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their homes, families, and careers to take up
the fight. When they are called to duty, they
must arrive physically fit for duty. Yet,
many do not have access to basic health
care. We consider it a key readiness issue
that soldiers and airmen have access to
health care so that they are ready for duty
when called. Other part time Federal em-
ployees have the option of buying into a gov-
ernment sponsored health plan. We believe
our soldiers and airmen deserve no less.

Congressman Gene Taylor plans to offer a
revised amendment to the Authorization Bill
which would allow members of the National
Guard access to the military healthcare sys-
tem, on a cost-share basis. We strongly urge
your committee to pass a rule which would
make consideration of this amendment pos-
sible.

Thank you very much for your kind con-
sideration.

Sincerely,
STEPHEN M. KOPER,
Brig. Gen. (Ret.), USAF,
President.
NATIONAL GUARD ASSOCIATION
OF THE UNITED STATES, INC.,
Washington, DC, May 23, 2005.
Hon. GENE TAYLOR,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE TAYLOR: I am writ-
ing to thank you for your efforts on behalf of
the 450,000 members of the National Guard
who so desperately need the opportunity to
access health care for themselves and their
families.

As recently as May 17, 2005, the National
Guard Association of the United States testi-
fied before the Defense Subcommittee of the
Senate Appropriations Committee on this
critical issue. We said in part:

“This committee is well versed in the con-
tributions being made by members of the Na-
tional Guard in operations in Iraq, Afghani-
stan and the Global War on Terror. As the
Secretary of Defense has said repeatedly,
“The War on Terror could not be fought
without the National Guard”. Battles would
not be won, peace would not be kept and sor-
ties would not be flown without the citizen
soldier and citizen airman. We are asking on
their behalf for the resources necessary to
allow them to continue to serve the nation.

‘““At the top of that list of resources is ac-
cess to health care. The National Guard As-
sociation believes every member of the Na-
tional Guard should have the ability to ac-
cess TRICARE coverage, on a cost-share
basis, regardless of duty status.

‘“While we are encouraged by the establish-
ment of TRICARE Reserve Select, which is a
program where members ‘‘earn’ medical
coverage through deployments, we don’t be-
lieve it goes far enough. Healthcare coverage
for our members is a readiness issue. If the
Department of Defense expects Guard mem-
bers to maintain medical readiness, then it
follows that they should also have access to
healthcare. As you know, when a National
Guardsman is called to full time duty, he or
she is expected to report ‘‘ready for duty’.
Yet, studies show that a significant percent-
age of our members do not have access to
healthcare. Making TRICARE available to
all members of the National Guard, on a
cost-share basis, would provide a solution to
this problem. And, it would finally end the
turbulence visited on soldiers and their fami-
lies who are forced to transition from one
healthcare coverage to another each time
they answer the nation’s call.

“In addition to addressing readiness con-
cerns, access to TRICARE would also be a
strong recruitment and retention incentive.
In an increasingly challenging recruiting/re-
tention environment, TRICARE could make
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a significant difference. Part-time civilian
federal employees are eligible to participate
in federal health insurance programs.
NGAUS believes that National Guard mem-
bers should receive, at a minimum, the op-
portunity afforded other federal part-time
employees.”’

We have worked diligently for the last five
years to secure legislation that would pro-
vide the healthcare access that you propose.
You have our unwavering support in this en-
deavor and the thanks of Guard and Reserve
members and their families across the coun-
try. Please continue your effort on their be-
half.

Sincerely,
STEPHEN M. KOPER,
Brigadier General (Ret), USAF,
President.

———

APPROVAL RATE OF CONGRESS
AT LOWEST POINT IN 10 YEARS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) is recognized for half the re-
maining time until midnight as the
designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, as we
prepare to return to our districts for
the Memorial Day work period, I think
it is important for us to take a look at
where we are today and how exactly we
got here in the Congress. I think, for
the most part, and certainly a lot of re-
cent polls indicate it, the American
people are fed up with the Congress,
that the approval rate of Congress is at
its lowest point in 10 years, and it leads
me to wonder how did we get to this
place? I think we have to take a look
back at the first 5 months of the 109th
Congress this year to get some an-
swers.

