLUNT prohib-
iting funds for the International Sea-
bed Authority; 

An amendment by Mr. SHADEGG pro-
hibiting funds for countries providing 
assistance to Iran related to nuclear 
and missile programs; 

An amendment by Mr. SHADEGG pro-
hibiting funds for countries providing 
refined petroleum to Iran; 

An amendment by Mr. OBEY regard-
ing earmarks; and 

An amendment or amendments by 
Mrs. LOWEY regarding funding levels. 

Each such amendment may be offered 
only by the Member named in this re-
quest or a designee, or by the Member 
who caused it to be printed in the 
RECORD or a designee, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall not be subject to 
amendment except that the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Appropriations and the 
Subcommittee on State, Foreign Oper-
ations, and Related Programs each 
may offer one pro forma amendment 
for the purpose of debate; and shall not 
be subject to a demand for division of 
the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Except as otherwise specified, each 
amendment shall be debatable for 10 
minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-

nent. An amendment shall be consid-
ered to fit the description stated in 
this request if it addresses in whole or 
in part the object described. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

HIGHEST DEBT IN HISTORY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ALTMIRE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee 
of the majority leader. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it’s 
an honor to be on the House floor. And 
I must say that free speech is a beau-
tiful thing in the United States of 
America. Our friends on the other side 
can pretty much say anything they 
want in this wonderful Chamber in this 
country, with absolutely no ramifica-
tions or connection to the truth at all. 
And I want to just share with the 
American people and I want to share 
with other Members of Congress, Mr. 
Speaker, and my good friend here from 
Connecticut, some facts that have been 
absent over the last hour and really 
over the last couple of days. 

I think it is important to just go 
back and piece the history together. 
Over the past 6 years there has been a 
Republican House, a Republican Sen-
ate, and a Republican White House. 
The gentlemen on the other side, fine 
men from fine families who have been 
speaking here, have completely forgot-
ten about the last 6 years. They think 
that they ran up a high bar tab and 
that it can be fixed rather easily. The 
fact of the matter is they ran up, the 
Republican House, Republican Senate, 
Republican White House, $3 trillion in 
debt, $3 trillion over the last 6 years. 

They just got out of office in Janu-
ary, and here it is June, and they’re 
acting like this is ancient history. 
Three trillion dollars. They had the 
debt limit raised five or six times, 
which means they had to pass legisla-
tion out of here that would allow the 
Department of Treasury to borrow 
more money. And then 5 months after 
they’re out of office, they come here, 
Mr. Speaker, and they talk like they’ve 
had nothing to do with this. 

Now, we saw our friend from Texas 
earlier hold up the Blue Dog Coalition 
debt limit sign, over $8 trillion, almost 
to $9 trillion in debt and act like they 
had nothing to do with it. But the 
American people recognized in Novem-
ber and asked for a change in govern-
ment, and they got it. 

Let me clear up another fact that has 
been misrepresented here today and 
yesterday and over the past couple of 
weeks. This is their quote, ‘‘The Demo-
crats are somehow going to raise taxes. 
It is the largest tax increase in the his-
tory of the United States of America.’’ 
Not accurate. Not true. I ask the 
American people, and as I speak and it 
is written into the CONGRESSIONAL 
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RECORD, we need to ask all Americans 
to keep their tax forms from this year 
and hold on to them and match them 
to next year’s tax forms. There will be 
no increase in taxes from the Demo-
crats. None. And take the statements 
that have been said here, take your tax 
forms. Don’t believe me. Don’t believe 
Mr. MURPHY or Mr. MEEK or any of our 
other 30-something friends who are 
going to come here, keep your own 
forms. 

Now the bottom line is this; we know 
how to govern. Our friends on the other 
side have had their chance. They got 
the keys to the car in 2000 when Presi-
dent Bush won and they controlled all 
levers of government and failed miser-
ably; $3 trillion in debt, a foreign pol-
icy that’s a complete disaster, a FEMA 
organization agency that can’t even re-
spond to natural disasters in the 
United States of America. They can’t 
even get the American citizens their 
passports. So save the lectures for 
somebody who wants to listen to them, 
because quite frankly, we don’t, and 
the American people do not want to lis-
ten to them. That’s the bottom line. 
When you can get the American people 
their passports on time, then come 
talk to us about worrying about envi-
ronment and creating jobs and the 
economy and foreign policy. Enough is 
enough. 

My friends, Mr. Speaker, on the other 
side are putting all of their trust in Mr. 
Bush, our President, because he says 
he’s going to veto all our bills. Well, 
let’s just look at what the Republican 
Congress did. President Bush, Mr. 
Speaker, said that he’s going to veto 
all our bills if they come in one dollar 
above what his submission was to the 
Congress. Let’s look at what happened 
in 2005. 

This is the defense bill in 2005. The 
Congress spent, Republican Congress, 
$45 billion more than President Bush 
requested. President Bush signed the 
bill on December 30, 2005. Transpor-
tation appropriations bill, Republican 
Congress spent $7.2 billion more than 
President Bush requested. President 
Bush signed the bill on November 30, 
2005. Labor, Health and Education. Re-
publican Congress spent $5 billion more 
than President Bush. President Bush 
signed that bill into law on December 
30th. On and on and on. And I can go 
through agriculture, military, I will 
submit this for the record so that all of 
America can go and check this out. 
Three trillion dollars in debt. Some of 
the highest deficits in the history of 
our country were run up by the Repub-
lican House, Republican Senate, Re-
publican White House. 

Here we go. Exploding national debt 
under the Bush, now Mr. Nussle, who is 
joining the team, projected 10-year 
budget surplus of $5.6 trillion turned 
into a projected 10-year deficit of $3 
trillion. The surpluses were gone. In 
the largest budget deficits in American 
history, Mr. Speaker, $378 billion in 
2003, $412 billion in 2004, $318 billion in 
2005. 

Now, you look at the Democratic 
budget, Mr. MURPHY, and you will see 
that we balance the budget. Keep your 
2008 forms. We do not raise your taxes. 
Just to prove what the other side is 
saying to us, keep them. We don’t raise 
your taxes and we balance the budget. 
And I can’t even wait until all of these 
pass and we can go all around the coun-
try, Mr. MURPHY, and talk about what 
we have done. The largest increase, and 
I will be happy to yield to you in a sec-
ond, my friend, the largest increase in 
veterans spending in the history of the 
VA. So all of the problems that our 
veterans have been having, backlogs, 
they don’t have enough workers in the 
VA system to process the claims, all of 
that is going to be taken care of. All of 
our kids that are coming back and our 
adults and our soldiers coming back, 
there is $500 million in this bill for 
post-traumatic stress. There is money 
in here for amputees. There is money 
in here for prosthetics. There is money 
in here for brain injuries. There is 
money in here to make sure the vet-
erans don’t have a huge increase in 
their copay and user fees, as the Re-
publican Congress and President Bush 
nickeled and dimed their veterans to 
death. And this budget that we pre-
pared for the veterans was approved by 
Disabled Vets, Paralyzed Vets. Every-
one has approved and said this is a 
monumental step. 

So we can get into energy, and I’m 
sure we will tonight; we can get into 
Homeland Security, which I’m sure we 
will tonight; we can get into Labor, 
Health and Education, which I’m sure 
we will tonight, and basically say, Mr. 
Speaker, that we have delivered for the 
American people exactly what they 
want. 

I understand what the polls say right 
now, but our budget has not been im-
plemented yet. And when people go 
next year and they apply for a Pell 
Grant and they’re allowed to get $700 
more so they can send their kid to col-
lege, and their student loans rates are 
cut in half and they get the minimum 
wage in July, and there are community 
health centers being built all over our 
country so that middle-class families 
who can’t afford health care can go to 
a clinic at least and get their kids care. 
When you have a million more kids on 
SCHIP. Next year this is all going to 
happen, and some will happen before 
that, the American people will recog-
nize that it was the Democratic Con-
gress that pushed this agenda. And let 
the President veto it, let him. 

I yield to my friend from Con-
necticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Thank 
you very much, Mr. RYAN. 

I think what happened here over the 
last 12 years, and I was watching it all 
from the outside, is that the Repub-
licans, for a very long time, vastly 
overestimated the gullibility of the 
American people. They thought they 
could stand up here and say over and 
over again that the Republicans are 
being fiscally responsible, and that the 

American people wouldn’t notice that 
they were racking up record amounts 
of debt, $3 trillion, up to $9 trillion now 
is the amount of Federal debt that this 
government has racked up. The fact 
that they wouldn’t notice that every 
single dime for this war in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan has been borrowed money. I 
think you give them too much credit, 
Mr. RYAN. You said they were spending 
like a bunch of drunken sailors. Well, 
drunken sailors spend their own money 
at least, they probably don’t spend it 
very wisely, but their own money. 
These are like a bunch of thieving 
drunken sailors. They were spending 
other people’s money, my money, my 
parents’ money, my neighbor’s money, 
all the while kind of pretending that 
we weren’t ever going to have to pay it 
back. 

