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(1) DIC WHEN NO SURVIVING SPOUSE.—Sec-
tion 1313(a) of such title is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$410”° and
inserting ‘‘$438’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ¢$590’° and
inserting <‘$629°’;

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ““$767"’ and
inserting ‘‘$819°’; and

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking *‘$767° and
¢$148” and inserting ¢$819 and ‘‘$157°, re-
spectively.

(2) SUPPLEMENTAL DIC FOR CERTAIN CHIL-
DREN.—Section 1314 of such title is amend-
ed—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ¢$241”
and inserting ‘$257’;

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ¢$410”
and inserting ‘‘$438”’; and

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘$205’’ and
inserting ‘‘$218”’.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on De-
cember 1, 2005.

(g) SPECIAL RULE.—The Secretary may ad-
just administratively, consistent with the
increases made under subsection (a), the
rates of disability compensation payable to
persons within the purview of section 10 of
Public Law 85-857 (72 Stat. 1263) who are not
in receipt of compensation payable pursuant
to chapter 11 of title 38, United States Code.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

———
MUSKINGUM WATERSHED

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

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss an issue of great im-
portance to me and my constituents. In
particular, I speak of a provision in the
Energy and Water Development Appro-
priations Act of 2006 regarding the
Muskingum Watershed in Ohio.

The Muskingum Watershed encom-
passes 18 counties in Ohio and includes
all of the area which drains into the
Muskingum River and its tributaries
where it joins with the Ohio River.
Below the watershed lies an aquifer of
great importance to the constituents of
my district and those of surrounding
areas.

The threat that landfills pose to the
aquifer and the watershed are too great
to ignore. Remember, we are fortunate
in the United States to be well-en-
dowed with water, and we are indebted
to our forebearers for creating the in-
frastructure to deliver potable water to
our communities, farmers and indus-
tries.

As a representative, it is my respon-
sibility to respond to the concerns of
my constituents to protect and pre-
serve the integrity of their water sup-
ply. During my time as chairman of
the Interior Appropriations Sub-
committee, I have dealt with many
issues relating to clean water and its
significance. I have seen how a lack of
planning, oversight and development
has harmed the Everglades, and now we
are tasked with spending millions of
taxpayer dollars to reverse the prob-
lem.
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Additionally, per my request, the
United States Geological Survey pub-
lished a report in 2003 titled ‘‘Plan for
National Assessment of Water Avail-
ability and Use.” The report highlights
the availability of water in the U.S.
and how this availability relates to
need, source and geographic location.

| would like to cite a statement made in a
report by the Council of State Governments
that sums up the need to protect our water:
“Water, which used to be considered a ubig-
uitous resource, is now scarce in some parts
of the country and not just in the West as one
might assume. The water wars have spread to
the Midwest, East and South as well.” | find
this statement quite telling and see it as a
wake up call to all those who take water for
granted. Much has changed over the years;
cities have grown, irrigation technology has
advanced and ground water has become a
much larger fraction of the nation’s water sup-
ply. All these factors contribute to the need to
protect the Muskingum watershed and the ag-
uifer below it.

Having heard from many constituents con-
cerning the potential dangers posed by the
stress of additional landfills in the Muskingum
Watershed, | have made this provision one of
my top priorities in Congress. | feel that the
criteria set forth by the provision are fair, non-
discriminatory and of utmost importance in
preserving the aquifer for generations to
come.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2669

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have my name removed as a cosponsor
of H.R. 2669.

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

There was no objection.

———————

HONORING CINCINNATI'S MARIE-
MONT HIGH SCHOOL FOR BEING
DESIGNATED A BLUE RIBBON
SCHOOL

(Mrs. SCHMIDT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Mariemont High
School which is located in the Second
District of Ohio that I represent.
Mariemont was recently named a blue
ribbon school by the U.S. Department
of Education.

This is the department’s highest
honor, and it is a very selective pro-
gram. In fact, of the thousands of
schools across America, only 296 re-
ceive the blue ribbon certification, and
only 16 of those schools are in Ohio.
This is a tremendous honor for our part
of the State.

The blue ribbon program is designed
to provide national recognition to pub-
lic and private schools that have done
an outstanding job of educating our
children. The screening process evalu-
ates a number of criteria, including
strong leadership and vision; an inno-
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vative and challenging curriculum; a
commitment to parental involvement;
and a track record of achieving success
with student from all backgrounds.

Mariemont’s receiving of this award
reflects the hard work and dedication
of its teachers and school administra-
tors; the academic success of its stu-
dents; and the active involvement of
parents.

Congratulations, Mariemont High.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1065.

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

There was no objection.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Order speeches without prejudice
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

————
THE EROSION OF PRIVACY

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that I claim my 5 min-
utes at this time.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the privacy
issue has been around for a long time.
The brutal abuse of privacy and prop-
erty of early Americans played a big
role in our revolt against the king.

[ 1800

The first, fourth, and fifth amend-
ments represented attempts to protect
private property and privacy from an
overzealous Federal Government.
Today those attempts appear to have
failed.

There have been serious legal debates
in recent decades about whether pri-
vacy is protected by the Constitution.
Some argue that since the word does
not appear in the text of that docu-
ment, it is not protected. Others argue
that privacy protection grants the Fed-
eral Government power to dictate to
all States limits or leniency in enforc-
ing certain laws. But the essence of lib-
erty is privacy.
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