Earlier this year, the Republican
leadership went ahead and changed the
way the Committee on Standards of Of-
ficial Conduct does its business. In the
past, whenever ethics changes were
being considered, they were addressed
in a Dbipartisan fashion with both
Democrats and Republicans at the
table, and that is the only way ethics
reform can honestly be addressed. But
the Republican leadership ignored that
protocol and strong-armed enough of
their Members to pass new and weak-
ened ethics rules, without any support
from our Democratic colleagues.

Mr. Speaker, I think the American
people understood that these new eth-
ics rules were basically a blatant at-
tempt by the majority to protect one
of their Republican leaders. These new
rules allowed either party, Democrat
or Republican, to protect its own Mem-
bers. Under the new Republican rules,
if a majority of the committee could
not determine whether or not an inves-
tigation should proceed after 45-days of
receiving a complaint, that complaint
would simply be dropped. Since the
Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct is made up of five members
from each party, either side could pre-
vent an ethics investigation from mov-
ing forward against one of its Members.

That is not the way the Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct is sup-
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posed to work. Under the old bipartisan
rules, which have now been restored,
an investigative committee was cre-
ated after a 45-day deadline if a major-
ity of the committee could not deter-
mine how to proceed.

The weakened ethics rules by House
Republicans did not fool anybody, cer-
tainly not the editorial writers around
the country, both liberal and conserv-
ative. They followed the House pro-
ceedings closely and they were essen-
tially fed up with the new Republican
rules.

I will just give you some examples.
The conservative Chicago Tribune said,
‘“How do House Republicans respond to
ethical lapses? By trying to bury
them.”

The Hartford Current wrote, ‘““The
committee has been careening towards
ethical oblivion in recent years as the
majority Republicans have relaxed the
standards, eased up on investigations
and created trap doors through which
alleged transgressors could escape.”

Finally I cite the Sarasota Herald
Tribune, which wrote, ‘“If the GOP’s
leaders in Congress continue to change
the rules to protect one of their own,
they will have ceded the ethical high
ground they pledged to take in 1994.”

Again, this is what I call the Repub-
lican abuse of power, and it is a major
reason why people have lost faith in
Congress and why Congress is at a 10-
year low in terms of people’s support or
feelings about the institution.

But the Republican leadership did
not just stop at weakening the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct rules. No, the leadership also
purged three Republican members of
the Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct earlier this year, three mem-
bers who ruled against a Republican
leader the previous year.

After losing his chairmanship on the
Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct, the Republican gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) told the
Washington Post that there is ‘“‘a bad
perception out there that there was a
purge in the Ethics Committee and
that people were put in that would pro-
tect our side of the aisle better than I
did.”

He continues, ‘Nobody should be
there to protect anybody. They should
be there to protect the integrity of the
institution.”

Mr. Speaker, it took congressional
Republicans nearly 4 months to finally
listen to their former ethics chairman
and the media. But, fortunately, in the
end they did restore the old bipartisan
ethics rules. The gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY) was clearly right,
the integrity of the House is much
more important than any one Member,
and I think it is time the Republican
leadership learn that lesson, not only
on that Committee on Standards of Of-
ficial Conduct issue but in general.

The abuses of power by the Repub-
lican majority really make you wonder
why they are necessary now. It seems
clear to me that the Republican leader-
ship went to all this trouble to protect
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one of its leaders. The Wall Street
Journal charged ‘‘there is an odor, an
unsavory whiff at the highest reaches
of the House of Representatives.”
Every single day it seems the Members
of this body and the American people
are subjected to another revelation of
questionable actions by one of our col-
leagues. It is a constant drip that is
getting close to a large puddle.

Fortunately, as I said, the American
people were not fooled by this abuse of
power by the Republican majority with
the ethics process. They saw the new
rules for what they were, nothing more
than an attempt to protect a powerful
Republican leader, and finally, after
media and public outcry became too
much for the Republican majority to
endure, Republicans agreed to re-
institute the old bipartisan ethics
rules.

However, it is important to remem-
ber that had the public been indifferent
and had the Democrats on the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct gone ahead and allowed the com-
mittee to organize under the weakened
rules, today this House would be struc-
tured under ethics rules that would
allow either side, Democrat or Repub-
lican, to shield its Members from scru-
tiny.

Mr. Speaker, the Republican ethics
reversal was good for this institution
and good for the American people.

Now, there are still a lot of questions
remaining about what the Republican
majority is doing with the Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct. De-
spite the majority’s change of heart on
weakening the ethics rules, there are
still several areas where the Repub-
lican leadership is continuing to delay
any action by the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct.