So what we’ve seen here tonight and 
what we’ve seen over the last few days 
is a Republican minority now that con-
tinues to vastly overestimate the gulli-
bility of the American people. They 
think they can stand here, try to make 
disappear everything that happened 
over the last 12 years, and that once 
again they can stand here and talk 
about being fiscally responsible, while 
the very mess that we’re here cleaning 
up is all theirs in the making. 

b 2100 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, here is what we are doing. 
You mentioned that we have a bal-
anced budget, in 5 years we are going 
to balance this budget. But on top of 
that, we are starting to fix some of the 
biggest messes they left this Demo-
cratic Congress. 

Take for example the Alternative 
Minimum Tax. Now, not a lot of people 
know what this thing is. You know it if 
you are paying it, and you are going to 
start paying it year after year. More 
people will start paying more and 
more. This is the biggest middle-class 
tax increase potentially in the history 
of this country, imposed by a Repub-
lican Congress. And, guess what? We 
are going to fix it. We are going to take 
it on. 

For the first time, legislation that 
comes before this House actually has 
to be paid for as we go along; the pay- 
as-you-go rule. Every spending increase 
that this Congress proposed has to be 
accompanied by either a revenue offset 
or a spending offset. That’s real fiscal 
responsibility; rules passed by the 
Democratic majority here that are 
going to finally impose some fiscal dis-
cipline on this place. 

So the Republicans and the minority 
can say over and over again whatever 
they want. They can hope that if they 
say it often enough that they will be-
lieve it and maybe a few people out 
there will believe it. 

But what is going to happen here 
over the next few months is results, 
Mr. RYAN. It is going to be rhetoric 
matched with results: Fixing the AMT, 
balancing the Federal budget over 5 
years, making sure that every bill that 
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comes before this House is paid for as 
we go along, record increases for vet-
erans programs, for education pro-
grams, for the things that people want 
to have funded in their communities. 

There are finally going to be some 
words that are matched with actions 
here. As much as the other side of the 
aisle may try to make this disappear, 
they are going to find an American 
people that isn’t as gullible as they 
used to think they were. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I would be happy 
to yield to my good friend, the Car-
dinal from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ). 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to thank Mr. 
RYAN and Mr. MURPHY. 

Mr. Speaker, I am really pleased to 
be here with my colleagues from the 
30–Something Working Group once 
again. 

Just to jump off what our good friend 
Mr. MURPHY was talking about, we are 
in the midst of the ‘‘New Direction 
Congress.’’ Mr. RYAN, Mr. MEEK and I 
spent the last several years on this 
floor railing about the ‘‘culture of cor-
ruption,’’ railing against our good 
friends on the other side of the aisle, 
whose only interest when they spoke 
about tax cuts was providing those tax 
cuts to the wealthiest few in this coun-
try. 

Now, what is amazing about our abil-
ity to move this country in a new di-
rection is that we can really focus on 
those targeted tax cuts that will help 
the average working family, the reg-
ular folks, the people who don’t have 
the ability to just kick back, put their 
feet up on the desk and live on Easy 
Street day in and day out. 

We are talking about people who live 
paycheck to paycheck. Not poor people 
who live paycheck to paycheck, but 
people in middle America, who make 
sure that all their bills are paid, just 
like we are trying to do here with our 
PAYGO provision, but make sure all 
their bills are paid. But it takes every 
dollar they have to do it. 

Then you add to their budget the in-
creased price of gas, which increases 
the price of food, which impacts every-
thing that regular, everyday working 
families have to deal with. And we hit 
them under the Republican-led Con-
gress with an Alternative Minimum 
Tax, that was never supposed to be di-
rected at them, but ultimately scooped 
up so many of those hardworking tax-
payers. And you know we listened to 
the garbage rhetoric that is so tired on 
the other side. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it is 
like the 1992–1993 talking points have 
been taken off the shelf somewhere in 
the cloakroom and dusted off. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I am glad the gentleman 
jumped in. It is like either they have a 
tape recorder that is stuck on rewind, 
or maybe we are trapped in ‘‘Ground-
hog Day’’ and we don’t know it, or 
maybe they are just tired. 

We used to be in meetings, and I have 
sat in many meetings where I have had 

colleagues and supporters express frus-
tration because they marvel at our Re-
publican friends’ ability to come up 
with these pithy, cute, packaged mes-
sages and that ours aren’t as cute and 
pithy and succinct. 

Well, do you know what? That is be-
cause we don’t have purely simplistic 
solutions to complex problems. The 
American people saw right through the 
pithy, cute, succinct, tired slogans that 
the Republicans have been throwing at 
them year after year and don’t believe 
them anymore. They reached the point 
where they won’t just take what they 
say when they repeat it over and over 
again at face value. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, let’s 
look at what happened here in the last 
couple of days. Right here, about 20 
minutes ago, we heard two of our 
friends on the other side, Mr. Speaker, 
talk about a balanced budget amend-
ment. They just ran up $3 trillion in 
debt, raised the debt limit five times, 
and it is like it never happened. Let’s 
put on a balanced budget amendment, 
the constitutional amendment. 

It is unbelievable. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 

Speaker, they also talked about ear-
mark reform. They were railing on and 
on about earmark reform. 

Who brought earmark reform to Con-
gress? We did. Who brought about the 
beginning of the end of the war in Iraq, 
hopelessly mired in a chaotic conflict 
in another country? If you rewind back 
to pre-November 7, what was their 
cute, pithy, succinct little saying? 
Stay the course. We can’t pull out. We 
can’t cut and run. 

Who is scrambling to make sure they 
can protect their own political hides 
now and be supportive of making sure 
that we can withdraw, but in a respon-
sible fashion? Well, it is they that 
spend plenty of time talking about 
that. We are the ones that are bringing 
about the beginning of the end of this 
war by putting those votes up on that 
board and bringing those bills to this 
floor that they refused to yield on. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the 
beautiful thing about this is that for 
how many years they talked about the 
protecting the homeland, about home-
land security, that it make us safer 
fighting there so we don’t have to fight 
here, all their rhetoric hasn’t deliv-
ered. 

So here we come, right? We come 
with an increase in funding so we can 
fund the ‘‘loose nukes’’ program, the 
Nunn-Lugar program, so we have more 
people out with more money buying 
more loose nuclear weapons that are 
getting spread around the world, we 
put hundreds of millions of dollars 
more into this program, which is going 
to keep us safe. 

Mr. Speaker, last week, the mother 
of all rhetorical contortions, we are 
passing a Homeland Security bill here, 
or trying to pass, where 3,000 Border 
Patrol agents will be funded; tech-
nology for all our ports to monitor 
chemical and biological weapons com-

ing in; grants for first responders, po-
lice, fire. We also passed 50,000 new 
cops for the country for communities 
who can’t afford them, a lot like mine. 
And they held up the bill. They held up 
the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, we are trying to pass 
funding for 3,000 Border Patrol agents, 
and they are trying to hold up the bill. 
Now, who is for homeland security 
now? And on and on and on. 

But what we have shown, and this is 
what I love about it, is that when these 
bills pass, those men and women who 
get hired to be Border Patrol agents 
will know it was the Democrats. When 
the minimum wage goes in this sum-
mer, they will know it was the Demo-
crats. When you go to get a Pell grant, 
they will know it was the Democrats. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, when we bring an energy 
package the week before we leave for 
the July 4 recess that really begins to 
make sure that we end our addiction to 
foreign oil, they will know it was the 
Democrats. When we make sure we 
bring about an end to this war in Iraq, 
they will know it was the Democrats. 
And they will say repeatedly, ‘‘they’’ 
being the smart American citizens, 
American voters, they will say to our 
good friends on the other side of the 
aisle exactly what they said to them on 
November 7, after listening over and 
over to the same tired slogans, ‘‘Talk 
to the hand. We don’t want to hear it 
anymore. We see through your garbage. 
And we are voting to make sure we can 
move this country in a new direction.’’ 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, let me tell you what happened 
in my district, because it happened in 
40 other districts around the country 
last fall. 

All the people who are fiscal conserv-
atives, people who were concerned 
about fiscal responsibility frankly 
probably voted Republican for a long 
time because they did believe that the 
words were backed up by the actions, 
finally saw through all that rhetoric. 
And all those true fiscal conservatives 
came out and voted Democrat. 

My district hadn’t been Democrat for 
24 years. And, guess what? It wasn’t 
just the social progressives and the 
anti-war activists who came out and 
said we want change. It was the fiscal 
conservatives, the people who were 
concerned about the absolute and utter 
incompetency in this Government that 
came out and decided to change this 
place. 

And, guess what? They are seeing re-
sults here. They are seeing results be-
cause what they did was they saw a 
party that over the years started out 
as a collection of ideas that ended up 
just being a collection of special inter-
ests. 