The new chairman of the Committee
on Standards of Official Conduct has
said that he wants to appoint his chief
of staff from his personal office to be
the new staff director of the Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Con-
duct. This action would defy House
rules, which state that Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct staffers
are to be nonpartisan.

It is inconceivable that the rules
would allow the chairman to unilater-
ally appoint a chief counsel without
immediately running afoul of the rules.
Trying to do so would be a clear viola-
tion of the rules, as well as an affront
to the committee’s tradition.

The Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct is supposed to be a place
where Members can get straight, unbi-
ased, trustworthy ethics guidance. How
can Members who might have disagree-
ments with the House leadership feel
comfortable going to the committee
for advice if they fear committee staff
members are incapable of performing
their official duties in a nonpartisan
fashion?

My point is that the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct should be
a politics-free zone. One way to ensure
politics stops at the committee doors is
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to hire staff whose first loyalty is to
the ethics rules of the House and sec-
ond loyalty is in equal measure to the
chairman, ranking member and re-
maining members of the committee. If
committee staff are perceived as being
loyal to or owing their position to only
one member of the committee, their
ability to render advice and investigate
sensitive ethics issues will be called
into question.

I would say once again, Mr. Speaker,
the American public see the games the
Republican leadership is playing with
the Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct and they simply do not like it.
They would rather see this committee
go back to work in a bipartisan fash-
ion, and now, so the Congress can ad-
dress their concerns.

Now I want to go from the one issue
of abuse of power here in the House re-
lated to the Committee on Standards
of Official Conduct to the other out-
rageous abuse of power in the other
body, in the Senate, and this relates, of
course, to the Senate filibuster.

Senate Republicans have spent much
of the last 4 months fixating on seven
extreme judges President Bush once
again sent up for confirmation after
they had already been rejected during
his first term. Rather than dealing
with rising gas prices and an economy
that continues to falter and other
issues that people really care about,
Senate Republicans attempted to have
a power grab, unlike any other in the
history of the U.S. Senate.

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican quest for absolute power in
Washington was temporarily halted
last night by 14 Senators. And this was
a truly bipartisan group. Seven Demo-
crats and seven Republicans came to-
gether to save the Senate from moving
forward with an extreme power grab
that would have undermined the very
checks and balances that have existed
in our Nation for over 200 years.

Senator FRIST and the Senate Repub-
lican leadership were prepared to wage
an unprecedented political power grab
on the filibuster. They wanted to
change the Senate rules in the middle
of the game and wanted to attack our
historic system of checks and balances
with the filibuster so that they could
ram through a small number of judicial
nominees who otherwise could not
achieve a consensus.

In reality, the power grab by the Sen-
ate Republican leadership in trying to
eliminate the filibuster did not really
have much to do probably with the cur-
rent judicial nominees, but instead it
was an attempt by the White House
and conservative interest groups to
clear the way for a Supreme Court
nominee eventually who would only
need 51 votes rather than 60.

Conservative interest groups and a
large majority of Senate Republicans
are not happy with the current makeup
of the U.S. Supreme Court. They do not
want to see another David Souder or
Anthony Kennedy nominated to the
Supreme Court, even though they both
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were confirmed with nearly unanimous
bipartisan support. They would prefer
to see President Bush nominate a Su-
preme Court Justice like Clarence
Thomas, who, because of extreme
views, could not garner strong bipar-
tisan support. In Justice Thomas’s
case, he only received 52 votes, and he
has proven to be an extremist.

If the Senate had proceeded with this
power grab and gotten rid of the fili-
buster, President Bush would have
been able to appoint right-wing judges
to the Supreme Court.
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The President has already said he
most admires Justices Scalia and
Thomas and I think it would be fright-
ening to think of another Justice with
that same mold.

Mr. Speaker, at the end of the day a
group of 14 bipartisan senators Kkept
the Senate Republican leadership from
moving forward with this extreme
power grab. The bipartisan compromise
that was reached last night shows that
President Bush is not going to be able
to ignore the moderate views of these
senators when he appoints future jus-
tices to the Supreme Court, and I think
that is certainly good news for our
country.

I think certainly what was happening
here, Mr. Speaker, was that the White
House was manufacturing a crisis with
these judicial nominees. The American
people know that there was absolutely
no reason for the Senate to take the
measure of eliminating the minority’s
right for input on judicial nominees.
The White House has essentially manu-
factured this judicial crisis because if
you look at the record, over the past 4
years, the Senate has confirmed 208 of
Mr. Bush’s judicial nominations and
turned back only 10. That is a 95 per-
cent confirmation rate, higher than
any other President in modern times,
including presidents Reagan, the first
President Bush, and President Clinton.
In fact, it is thanks to these confirma-
tions that President Bush now presides
over the lowest court vacancy rate in
15 years.

Despite what Senate Republicans are
saying today, judicial nominees have
not always received an up-or-down vote
on the Senate Floor. In fact, back in
2000, it was Senate Republicans that
attempted to filibuster two of Presi-
dent Clinton’s appointments to the
Ninth Circuit Court. Senator FRIST,
the architect, of course, of eliminating
the filibuster now, voted to continue a
filibuster of a Clinton nominee, Rich-
ard Paez.

There are also other ways the sen-
ators can prevent a nominee from re-
ceiving an up-or-down vote on the
Floor, and this has happened many
times in the past, which shows why it
is not the case that there has to be an
up-or-down vote. Judicial nominees
have often been stalled in the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary. More
than one-third of President Clinton’s
appeals court nominees never received



May 24, 2005

an up-or-down vote on the Floor of the
Senate because Senator HATCH, then
the chairman of the Committee on the
Judiciary, refused to bring the nomi-
nees’ names up for a vote in the com-
mittee.

And, I think it is extremely disingen-
uous of Senator FRIST to say that all
nominees are entitled to an up-or-down
vote when he himself helped Senate
Republicans block President Clinton’s
nominees in the late 1990s. We did not
hear him talking about an up-or-down
vote then when President Clinton was
nominating judges.

I just want to say, once again, Mr.
Speaker, I think that the bipartisan
agreement reached last night was ex-
tremely valuable. It will keep two of
the President’s nominees from moving
forward who really do not deserve to be
appointed, and I would hope that the
President would learn from last night’s
action that, unlike the House, the Sen-
ate is not a chamber that will be a rub-
ber stamp for his extreme views. Let us
hope that President Bush was listening
and will resist nominating extreme
right-wing judges to our courts in the
future.

But all of this, not only the action in
the House on the ethics rules, but also
the action in the Senate on the fili-
buster, I think they are examples real-
ly of how the Republican majority has
abused its power. And the consequence
of that is that the public is increas-
ingly disappointed and feels that the
Congress does not do its job, that it is
essentially a do-nothing Congress. And
as we approach the Memorial Day re-
cess, I think I need to stress that, that
I believe the reason why the polling
and the media shows that people no
longer have faith in Congress or that
the support of Congress as an institu-
tion has dropped significantly is be-
cause of the Republican leadership’s
fixation on these issues that consoli-
date their power, that seek to consoli-
date their power without focusing on
the real issues that affect the Amer-
ican people.

A USA Today CNN poll that was re-
leased today, Mr. Speaker, showed that
the American people are fed up with
Republican control of Congress and are
ready for a democratic Congress. And
who can blame them? If they had been
watching the abuses of power that had
been taking place in both the House
and the Senate in the last four months,
they would have to be disgusted. Be-
yond that disgust, I think it is clear
that they just want Congress to ad-
dress the issues of importance in their
lives, and we are going to be going into
a Memorial Day recess without most of
those issues being addressed. It really
has been, for the last five months, a do-
nothing Congress.

For five months now, congressional
Republicans have done nothing to re-
verse their abysmal economic record.
The fact is that middle class families
are being squeezed at the gas pump, at
the pharmacy with high drug prices,
and in the grocery store. There are
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growing signs of a faltering economy,
with President Bush still having the
worst jobs record in history.

Instead of addressing the serious
kitchen table issues of American fami-
lies, education, health care, you name
it, Republicans are focusing on legisla-
tion that is written for the special in-
terests and will actually harm middle
class families.

Instead of increasing the minimum
wage and expanding prosperity, Repub-
licans are focused on undercutting bi-
partisan ethics rules.

Instead of creating good jobs with
good paychecks by completing the
much-delayed highway bill, for exam-
ple, Republicans choose to focus in-
stead on undercutting the checks and
balances on judicial nominations by fo-
cusing on the filibuster.