Mr. Speaker, the words they used 
were still the same. Their allegiances 
changed over time. Their allegiances 
didn’t happen to sit with the ideas that 
they held. Their allegiances sat with 
the lobbyists and the special interests 
and the folks that they were protecting 
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every single day on this House floor. 
Those voters who came out and voted 
Democrat based on fiscally sound and 
fiscally responsible principles last year 
are going to do the same thing 2 years 
from now because they are going to see 
that balanced budget. They are going 
to see the Alternative Minimum Tax. 
They are going to see the pay-as-you- 
go rules. Those are all results. Those 
are going to be voters that will be 
sticking with the Democratic Party. 

b 2115 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. They are not 
going to see a tax increase. Again, keep 
your tax forms from this year, compare 
them to what you fill out next year. 
There will be no tax increase. Period, 
dot, Mr. Speaker. When you wonder 
why the fiscal conservatives gave the 
Democrats a chance and why we are 
passing balanced budgets, why we 
passed a rule in the House called 
PAYGO which says if you spend money, 
you got to pay for it. You got to find a 
cut somewhere to cut it out. 

Here is why they voted for us: This 
President and the Republican Congress, 
as we have stated ad nauseam on this 
floor, have borrowed more money from 
foreign interests in the last 6 years 
than any other President and Congress 
before them combined. Combined. 
From foreign interests. 

Now, look here: Japan; China; UK; 
Caribbean; OPEC countries, $67 billion 
of our debt; Japan; China, $349 billion. 

Now, we are trying to compete with 
China. And one of our friends was up 
here earlier today with an amendment. 
We have to compete against China. No 
kidding. Well, then why did you, he 
wasn’t here, but why did his prede-
cessors before him borrow over $600 bil-
lion from China, and then turn around 
and say, hey, aren’t we competing with 
the bank we are borrowing from? How 
are we going to work this out? 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
RYAN, one of the most perplexing bars 
on that graph is the amount of money 
that we have borrowed from OPEC na-
tions. You want to talk about why we 
can’t stand across the table from the 
countries that are pillaging American 
consumers with these ridiculously, 
monstrously high gas prices? 

Guess what? We can’t sit across and 
be an honest broker from them because 
they hold the mortgage to this coun-
try. The same can be said of the Chi-
nese and the same can be said of Euro-
pean nations. We have lost so much of 
our ability to sit and be an honest 
broker in negotiations over energy pol-
icy and foreign policy, because they 
own our currency. They hold all of our 
debt. 

So beyond how terrible this is for the 
American taxpayers, it is also terrible 
for the American foreign relations. It 
has to stop. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. You 
stand here and scratch your head and 
wonder how it is they could allow it to 
get to this point. There is no logical, 
rational explanation. The only thing I 

could come up with is, A, they think 
we are dealing with Monopoly money 
here and it is not real money and it is 
not real debt; or, B, it is not really my 
personal debt, so it doesn’t affect my 
personal bottom line, so it doesn’t mat-
ter; or, C, which is the worst, they just 
didn’t care. 

It just didn’t matter. Their rhetoric 
was of the utmost importance to them. 
Making sure they could continue to 
pass tax cuts that benefited the 
wealthiest 1 percent of Americans, the 
debt be damned, the deficit be damned, 
none of that mattered to them, as long 
as they could keep their contributors 
happy. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Even 
when they did spend money, they spent 
it in such a ludicrous way as to waste 
the taxpayers’ money on essential pro-
grams like the prescription drug ben-
efit. Even when they chose to roll out 
a brand new and expensive new domes-
tic program, they overspent to the 
tune of potentially $50 billion a year by 
cutting a deal with the drug companies 
so as to prohibit the Federal Govern-
ment from using its bulk purchasing 
power. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
MURPHY, to add insult to injury, the 
administration, now that they are not 
in power here, the administration is 
using its ability through their agencies 
to try to cram new formulas down the 
throats of our hospitals so their reim-
bursement rate is dramatically im-
pacted, dramatically cut, so that they 
aren’t able to serve the people who 
need the most help. 

So not only are our seniors getting 
nailed by not being able to make sure 
that they have truly the lowest pos-
sible prices that they can pay, that we 
could negotiate on their behalf for pre-
scription drugs, but our hospitals are 
facing major cuts at the hands of the 
administration without any input from 
elected officials, just bureaucrats in 
the Bush White House’s administra-
tion. 

They actually have one proposed for-
mula change that would presume that 
hospitals are just going to game the 
system, so they are cutting money out 
of their budgets, just because. Pretty 
much just because they think they are 
going to play with their numbers. Be-
cause they are going to make that as-
sumption, they are going to take the 
money away, rather than prove that 
they do that and then take the money 
away. 

That is accountability? That is like 
what is that game that you play on the 
street, Three Card Monte. They are 
playing Three Card Monte with peo-
ple’s health care. I don’t know. Maybe 
it is because most of the people who 
run this country in the Bush adminis-
tration can afford to pay their own 
medical bills, so maybe it is just they 
have hired too many people who don’t 
understand what it is like to try to pay 
the bills every month. Really, it is just 
beyond baffling. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I think 
it was a pretty simple formula. It was 

that we were going to squeeze and 
squeeze the people who have the least 
in this society, and that is the hos-
pitals that care for the sick and the un-
insured, it is the families that have the 
courage to send their loved ones off to 
war, it is middle-class families who 
can’t afford to pay another dime. Those 
are the people that are going to get 
soaked in order to fund these giant tax 
cuts for the people. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. It is 
people who need to be able tomorrow 
pay for their gas in their car and who 
are running businesses who need to pay 
for the vehicles their employees are op-
erating so they can make sure they can 
serve their customers so they can stay 
in business and pay their employees. 
Those are the people they are not 
thinking about. 

I had a press conference a couple of 
weeks ago with Congressman KLEIN 
who also replaced a Member in a dis-
trict that had not been represented by 
a Democrat for 26 years. We were out 
there with some of our small business 
owners who talked about the impact of 
gas prices on their bottom line. 

I have a constituent in Southwest 
Ranches who runs a repair business. He 
literally last year employed 24 people, 
Mr. RYAN, and now employs 14. He di-
rectly attributes this to the fact that 
he can’t afford the gas that he needs to 
be able to run his trucks around to the 
businesses that want to hire him to do 
the repair work. That is just unbeliev-
able. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think it is im-
portant for us to say, we know that the 
government can’t do everything. We 
know that we can’t solve every prob-
lem. We have got some basic respon-
sibilities though, defense and what not. 

One of the things we are doing here 
when it comes to gas and oil in the bill 
that we were on the floor today with, 
the Energy appropriations bill, is to in-
vest into alternative energy sources. It 
is very important for us to recognize 
and for the American people to recog-
nize what we are doing with our budg-
et, because we had a lot of amendments 
and ‘‘cut this’’ and ‘‘cut that.’’ 

This bill passed out as a bipartisan 
bill on the House Energy and Water 
Subcommittee, led by Mr. HOBSON from 
Ohio, who is a great ranking member 
and was a great chair of this com-
mittee. But, finally, over the hurdles of 
many Republicans, over the hurdles of 
the President, we are now investing 
into renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency procedures here $1.9 billion, a 50 
percent increase in energy efficiency 
and renewable energy technology. An 
additional $300 million was added from 
the joint resolution 2007 resolution we 
passed. 

We are investing in biofuels. Solar 
energy, hydropower, geothermal, new 
vehicle technology, new materials 
technology so we can have lighter vehi-
cles that don’t use as much fossil fuel, 
weatherization grants, carbon capture 
and sequestration, climate change 
science research. 
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You want to talk about moving the 

country forward? This bill funds 3,500 
scientists. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Could I 
ask you a question, Mr. RYAN? We are 
both on the Appropriations Committee 
and the committee is working very 
hard in a bipartisan way, I might add, 
to produce a product that we can really 
have the American people be proud of. 

Is the President talking about sign-
ing this bill into law? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The President is 
talking about vetoing this bill, my 
good friend. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
Vetoing this bill. Isn’t this the same 
President that talked, again more 
words, no action, talked about the need 
for America to end our addiction to 
foreign oil in his State of the Union 
that we sat right in this Chamber and 
heard him say? 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, I think in four or 
five or six State of the Union speeches 
in a row. Not just the last one. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Here we have a 
budget that actually funds scientists, 
funds research. There is a great report 
that has come out called Rising Above 
the Coming Storm, something along 
those lines, a beautiful panel of experts 
led by the former CEO of Lockheed 
Martin, probably not a Democrat, if I 
had to guess, but a very detailed report 
on what we need to do. 

One of the key components was focus 
on basic research in the physical 
sciences. That is what this bill does. 
Our friend, when I mentioned this the 
other day, I said, this is a jobs bill. 
This is the next generation of people 
that are going to benefit from the re-
search money. They are going to get 
into research. They are going to part-
ner with businesses and spring out in 
more research and development and 
manufacturing and everything else. 

He said, well, this is not a jobs bill. I 
take issue with what the Member from 
Ohio is saying. 

Well, I am sorry. If we figured out a 
way to do research and create jobs 
from it and create new industries, isn’t 
that a good thing? That we were able 
to get a real good bang for our buck in 
the investments that we have made? 

I just think, Mr. Speaker, that illus-
trates the difference in philosophy. We 
have one party in this country who 
comes to the floor and says they can 
solve every complex issue with two 
words: Smaller government, lesser 
taxes, this and that. 

We have a bill that doesn’t raise 
taxes and we are able, because we 
peeled off $14 billion in corporate wel-
fare that we were giving to the oil com-
panies last year and we put it in alter-
native energy research, we were able to 
make that investment without raising 
taxes. Don’t be mad at us. Don’t be a 
hater. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I am 
not a hater. As a new Member, I am 
loving every minute of this, Mr. RYAN. 

Listen to me: From every standpoint 
it makes sense. You talk about the jobs 

that an investment in alternative en-
ergy is going to bring. Undoubtedly it 
is going to make our air cleaner. It is 
going to reduce our contribution to 
global warming. We know in the long 
run it is going to bring prices down. It 
is going to be the thing that finally 
breaks our dependence on the high 
prices of foreign oil. 

Also it is about national security. It 
is about finally breaking us free of de-
pendency on the countries that produce 
that oil, that compromise a lot of our 
conversations in places in the world 
like the Middle East, compromised ad-
ditionally by the amount of debt those 
OPEC nations hold. So, it is kind of a 
win-win-win-win-win-win scenario. 

So the question is why didn’t it hap-
pen? Well, it didn’t happen because the 
agenda here wasn’t about the economy. 
The agenda wasn’t about cleaning up 
the air. The agenda wasn’t about low-
ering gas prices. The agenda was about 
helping a bunch of people in the oil in-
dustry. 

This is what happens when you break 
this place free of special interests. 
Good policy starts to happen. You get 
wins for everybody when you start 
making this about Main Street, right, 
instead of about the few people that 
get in the room and write the legisla-
tion based on how much money they 
have given to campaigns and how much 
influence they have inside the Beltway. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. You 
know, Mr. MURPHY, what you and Mr. 
RYAN just outlined is what Speaker 
PELOSI always talks about when we are 
in our Caucus meetings and when I 
have heard her talk about the direction 
that she is helping us lead this coun-
try, and that is the budget, and by ex-
tension the appropriations bills, are an 
expression of our values. 

Mr. RYAN, you talked about our col-
league on the other side, and I was in 
the Chamber when you stood up and 
talked about that. It really is an ex-
pression of our values and a stark con-
trast in the difference between ours 
and theirs. Their values were expressed 
in the energy bills that they passed in 
the 109th Congress, which gave away 
$14 billion in subsidies to the oil indus-
try, which when we came into the ma-
jority we included in our first 100-hour 
agenda. The first six bills we passed, 
one of those was repealing those $14 
billion in subsidies so we could respon-
sibly use that money to expand alter-
native energy research. We earmarked 
that money appropriately and are hold-
ing it so that we can make sure we 
spend it on really ending our addiction 
to foreign oil. 

So if you look at the Homeland Secu-
rity bill, the Military Construction 
bill, the Energy and Water bill, all of 
the appropriations bills that we are 
going through right now, they are an 
expression of our values. They show 
these stark and clear differences be-
tween the way we choose to take this 
country, in the direction we choose to 
take this country, versus the direction 
that they had us on, which was careen-
ing into oblivion. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I think 
I work pretty hard. I get back to the 
district every minute I can. I see as 
many people as I am able to. But you 
don’t have to work that hard to hear 
what the values of the American people 
are. I mean, you don’t have to be ev-
erywhere at all times in your district 
to understand that when people were 
crying out for energy reform, energy 
reform wasn’t giving more tax give-
aways to big oil. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. No, 
but you do have to be listening. It is 
very easy to stand as a Member of Con-
gress in front of a group of people, have 
a town hall meeting, be in a room sit-
ting on your couch in your office, and 
you are there but you are not listening. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. All I 
mean by that is it makes it even more 
inexcusable that all you had to do was 
go out and listen a little bit to hear the 
cries from people. 

There are these sort of ‘‘are you kid-
ding me’’ moments that happen out 
there. They happened in my district, 
when people are asking, listen, do 
something about energy policy. And 
the ‘‘do something’’ was let’s just em-
power the oil companies even more. 

People are crying out for change in 
our policy towards Iraq, and the answer 
was we are going to commit ourselves 
to even more troops and even more 
money and an even greater failed pol-
icy. 

People stand there and say, are you 
kidding me? Did you hear anything I 
said? And for 12 years, the answer in-
creasingly was no. We didn’t hear any-
thing you said. We didn’t try, and in 
fact our ears were attuned to a very 
different set of people. 

So now, this revolution that hap-
pened here isn’t terribly revolutionary. 
We are finally starting to listen to peo-
ple again, and that means investing in 
alternative energy, that means setting 
a new course in Iraq, that means mak-
ing it easier for kids to go to college. 

These aren’t new ideas. These are 
ideas that people have been talking 
about in bars and in diners and pan-
cake breakfasts and pasta dinners for 
years. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I don’t want to 
say it is fun, because there are a lot of 
people that are still struggling, but it 
is so much better now to go back to 
your district and people ask you, what 
are you doing about gas prices? And we 
have got a great budget, and it is not 
immediate. That is the painful thing 
that you have to realize. People are 
struggling and people who are driving 
from lab to lab, they somehow have to 
use a lot of transportation, it is hard. 

But we have something here that we 
are passing from the House that is 
going to significantly over time reduce 
our dependence on foreign oil, and it is 
going to benefit the average American 
consumer. 

So, let’s look at this in the broad 
sense. Of all the promises, the Demo-
crats made promises, they got in, we 
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gave them a shot. We are taking advan-
tage of this shot. One, we didn’t raise 
taxes, first of all. 

But look at what we did. If you are 
the average person sitting out there, 
you now in July will have an increase 
in the minimum wage to over $7 an 
hour. So anyone who is associated with 
that will get an increase. Those people 
slightly above will also get an increase. 
Included in that was a tax cut for small 
businesses, so that those people who 
are bearing the brunt of this will ben-
efit as well. 

Then you are getting $700 more in 
your Pell Grant. So if you have got 
kids in school, you are going to get an 
extra $700 a year grant money. If you 
are in Ohio, Governor Strickland’s 
budget, a former Democratic Member 
of Congress who is now Governor, 
passed a budget where there is a zero 
percent increase in tuition in Ohio next 
year, zero percent the following year, 
which traditionally has been almost a 9 
percent increase over the past 5 or 6 
years. 

So if you are a student in Ohio, you 
are getting a 9 percent cut in your tui-
tion from an increase that would have 
happened to zero, and you are getting 
an extra $700 Pell Grant. You are talk-
ing about an almost $2,000 tax cut for 
average families in Ohio if you go to 
school. 

So you got the minimum wage, you 
got the Pell Grant, you have commu-
nity health clinics, about $400 million 
increase between the supplemental and 
what we are doing in this year’s bill. 
There will be hundreds of more health 
clinics around the country this year. 
People can get their healthcare. We are 
investing in research, 3,500 scientists 
will be funded through this bill in all of 
these different areas for alternative en-
ergy research. Increased funding in 
Head Start, Even Start, after school 
programs. This is a bill for the people. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. These 
are bills, because it is plural, that 
truly think about what the needs are of 
the average person, the person that we 
have been talking about for this whole 
hour that has a paycheck come in and 
has to figure out how they are going to 
pay all the bills with the money that 
comes in. 

The help that we need to give them 
to do is to make sure not that we put 
money in their pocket, because like 
you said, Mr. RYAN, government can’t 
do everything. Government is here to 
provide assistance when it is needed, 
when the person doesn’t have the abil-
ity to deal with the issue on their own. 

b 2130 

Like the cost of a student loan, like 
making sure that they earn a minimal 
amount of money so they can pay their 
bills and making sure that the govern-
ment ensures that the domestic home-
land security needs are taken care of, 
that we have an appropriate number of 
Border Patrol which has been woefully 
and inadequately funded under the 
Bush administration. 

They spend a whole lot of time beat-
ing on their chest and saying how im-
portant it is that we have a strong Bor-
der Patrol. The Bush administration 
did not fund as many or even ask for as 
many Border Patrol agents as the Clin-
ton administration did. It is just ramp-
ant hypocrisy. That is all I have seen 
in the 21⁄2 years that I have been here. 
It is blah, blah, blah. All they do is 
talk, and it is hollow and empty behind 
the words. 