Instead of enacting an energy bill
that improves our communities and
brings down gas prices and tries to cre-
ate more energy independence, the Re-
publicans have channeled their energy
into replacing Social Security with a
risky privatization scheme that clearly
most Americans do not support, and
the President probably is going to have
to eventually abandon.

And, instead of passing a budget that
reflects the values of America’s fami-
lies, Republicans brought the entire
Federal Government to intervene in
the personal tragedy of just one family,
and I am, of course, talking about the
Terry Schiavo case. I think it is no
wonder that the American people are
not pleased with Congress, and I think
it is time congressional Republicans
take a hard look at these polls. I do not
say, Mr. Speaker, that we should al-
ways be looking at polls, but in this
case, the polls reflect what people are
thinking.

I go back, and I will, of course, go
back to my district during the Memo-
rial Day recess, and I know I am going
to hear from people who are saying,
why are you not talking about health
care, why are you not talking about
education? What are you doing about
the trade deficit? What are you doing
about the budget deficit? What is the
reason why a crisis for everything from
housing to groceries to gas continue to
go up, and we in Congress do not ad-
dress the issues.

I am simply saying that the Repub-
lican leadership should listen to their
constituents. The polls reflect, I think,
what our constituents are telling us. I
think the American people really want
these abuses of power to stop. They do
not want to hear us talking about the
filibuster and about the ethics process;
not that those are not important, they
are, in terms of the procedures and how
we proceed. But, in each of these cases,
the Republicans wanted to change the
procedure here so that they could get
their own way, and instead of concen-
trating on those procedural issues and
trying to change the rules, they should
get down and look at issues like the
rising cost of college, the rising cost of
health care, the rising price of gas at a
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time when most people’s wages are
shrinking.

It is simply time, I think, for us to
get down to the people’s business. I
hope that when we come back after the
Memorial Day recess, that we can see
the end of these Republican abuses of
power, we can see the end of their try-
ing to change the rules and, rather, fo-
cusing in a bipartisan way on trying to
address some of the Americans con-
cerns of the American people.

STEPS TOWARD PEACE IN ISRAEL

I just wanted to switch to a different
issue, if I could, Mr. Speaker, for a few
minutes, because I know that this
Thursday is an historic day when the
Palestinian Authority President
Mahmoud Abbas is going to be visiting
Washington to talk to President Bush.
I wanted to discuss briefly the recent
developments in the Middle East peace
process and how that relates to this
historic visit to Washington by the
Palestinian leader.

This is the first time a Palestinian
leader has visited the United States
since peace talks in 2000 collapsed into
bloodshed. This is a critical oppor-
tunity for Abbas to prove to Israel and
the world that their commitment to
peace goes beyond rhetoric and that
the Palestinian leadership is taking
concrete steps towards peace.

Just as this is an important oppor-
tunity for Abbas to show that he is
committed to peace, Abbas’s visit to
Washington is an equally important
opportunity for the United States to
further encourage reforms in the Pales-
tinian Authority. As one of my con-
stituents said to me this afternoon,
and this is one of the reasons that I am
here this evening, the United States
must be willing to hold Abbas’s feet to
the fire.

That being said, in order for negotia-
tions to move forward, Abbas must rise
to the occasion. He must take steps to
dismantle Hamas and the Palestinian
terrorist network. Security is of the
utmost concern for Israel and Hamas is
a direct threat to the safety of the
Israeli people.

Mr. Speaker, Israel has taken re-
markable risks over the last few
months to advance the peace process.

By the end of this summer, Israel has
agreed to withdrawal its military and
civilian presence from the Gaza Strip
and four settlements in the West Bank,
and this decision was made at great po-
litical, financial, and emotional risk
for the Israeli people.

In his speech today in Washington at
the annual meeting of the American
Israeli Public Affairs Committee,
AIPAC, Israeli Prime Minister Ariel
Sharon said that he is willing to work
with Abbas to ensure a secure transi-
tion in Gaza. Cooperation on this level
is an unprecedented step. It is critical
that the Palestinians work to ensure a
safe transition, that any looting or vio-
lence is prevented. Israel has taken the
dramatic step of withdrawal; Abbas
must then ensure that Gaza does not
become a haven for terrorists.
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This morning, Sharon also an-
nounced that as a sign of good faith, he
plans to release 400 Palestinian pris-
oners. This is in addition to the 500
prisoners freed in February as part of
an agreement between the two sides.