They have the wrong kind of trans-
parency on their side of the aisle, and 
folks see through it. That is why they 
are counting on us to make sure that 
we take care of these things. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. One of 
the miracles of what is happening here, 
we are starting to change those prior-
ities without spending more money in 
order to do that. You can tack onto 
your list of help to kids and families 
the fact that we passed legislation that 
could bring on average $4,000 in relief 
to students by lowering the interest 
rate on student loans. That is $4,000 
back in the pocket of a young man or 
woman graduating from college, that is 
going to be looking to pile on a mort-
gage on top of their debt. And we did it 
at no additional expense to the tax-
payers. We changed in a small way the 
amount of money that we guarantee to 
banks, and the banks are doing pretty 
well out there already, and we got 
$4,000 back in the pockets of American 
students and graduates without costing 
anybody else a dime. Same thing on 
the energy policy. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. When you look at 
why are we doing this, because we are 
competing against 1.3 billion people in 
China. We are competing with 1.2 citi-
zens in India. Not only do we have to 
do that, but we have to put the pedal to 
the metal and increase the speed of 
what we are doing here. This is just the 
beginning of what we need to do to be 
competitive, to make sure that we 
have enough engineers and scientists 
doing the kind of research that we are 
passing bills on now, starting to lay 
the groundwork for, so more kids can 
afford college. 

And we have to ask all of the citizens 
of this country to step up to bat and 
really make sure that you are devel-
oping your skills and talents to the 
best of your ability because we can’t do 
it for you. We are going to help with 
funding and after school. We are going 
to make sure that kids get the kind of 
support that they need, but we need 
Americans to step up to bat and de-
velop the kids so we can compete. 

We only have 300 million people in 
the country. We are competing against 
1.3 billion in China and 1.2 billion in 
India. We need everybody to develop to 
their fullest extent. 

One final point, we are creating 
through these bills new industries that 
will pay dividends for our country. The 
alternative energy is one. With all of 
the funding in research, it is going to 
create things and scientists are going 
to develop things and partner with the 

private sector. Ten years from now, we 
can’t even imagine what will come 
with this investment just this year. 

In committee we had testimony that 
there was a blip in energy research, an 
increase in the late seventies when 
President Carter was here, and then it 
went right back down. In those 2 years, 
solar panels were developed. In those 2 
years of that increase in funding. 

Give these bright people the re-
sources they need. And also, we have 
been able to move stem cell research 
which the President has vetoed. We 
can’t even imagine the health care ad-
vances that will come from that re-
search. 

So we are creating new areas for 
young people to grow into and to cre-
ate jobs for American people. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
RYAN, you try to come up with what 
you can compare this to as far as the 
situation we are in and who we are 
dealing with here. It is like we are in 
the 21st century and we are negotiating 
with the Cro Magnon man, people who 
are stuck in the Paleozoic era. How do 
you even begin a conversation? 

If it is not their values, maybe it is 
that they are literally—maybe the tape 
recorder is broken. Maybe they are 
stuck in the age of dinosaurs. You can 
watch TV and see there are commer-
cials on with Cro Magnon man. Maybe 
they have infiltrated the United States 
Congress. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I see a commer-
cial here. They are going to be mad at 
you. Why are you making fun of the 
caveman? 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I 
know, I know, I am going to offend the 
cavemen. But we work with a lot of 
them. People who think like cavemen. 
That is not a constituency I have to 
worry about too much right now. Real-
ly, that is what we have to deal with. 

Can you imagine sitting around the 
negotiating table with a caveman. How 
easy would be it to move the caveman 
off their view. Not very easy. We need 
the American people to help continue 
to communicate with our colleagues 
and tug them into the 21st century 
where we are dwelling. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I am 
excited that we almost got to the end 
of the hour without a five syllable word 
until Paleozoic. That is in part why I 
joined the 30-something Working 
Group, to get that kind of vocabulary 
help. 

There is a lot of anger coming from 
the minority side right now, and I 
think there is probably reason for them 
to be angry. When 1 or 2 percent of the 
population gets the run of the place for 
12 years. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. They 
brought it on themselves. They have 
only themselves to blame. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. When 
the other 98 percent get their govern-
ment back, I would be angry myself if 
all of a sudden my day was over. 

But let’s not overstate the partisan 
differences here because when we have 
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put on the House floor good legislation 
for the American people, that student 
loan cut that we talked about, invest-
ment in alternative energy, stem cell 
research, when we put that before the 
House a lot of Republicans came over 
and supported it. 

So there is a group of leadership, 
that is frankly the ones that come 
down the House floor and do most of 
talking, but there are a bunch of Re-
publicans when Democrats finally put 
an agenda that is sticking up for reg-
ular people, they are going to support 
us on that. The newspapers and the TV 
talk shows are filled with the Repub-
lican leadership who, frankly, it seems 
to me, after 6 months on the job, don’t 
speak for a lot of people on that side of 
the aisle. 

I think what we are doing here over 
time is when you get past a lot of the 
rhetoric, a lot of the votes end up being 
pretty bipartisan because when you get 
beyond the leadership, you have Repub-
licans who are appreciative of the fact 
that Democrats have finally returned 
this place to the American people. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It is going to be 
interesting to watch the contortions 
with our friends on the other side of 
the aisle, you can see their strategy is 
to blame the $3 trillion that they ran 
up somehow on us when we weren’t in 
charge of anything, and then they are 
going to start taking credit for things 
like the earmark transparency that we, 
we are in charge here, so if it passes, 
we have done it. What we have done 
they are going to try to take credit for. 

But it will be so much nicer, I think, 
next year when all of this is passed and 
the American people recognize it is the 
Democrats that has done this. And if 
the President vetoes it, let’s go out and 
campaign, take that one to the Amer-
ican people and let the President de-
fend not hiring 3,500 scientists in DOE 
to do alternative energy research. Let 
him say he is going to veto the Pell 
Grants. It will be easier because we 
won’t have to come to the floor as 
much, occasionally just to remind the 
American people what we are doing in-
stead of trying to push what we are 
doing now. I think that will be a good 
time for us. 

So we are happy that we do get some 
support. As I stated earlier, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. HOBSON) has 
been a tremendous advocate for put-
ting this budget together through the 
Energy Department, but the extremists 
in their party which have been gov-
erning their party for the last 6 years, 
are still coming kicking and screaming 
into the high-tech research and devel-
opment economy that we are in now, 
and somehow think if they cut taxes 
for a millionaire and that millionaire 
invests that money in a plant in China, 
that somehow is benefiting average 
Americans. Wages have been stagnant 
for 30 years. So we are trying to create 
new economies, new sectors of the 
economy that will grow and provide op-
portunity for most people. 

I just saw a poll yesterday, 7 in 10 
Americans think the economy is get-

ting worse for them. That is obviously 
not shared prosperity, and our friends 
come to the floor and say the stock 
market is doing great. Well, that is 
great if you have stocks. And even if 
you do, I don’t know if it makes up for 
the stagnant wages and the 20 percent 
increase in health care costs. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We 
need some more bipartisanship. And 
the Six in 06 agenda, the Medicare leg-
islation to ensure that we can nego-
tiate for lower drug prices, the repeal 
of the $14 billion in subsidies, the pas-
sage of the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations, the minimum wage, 
those bills had an average of 65 Repub-
lican votes. We are glad to have the 
rank and file Members who clearly 
were stymied and strangled by their 
leadership in the majority who are 
willing to do the right thing and come 
along with us. 

I wish we could see more of that bi-
partisanship and wide open eyes on the 
war in Iraq because we still have a 
bunch of lemmings who continue to 
just be willing to walk off the plank 
and not ask any questions and continue 
the same mantra. It is really startling. 

The bills that we put out on this 
floor to establish a timeline and to es-
tablish benchmarks and to ensure that 
we can begin to turn this conflict over 
to the Iraq government, maybe we got 
two Republican votes on those bills. 
And one we got one Republican vote on 
it. 

You know, over the weekend, because 
we have been waiting, and they all say 
wait until September. There are 14 who 
went to the White House and said to 
the President, you have until Sep-
tember. We are going to hang with you, 
but in September we better see some 
results or else. 

Over the weekend, in my papers we 
saw commentary from General 
Petraeus who said, you know, it is not 
looking like we are going to be able to 
do any significant draw down or any 
draw down of troops in September. In 
fact, we may need to be in Iraq for 10 
years. Ten years. 

Mr. Speaker, my children will be 
adults in 10 years. My oldest kids are 8. 
That means we will have spent vir-
tually because what we are going on, 6 
years in Iraq now, that means we will 
have spent my children’s entire life in 
Iraq. Can you imagine. Their entire 
childhood twisted and mired in another 
country’s conflict that we created for 
no good reason or at least for a reason 
that wasn’t accurate with an adminis-
tration who can’t admit when they are 
wrong. There is no bipartisanship 
there, and let’s just make that clear. 