I would urge President Bush to be
firm in his meeting with Abbas on
Thursday that any support of terrorism
will not be tolerated, that these next
couple months will be critical if the
peace process is to continue, the dis-
engagement, and the upcoming Pales-
tinian elections must go smoothly.

Mr. Speaker, I would like all of my
colleagues to be cautiously optimistic
about the situation in Israel. These ini-
tial steps are heartening, but the words
must be met with action.

I had the opportunity almost two
years ago to go to Israel at the time
when there was a cease-fire and there
was relative peace. At that time
Mahmoud Abbas was the Prime Min-
ister, and I realized very quickly that
he was not in a position of authority
and that it was not likely that the
peace process was going to continue or
that the cease-fire was going to con-
tinue. Very quickly, after myself and
the rest of the congressional delegation
left, the violence began again, Abbas
ceased to be the Prime Minister, and
we went through essentially another
year, over a year of violence, if not
longer than a year.

I hope that this time is different. I
hope that because of the overtures and
the steps that Ariel Sharon has taken,
that we can see now a situation where
Abbas is ready to negotiate and to end
the violence. But I do think it is in-
cumbent upon President Bush to make
that point, that we are not going to see
peace, we are not going to see any new
negotiations, we are not going to see
any roadmap unless Abbas and the Pal-
estinian Authority immediately take
steps to ensure that there is peace and
that violence does not continue.

——
0 2300
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND). Pursuant to clause
12(a), of rule I, the House is in recess,
subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 p.m.), the House
stood in recess, subject to the call of
the Chair.

——
J 0010
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PUTNAM) at 12 o’clock
and 10 minutes a.m.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1815, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
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ileged report (Rept. No. 109-96) on the
resolution (H. Res. 293) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1815) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2006 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
2006, and for other purposes, which was
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CLEAVER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, for 5
minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DUNCAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes,
May 25.

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GIBBONS, for 5 minutes, May 25.
(The following Member (at his own re-
quest) to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous material:)

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, for 5 min-
utes, today.

————————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 188. An act to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 2005 through 2011 to
carry out the State Criminal Alien Assist-
ance Program; in addition to the Committee
on the Judiciary 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.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. COLE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker,
I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 11 minutes
a.m.), the House adjourned until today,
Wednesday, May 25, 2005, at 10 a.m.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2106. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary for Acquisition, Technology and Lo-
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting
a report presenting the specific amounts of
staff-years of technical effort to be allocated
for each defense Federally Funded Research
and Development Center (FFRDC) during FY
2006, pursuant to Public Law 108-287, section
8028(e); to the Committee on Armed Services.

2107. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting a
report to Congress on the use of Aviation Ca-
reer Incentive Pay (ACIP) and Aviation Con-
tinuation Pay (ACP), pursuant to 37 U.S.C.
301a(a) 37 U.S.C. 301b(i); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

2108. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary for Acquisition, Technology and Lo-
gistics, Department of Defense, transmitting
the annual report on operations of the Na-
tional Defense Stockpile (NDS), detailing
NDS operations during FY 2004 and providing
information with regard to the acquisition,
upgrade, and disposition of NDS materials,
as well as the financial status of the NDS
Transaction Fund for FY 2004, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 98h-2; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

2109. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a report pur-
suant to Section 9010 of the Department of
Defense Appropriations Act, 2005 (Pub. L.
108-287); to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

2110. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting the final report
on the Department’s Alternative Fuel Vehi-
cle (AFV) program for FY 2004, pursuant to
Public Law 105-388 42 U.S.C. 13211-13219; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2111. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting certification of
a proposed license for the export of defense
articles or defense services sold under a con-
tract to New Zealand, Israel, and Canada
(Transmittal No. DDTC 002-05), pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2776(c); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

2112. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to Section 23(g) of the
Arms Export Control Act (AECA), notifica-
tion concerning the request for the
Goverment of Israel to cash flow finance a
Direct Commercial Contract (DCC) for the
procurement of Engineering, Development
and Production of Hardware Components for
a Digital Army Program (DAP) for the
Israeli Defense Force (IDF) Command Con-
trol Division Headquarters; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

2113. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
pursuant to the reporting requirements of
Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control
Act, as amended, a correction to Transmittal
No. 05-10 of 26 April 2005, concerning the De-
partment of the Air Force’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to Israel for
defense articles and services; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

2114. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31,
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