When, God forbid, when we are still 
twisted in this war in Iraq next year, 
we will do our best that we vote to 
bring those troops home and establish 
those benchmarks and some account-
ability. But if we don’t have the votes 
to override a veto with our Republican 
colleagues, we will still be there next 
year, and that is what is going to de-
cide the 2008 election. 

It is not that I hope that happens be-
cause I don’t. I want to make sure that 
the troops come home and are reunited 
with their family, but we will have a 
Democratic President at that point be-
cause the American people are done. 
Stick a fork in them, done. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, for all those people out there 
who came out to the polls and voted on 
national security or fiscal responsi-
bility or competence in government, no 
matter what you hear late at night 
here or on the talk radio shows from 
the Republicans, pay attention to what 
happens here in the House of Rep-
resentatives over the coming weeks 
and months. 

Pay attention to the Democratic ma-
jority’s plan to balance this budget, to 
pass on tax relief to people that need 
it, to start restoring order in this world 
so we are fighting the right fight at the 
right time. Pay attention to what hap-
pens here. 

b 2145 

As we have said over and over again, 
for the first time in over a decade, 
words are going to be matched with ac-
tions. From one side of this Chamber, 
from the Republican side, you’re going 
to see words. From the Democratic 
side, you’re going to see words and ac-
tion to follow. As a new Member of the 
30-somethings and as a new Member of 
this Congress, that’s what makes me 
proud to be here, is that we’re saying 
the right things and then we’re doing 
the right things behind it. All those 
people who came out and cast their 
votes based on those ideas are going to 
find those ideas put into action here. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Let’s reassure 
those soldiers and their families who 
are serving that this will not be an-
other Vietnam when these kids come 
home. I think we’ve already seen that. 
In the VA budget, $1.7 billion above the 
President’s request for medical serv-
ices. We have major construction, $3.6 
billion, $193 million over the Presi-
dent’s request. For medical administra-
tion, these vets have been backlogged 
for years, mental health and substance 
abuse, increase $100 million over the 07 
request. Assistance for homeless vets, 
health care sharing incentive fund. A 
lot of money that’s going to take care 
of them. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Two 
things I just wanted to add on that. 
For veterans, it means the largest sin-
gle increase in the 77-year history for 
veterans health care in the Veterans 
Administration. What that means is 
that the people that I serve and that 
you serve that are veterans who are 
waiting 7 and 8 months to get their 
health care taken care of at their local 
VA hospitals, they’re going to get 
taken care of. Actions to match words, 
just like the gentleman from Con-
necticut said. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Let’s just remem-
ber that we’re doing all this without 
raising taxes. Check your form this 
year, compare it to next year, there 
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will be no tax increase. We’re reducing 
the budget. We balance it in 5 years, 
unlike what has happened over the past 
6 years with a Republican House, a Re-
publican Senate and a Republican 
White House. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important 
to remind the American people of this, 
that they borrowed billions and bil-
lions, $644 billion from Japan, $349 bil-
lion from China, $100 billion in 06 from 
OPEC countries in order to begin the 
largest debt, $3 trillion. Our friends on 
the other side have raised the debt 
limit while they were in charge five 
times so they can borrow more money 
from Japan and China and put our na-
tional security at risk here and, quite 
frankly, not account for the budget in 
the United States like they should. 

It was an honor to be here with our 
friend from Florida. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Same 
here. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Our friend from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Thank 
you, Mr. RYAN. 

It’s a privilege to be a part of the 30- 
somethings, Speaker PELOSI’s working 
group. You can e-mail us at 
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov. You 
can visit us on the Speaker’s Web page, 
www.speaker.gov and there’s a link 
there to the 30-something’s page. 

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

f 

CELEBRATING THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE TOWN OF 
RONDA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

ALTMIRE). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in recognition of the centennial of the 
town of Ronda, North Carolina. This 
week, Ronda celebrates the 100th anni-
versary of its 1907 incorporation. 

Ronda, a thriving community in 
Wilkes County, North Carolina, is 
home to a rich heritage of hardworking 
families, and I am very proud to rep-
resent them. 

The town traces its roots all the way 
back to 1779, when the surrounding 
area was deeded to Benjamin Cleveland 
in what would become the eastern part 
of Wilkes County. 

Cleveland established a farming oper-
ation which became known as Round-
about Farm, named for the way the 
Yadkin River cut through the land 
around the farm. As these things usu-
ally turn out, the term Roundabout 
was shortened and the name Ronda was 
born. 

Manufacturing operations and agri-
culture have played a large role in the 
town’s 100-year history, making Ronda 
one of the economic epicenters of 
Wilkes County during the past century. 
While the town of Ronda has certainly 
seen its share of economic storms, it 
remains a strong and united American 
community today. 

I wish to honor this fine North Caro-
lina community for its steadfast com-
mitment to the small town values that 
help make this Nation great. Happy 
centennial, Ronda. Here’s to 100 more 
years of small town living. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ORTIZ (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of personal health 
reasons. 

Mr. MCCOTTER (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for June 18. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today and June 19. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon (at the request 
of Mr. BOEHNER) for June 19. 

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. CAPUANO) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SESTAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCINTYRE, 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. POE, for 5 minutes, June 27. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, June 27. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes, 

today and June 21. 
(The following Member (at her own 

request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Ms. FOXX, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE BILLS 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. 277. An act to modify the boundaries of 
Grand Teton National Park to include cer-
tain land within the GT Park Subdivision, 
and for other purposes to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, June 21, 2007, at 10 
a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2270. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; California Route 12 Draw-
bridge, near Isleton, CA [CGD11-07-011] (RIN: 
1625-AA09) received June 13, 2007, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2271. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulations; Illinois Waterway, 
Beardstown, IL [CGD08-07-012] received June 
13, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2272. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulation; Burns Cutoff, Stockton, 
CA [CGD11-07-010] (RIN: 1625-AA09) received 
June 13, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2273. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Large Passenger 
Vessel Crew Requirements [USCG-2007-27761] 
(RIN: 1625-AB16) received June 13, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2274. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Navigation and Navi-
gable Waters; Technical, Organizational, and 
Conforming Amendments [USCG-2006-25150] 
(RIN: 1625-ZA08) received June 13, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2275. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Guid-
ance to clarify the treatment of certain dis-
tributions under Internal Revenue Code sec-
tion 897(h)(1) [Notice 2007-55] received June 
15, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2276. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Publications Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— 26 CFR 601.201: Rulings and determination 
letters (Also, Part 1, 401; 1.401(b)-1.) (Rev. 
Proc. 2007-44) received June 15, 2007, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

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. CARDOZA: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 502. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2771) mak-
ing appropriations for the Legislative 
Branch for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2008, and for other purposes (Rept. 110– 
201). Referred to the House Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania 
(for himself, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mrs. 
DRAKE, Mr. NUNES, Mr. EDWARDS, and 
Mr. MELANCON): 

H.R. 2784. A bill to greatly enhance the Na-
tion’s environmental, energy, economic, and 
national security by terminating long-stand-
ing Federal prohibitions on the domestic 
production of abundant offshore supplies of 
natural gas, to dedicate fixed percentages of 
the resultant royalties for environmental 
restoration projects, renewable energy and 
carbon sequestration research, and weather-
ization and energy assistance for those in 
need, and to share a portion of such royalties 
with producing States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on Rules, and the Budget, 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. 

By Mr. WELCH of Vermont: 
H.R. 2785. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide that the excep-
tion from the treatment of publicly traded 
partnerships as corporations for partnerships 
with passive-type income shall not apply to 
partnerships directly or indirectly deriving 
income from providing investment adviser 
and related asset management services; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr. 
PEARCE, Ms. WATERS, Mr. BOREN, Mr. 
RENZI, Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, and 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts): 

H.R. 2786. A bill to reauthorize the pro-
grams for housing assistance for Native 
Americans; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH (for himself, Ms. 
GRANGER, and Mr. MOORE of Kansas): 

H.R. 2787. A bill to amend the National 
Manufactured Housing Construction and 
Safety Standards Act of 1974 to require that 
weather radios be installed in all manufac-
tured homes manufactured or sold in the 
United States; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 
H.R. 2788. A bill to require each piece in-

cluded in a mass mailing sent by a Member 
of the House of Representatives as franked 
mail to include a statement of the costs of 
producing and mailing the mass mailing, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. FORTUÑO (for himself, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. WELLER, Ms. 
NORTON, and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 2789. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to apply automatic 
‘‘deemed’’ enrollment under part B of the 
Medicare Program to residents of Puerto 
Rico; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 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. HARE (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN of Kansas): 

H.R. 2790. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish the position of Di-
rector of Physician Assistant Services with-
in the office of the Under Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs for Health; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. HOOLEY (for herself and Mr. 
DOYLE): 

H.R. 2791. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
establishment of a unique device identifica-
tion system for medical devices; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY of New York: 
H.R. 2792. A bill to amend the Family and 

Medical Leave Act of 1993 to permit leave to 
care for a same-sex spouse, domestic partner, 
parent-in-law, adult child, sibling, or grand-
parent who has a serious health condition; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
in addition to the Committees on House Ad-
ministration, and Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MOLLOHAN: 
H.R. 2793. A bill to provide for the rein-

statement of a license for a certain Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission project; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PASTOR: 
H.R. 2794. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to authorize grants to in-
crease the number of qualified nursing fac-
ulty, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARCE: 
H.R. 2795. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to set the rate of reimburse-
ment under the beneficiary travel program 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs at 
$0.21 per mile; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for him-
self, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, and Mr. 
CROWLEY): 

H.R. 2796. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to 
defer recognition of reinvested capital gains 
distributions from regulated investment 
companies; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself, 
Mr. FORBES, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. 
SMITH of Texas): 

H.R. 2797. A bill to amend title I of the Om-
nibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 to establish a National White Collar 
Crime Center grants program for purposes of 
improving the identification, investigation, 
and prosecution of certain criminal conspir-
acies and activities and terrorist conspir-
acies and activities; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 
H.R. 2798. A bill to reauthorize the pro-

grams of the Overseas Private Investment 
Corporation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 
H.R. 2799. A bill to require a quadrennial 

review of the diplomatic strategy and struc-
ture of the Department of State and its re-
lated agencies to determine how the Depart-
ment can best fulfill its mission in the 21st 
century and meet the challenges of a chang-
ing world; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. THORNBERRY: 
H.R. 2800. A bill to improve the conduct of 

strategic communication by the Federal 
Government; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 2801. A bill to provide for the inclu-

sion of certain non-Federal land in the 
Izembek and Alaska Peninsula Wildlife Ref-
uges and Wilderness in the State of Alaska 
and for the granting of a right-of-way for 
safe and reliable access for the Native Vil-
lage of King Cove, Alaska, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. TANCREDO: 
H. Con. Res. 171. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress with respect 
to relocating the United States Embassy in 
Israel to Jerusalem; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
MACK, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. FORTUÑO, Mr. ROYCE, and 
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina): 

H. Res. 500. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives in op-
position to efforts by major natural gas ex-
porting countries to establish a cartel or 
other mechanism to manipulate the supply 
of natural gas to the world market for the 
purpose of setting an arbitrary and non-
market price or as an instrument of political 
pressure; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. POE, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. CARTER, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
STUPAK, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. SHUSTER): 

H. Res. 501. A resolution commending 
Craig Biggio of the Houston Astros for reach-
ing 3,000 base hits as a Major League Base-
ball player and for his outstanding service to 
baseball and the Houston, Texas, region; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself and Mr. 
SHAYS): 

H. Res. 503. A resolution commending the 
Middle East Investment Initiative; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAIRD (for himself, Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
JONES of North Carolina, and Mr. 
JOHNSON of Illinois): 

H. Res. 504. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to re-
quire that legislation and conference reports 
be available on the Internet for 72 hours be-
fore consideration by the House, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. KLEIN of Florida (for himself, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. TAN-
NER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
RADANOVICH, Mr. TAYLOR, and Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan): 

H. Res. 505. A resolution recognizing the 
innumerable contributions of the rec-
reational boating community and the boat-
ing industry to the continuing prosperity 
and affluence of the United States; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
(for herself, Mr. WOLF, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. TOM DAVIS 
of Virginia, and Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey): 

H. Res. 506. A resolution condemning ongo-
ing human rights abuses in Vietnam, and ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Represent-
atives that the United States should remove 
permanent normal trade relations status 
with Vietnam unless all political and reli-
gious prisoners are released and significant 
and immediate human rights reforms are 
made by the Government of Vietnam; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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 Ms. SCHWARTZ (for herself and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 
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H. Res. 507. A resolution supporting the 

goals and ideals of National Save for Retire-
ment Week; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

84. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Montana, rel-
ative to House Joint Resolution No. 25 op-
posing any effort to implement a trinational 
political, governmental entity amoung the 
United States, Canada, and Mexico; jointly 
to the Committees on Foreign Affairs and 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 23: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 
FOSSELLA, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. ORTIZ, 
Mr. ISSA, and Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 

H.R. 77: Mr. STEARNS. 
H.R. 98: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 171: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 176: Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. MEEK of 

Florida, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 180: Mrs. JONES of Ohio and Mr. 
REICHERT. 

H.R. 181: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 364: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 

INGLIS of South Carolina, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
Mr. HONDA, and Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H.R. 369: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 371: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 402: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 480: Mr. CARTER, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. 

WAMP, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
CAMPBELL of California, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
LUCAS, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. AKIN, Mr. 
WALBERG, and Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. 

H.R. 503: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. SARBANES, 
and Ms. BALDWIN. 

H.R. 513: Mr. MURTHA, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. FATTAH, and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 662: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 690: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 

CUELLAR, and Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 711: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. MELANCON. 
H.R. 757: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 760: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 767: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. 
H.R. 819: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 821: Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. 
H.R. 864: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 900: Mr. UDALL of Colorado and Mr. 

MCCARTHY of California. 
H.R. 946: Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 962: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota and 

Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 971: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 980: Mrs. JONES of Ohio and Mr. KLEIN 

of Florida. 
H.R. 1073: Mr. CLAY and Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 1120: Mr. EHLERS, Mr. PORTER, Mr. 

REYNOLDS, Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. POE, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CASTLE, 
Mr. KELLER, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. BARTON of 
Texas, Mr. HENSARLING, and Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 1125: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ISSA, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
BOYD of Florida, Mr. CLEAVER, and Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York. 

H.R. 1134: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Mr. ELLI-
SON. 

H.R. 1142: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. FARR, and Mr. 
MEEK of Florida. 

H.R. 1239: Mr. SESTAK, Mr. ELLISON, and 
Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 1259: Mr. COHEN and Mr. BERRY. 
H.R. 1273: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 1275: Ms. ESHOO, Ms. MOORE of Wis-

consin, Mr. SARBANES, and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Ms. 

DEGETTE, Mr. JEFFERSON, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, 
and Mr. BOYD of Florida. 

H.R. 1320: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1384: Mr. DREIER and Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 1385: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. OBERSTAR and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 1420: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1428: Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee 

and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 1456: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1459: Mr. MORAN of Kansas. 
H.R. 1474: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. FIL-

NER, and Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 1479: Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 1518: Mr. BOYD of Florida. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 1567: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 

SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 1589: Mr. BOUCHER and Ms. MCCOLLUM 
of Minnesota. 

H.R. 1653: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. KING of New York, Ms. NOR-

TON, and Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 1671: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 

DELAHUNT, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. DEFA-
ZIO, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. BISHOP of New York, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Ms. 
ESHOO. 

H.R. 1693: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 1705: Ms. HARMAN and Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 1707: Ms. HOOLEY and Mrs. GILLI-

BRAND. 
H.R. 1713: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1742: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1746: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas and 

Mr. LANTOS. 
H.R. 1755: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 1759: Mr. COBLE, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. GOH-

MERT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. WEINER, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. HUN-
TER, and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H.R. 1761: Mr. KELLER. 
H.R. 1821: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 1851: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1909: Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 1940: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 

and Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 1945: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1959: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 2003: Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Mr. LANTOS. 

H.R. 2005: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2017: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2064: Ms. HIRONO, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. 

ELLISON, Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. CARNA-
HAN. 

H.R. 2079: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. MEEKS of New York. 
H.R. 2125: Mr. PAUL and Mr. INGLIS of 

South Carolina. 
H.R. 2164: Mr. DAVID DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 2165: Mr. MEEKS of New York and Mr. 

WYNN. 
H.R. 2183: Mr. ROSS, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 

MOORE of Kansas, and Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 2185: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 2211: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 2216: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2217: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas and Ms. 

NORTON. 
H.R. 2226: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 2233: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 2265: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 2286: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 2287: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 2295: Mr. RADANOVICH and Mr. BISHOP 

of Utah. 
H.R. 2353: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 2371: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 

Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 2405: Ms. SOLIS, Mr. STARK, Mr. HIN-

CHEY, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Ms. WATSON, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. COSTA, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. COHEN, 
and Ms. HIRONO. 

H.R. 2417: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 2485: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H.R. 2508: Mr. HUNTER and Mrs. BLACK-

BURN. 
H.R. 2567: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. SCHWARTZ, 

and Mr. MITCHELL. 
H.R. 2572: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr. PAS-

TOR. 
H.R. 2596: Mr. ABERCROMBIE and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2608: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. LIN-

COLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
H.R. 2619: Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 2654: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 2669: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. 

YARMUTH, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, and Mr. WU. 

H.R. 2702: Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
CARSON, and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 2715: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California. 

H.R. 2736: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 2738: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 2740: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. FILNER, and 

Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 2744: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mrs. 

CAPPS. 
H.R. 2765: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 2779: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. HELLER. 
H. Con. Res. 75: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H. Con. Res. 102: Mr. MEEKS of New York. 
H. Con. Res. 113: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 138: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. KING 

of New York, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey, and Mr. BOSWELL. 

H. Con. Res. 162: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H. Res. 18: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H. Res. 106: Ms. HIRONO, Mr. KUHL of New 

York, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. 
BARROW. 

H. Res. 143: Mr. FARR, Mr. MARKEY, and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H. Res. 169: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H. Res. 194: Mr. MCNULTY and Mr. 

LOEBSACK. 
H. Res. 282: Ms. KILPATRICK and Mr. ENGEL. 
H. Res. 294: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. ALLEN, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. BEAN, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. ROTHMAN, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, 
Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. LEE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. CUELLAR. 

H. Res. 353: Mr. CLAY, Mr. JEFFERSON, Ms. 
CARSON, Mr. GILCHREST, and Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

H. Res. 356: Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
MEEHAN, and Mr. TIERNEY. 

H. Res. 389: Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 426: Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. GONZALEZ, 
and Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. 
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H. Res. 444: Mr. GONZALEZ. 
H. Res. 447: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H. Res. 457: Mr. FORTUÑO and Mr. TIBERI. 
H. Res. 467: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. 

GERLACH. 
H. Res. 490: Mr. LUCAS, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 

WATT, Mr. COBLE, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
BARTON of Texas, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HAYES, 
Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CARTER, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. 
BONO, Mr. ISSA, Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. 
CALVERT, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. POE, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. CLAY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. PAT-
RICK MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BURGESS, 
Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
BACA, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Mr. HALL of 
Texas. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

70. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Board of County Commissioner of 
Miami-Dade County, Florida, relative to 
Resolution No. R-470-07 urging the Florida 
Legislature increase funding for Florida’s 
voluntary pre-kindergarten education pro-
gram; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

71. Also, a petition of the Legislature of 
Tompkins County, New York, relative to 
Resolution No. 55 supporting the Federal rec-
ognition and funding for the National 2-1-1 
initiative; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

72. Also, a petition of the National Soror-
ity of Phi Delta Kappa, Inc., relative to a pe-
tition supporting the actions taken by CBS 
Radio and MSNBC in terminating the serv-
ices of Don Imus; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

73. Also, a petition of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Miami-Dade County, Flor-
ida, relative to Resolution No. R-472-07 urg-
ing the Florida Legislature to defeat legisla-
tion that would preempt local regulation of 
limerock mining; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

74. Also, a petition of the Legislature of 
Rockland County, New York, relative to Res-
olution No. 215 requesting that the Congress 
of the United States pass S. 431 and H.R. 719, 
the Keeping the Internet Devoid of Sexual 
Predators Act of 2207 or the Kids Act of 2007; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

75. Also, a petition of the Town of 
Lanesborough, Massachusetts, relative to a 
Resolution to impeach President George W. 
Bush and Vice President Richard B. Cheney; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

76. Also, a petition of the City Council of 
Oberlin, Ohio, relative to Resolution No. 
R07-06 petitioning the Congress of the United 
States initiate impeachment proceedings of 
President George W. Bush and Vice Presi-
dent Richard B. Cheney; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

77. Also, a petition of the Town of Whately, 
Massachusetts, relative to a Resolution to 
impeach President George W. Bush and Vice 
President Richard B. Cheney; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

78. Also, a petition of the Board of Super-
visors of Seneca County, New York, relative 
to Resolution No. 140-07 requesting contin-
ued support for an immigration reform bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

79. Also, a petition of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Miami-Dade County, Flor-
ida, relative to Resolution No. R-473-07 urg-
ing the Florida Legislature to not pass legis-
lation related to the South Florida Regional 
Transportation Authority that increases the 
statutorily-mandated local funding require-
ments unless it includes a dedicated funding 
source; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

80. Also, a petition of the Board of County 
Commissioners of Miami-Dade County, Flor-
ida, relative to Resolution No. R-471-07 urg-
ing the Florida Legislature to defeat legisla-
tion that would preempt local regulation of 
wetlands; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF 
FLORIDA 

AMENDMENT NO. 28: Page 2, line 22, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$36,700,000)’’. 

Page 40, line 26, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $36,700,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. FLAKE 

AMENDMENT NO. 29: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to fund nongovern-
mental organizations, specifically named in 
the report accompanying the Act, outside of 
a competitive bidding process. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 30: Page 49, line 23, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$13,860,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 31: Page 50, line 8, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$47,700,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 32: Page 51, line 17, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,203,480,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 33: Page 70, line 7, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$27,563,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 34: Page 70, strike line 11 
and all that follows through line 15. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 35: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Appropriations made in title V of 
this Act are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$79,642,000. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 36: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

None of the funds in this act may be used 
by the South Dakota School of Mines and 
Technology. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 37: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Appropriations made under the 
heading ‘‘Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent’’ in title III of this Act are hereby re-
duced in the amount of $1,052,833,000. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 38: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Appropriations made under the 
heading ‘‘Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent’’ in title III of this Act are hereby re-
duced in the amount of $65,208,000. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 39: Page 5, line 26, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$55,729,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 40: Page 8, line 18, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$203,082,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 41: Page 9, line 23, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$195,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 42: Page 12, strike line 13 
and all that follows through line 17. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 43: Page 23, strike line 17 
and all that follows through line 8 on page 
26. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. HENSARLING 

AMENDMENT NO. 44: Page 28, strike line 7 
and all that follows through line 11. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. ISSA 

AMENDMENT NO. 45: Page 2, line 22, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$25,000,000)’’. 

Page 4, line 18, insert at the end before 
the period the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That of the amount made available under 
this heading, $232,244,000 shall be available 
for the Bureau of Consular Affairs’ Passport 
Operations’’. 

Page 46, line 1, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. LAMBORN 

AMENDEMNT NO. 46: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act for assistance under the 
West Bank and Gaza program may be made 
available to or through any individual, pri-
vate or government entity, or educational 
institution that does not expressly recognize 
the right of the State of Israel to exist. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 47: Page 9, line 23, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$30,000,000)’’. 

Page 52, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MRS. MUSGRAVE 

AMENDMENT NO. 48: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 
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SEC. 699D. Each amount appropriated or 

otherwise made available by this Act that is 
not required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 0.5 percent. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. PENCE 

AMENDMENT NO. 49: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 
LIMITATION ON FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTION OF AS-

SETS FROM LIQUIDATION OR DISSOLUTION OF 
ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
SEC. 6xx. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available under titles II 
through V of this Act may be used to provide 
for the distribution of any assets from any 
liquidation or dissolution of an Enterprise 
Fund, in whole or in part, to an entity other 
than the United States Treasury. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. PENCE 

AMENDMENT NO. 50: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 
LIMITATION ON FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTION OF AS-

SETS FROM LIQUIDATION OR DISSOLUTION OF 
ENTERPRISE FUNDS 
SEC. 6xx. None of the funds appropriated or 

otherwise made available under titles II 
through V of this Act may be used to provide 
for the distribution of more than 50 percent 
of any assets from any liquidation or dissolu-
tion of an Enterprise Fund, in whole or in 
part, to an entity other than the United 
States Treasury. 

H.R. 2764 
OFFERED BY: MR. POE 

AMENDMENT NO. 51: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. 6ll. None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to provide an 
immigrant or non-immigrant visa to a na-
tional or citizen of a country the central 
government of which has notified the Sec-
retary of State of its refusal to extradite to 
the United States any individual indicted in 
the United States for killing a law enforce-
ment officer, as specified in a United States 
extradition request. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF GEORGIA 

AMENDMENT NO. 52: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$342,430,000. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MS. ROS-LEHTINEN 

AMENDMENT NO. 53: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Department 
of State as a contribution for the United Na-
tions Human Rights Council. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MS. ROS-LEHTINEN 

AMENDMENT NO. 54: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Department 
of State as a contribution for the United Na-
tions Human Rights Council. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MRS. MUSGRAVE 

AMENDMENT NO. 55: Page 51, line 18, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$175,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. PORTER 

AMENDMENT NO. 56: Page 183, line 16, after 
‘‘low-income women’’ insert ‘‘, including 
women who are victims of trafficking in per-
sons,’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. SHAYS 

AMENDMENT NO. 57: Page 2, line 22, after 
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

Page 17, line 19, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. SHAYS 

AMENDMENT NO. 58: Page 40, line 26, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$50,000,000) (reduced by $50,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. SHAYS 

AMENDMENT NO. 59: Page 2, line 22, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$35,000,000)’’. 

Page 58, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $35,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2764 

OFFERED BY: MR. SHERMAN 

AMENDMENT NO. 60: Page 29, line 1, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$65,000,000)’’. 

Page 30, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $65,000,000)’’. 

Page 70, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $65,000,000)’’. 
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