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Rehabilitation Preservation Act of
2007.” This legislation aimed to block
implementation of a bureaucratic rule
change that severely limits seniors’ ac-
cess to rehabilitation hospitals. Sen-
ator JOHNSON’s recovery through reha-
bilitation treatment is an inspiration
to many who have suffered from simi-
lar conditions and other brain injuries.
The care that he received from his
team at the National Rehabilitation
Hospital was outstanding and their
service was critical to his return to the
Senate. I believe that it is crucial that
we preserve access to similar rehabili-
tative care for many of America’s sen-
ior citizens.

Four years ago, the Centers for Medi-
care & Medicaid Services promulgated
a new rule that would severely limit
the types of rehabilitation treatments
available to Medicare patients. The
rule known as the ‘75 percent rule”’
would require rehab hospitals to ensure
a certain percentage of patients fall
into one of 13 specific diagnoses. That
percentage was set to increase to 75
percent—forcing rehab hospitals to
turn away patients and limit rehab
services in their community. I know
firsthand how harmful this can be, as
my own mother faced inadequate care
before finally receiving the rehabilita-
tion services she desperately needed.

The 75 percent rule was set to close
the doors of rehabilitation hospitals
and push seniors away from the care
they desperately needed. As many of
you know, I have been working with a
number of my colleagues on an inpa-
tient rehabilitation Medicare fix for
the last several Congresses.

Yesterday, the Senate passed the
Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Exten-
sion Act of 2007, which included our
provision to freeze the 75 percent rule
compliance threshold permanently at
60 percent, ensuring rehabilitation hos-
pitals have the flexibility to serve a va-
riety of patients who desperately need
quality rehabilitation treatment to re-
store their physical function and re-
turn home to their families and daily
lives.

Without our Nation’s rehabilitation
capacity, other Americans may not
have access to the same kind of care
that brought my close friend back to
the Senate.

I want to offer special thanks to Sen-
ator JOHNSON for lending his name to
our efforts and putting a familiar face
on the importance of rehabilitation
care. I also want to thank Senators
BAUCUS and GRASSLEY, chairman and
ranking member of the Finance Com-
mittee, as well as Senators BUNNING,
STABENOW, SNOWE, KERRY, SCHUMER,
and each of the 60 cosponsors of the
Tim Johnson Inpatient Rehabilitation
Preservation Act of 2007. Their support
was critical in pushing for a permanent
fix to the 75 percent rule and provided
those Americans who need rehabilita-
tion treatment with a gift this holiday
season—access to quality treatment
and the hope for recovery.
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PREVENTION THROUGH
AFFORDABLE ACCESS ACT

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, since
January, safety net clinics that pro-
vide Dbasic health care services to
women have been in a financial crisis.
This happened because a provision in
the Deficit Reduction Act of 2005 has
inadvertently prohibited drug compa-
nies from providing the deep discounts
to them on contraceptives. All year,
hundreds of family planning -clinics,
university health centers and other
safety net clinics have been unable to
provide affordable contraception to
their low-income constituency. Prices
have skyrocketed in some instances
from $5 a pack to $50 a pack. Already
some colleges, including those in my
home State of Massachusetts, have had
to stop offering contraceptives. This
crisis affects an estimated 3 million
college women, and hundreds of thou-
sands of low-income women who are
finding birth control priced out of
reach.

The Prevention Through Affordable
Access Act is a no-cost, technical fix
that will restore nominal prices to
these entities, and in turn ensure that
university students and low-income
women once again have access to af-
fordable birth control. It will not cost
the Federal Government a dime—but it
will be invaluable to women’s health.

Thirty Senators have demonstrated
their support for this fix S. 2347. Con-
gress must act now to ensure that this
problem is fixed this year and a con-
tinuing crisis is averted. Women have
waited long enough. I urge passage of
this important bill.

———

COURT SECURITY IMPROVEMENT
ACT

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, earlier
this week, the Senate passed a com-
promise version of the Court Security
Improvement Act of 2007. It took sev-
eral months to negotiate the minor dif-
ferences between the House and the
Senate bills, simply because we were
not allowed to go to conference. Then
we had to work for over a month to re-
move a hold placed on the legislation.
When it finally passed the Senate on
Monday night, we expected that the
House of Representatives would pass it
without delay. Unfortunately, one of
the compromise provisions triggered a
problem that would have prevented
passage in the House.

We corrected that problem late last
night with an enrolling resolution that
strikes the provision of section 502 that
caused a budgetary problem. Fortu-
nately, we were able to maintain the
important provision of life insurance
benefits for our dedicated magistrate
judges.

I appreciate the work of Senators
SPECTER and KYL to make sure that we
were able to pass this resolution late
last night and I look forward to the
House of Representatives passing both
the resolution and the Court Security
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Improvement Act without further
delay.

I urge the President to sign this vital
legislation, introduced 11 months ago,
without delay so that we can protect
the dedicated judges, and other per-
sonnel who serve as part of our Na-
tion’s justice system. The security of
our Federal judges and our courthouses
around the Nation is at stake.

———

THE TREE ACT

Mrs. LINCOLN. Mr. President, I
would like to engage in a colloquy with
the leadership of the Senate Finance
Committee regarding the timber tax
provisions that are commonly referred
to as the “TREE Act.” These provi-
sions were included in the tax title of
the Energy bill, which, regrettably,
was deleted from the bill that the Sen-
ate passed last week. On a brighter
note, they have been included in the
tax title of the farm bill, which passed
the Senate last week.

As a matter of tax policy, enactment
of the TREE Act is extremely impor-
tant. It reforms the rules that apply to
both corporations and individuals who
own timber, thereby improving the
international competitiveness of the
U.S. timber industry.

Enactment of the TREE Act also is
time-sensitive. timber companies that
continue to be organized as corpora-
tions are under intensifying pressure to
reorganize. In that case, a corporation
that owns substantial manufacturing
facilities would be forced to sell some
of those facilities, and to make other
structural changes, in order to comply
with the relevant tax rules that it
would newly become subject to. This
would be likely to cause disruptions in
some of the affected communities, and
also would make it harder for U.S.
companies to compete internationally.
To forestall these adverse con-
sequences, Congress must act quickly.

Accordingly, I am pleased that the
Senate has enacted the TREE Act as
part of the farm bill, and I believe that
it is critical for Congress to enact a
new farm bill, including the TREE Act,
early next year. I would like to ask the
chairman and ranking members of the
Finance Committee whether they share
this view.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I join my
colleague, the senior Senator from Ar-
kansas, in supporting the need to enact
the timber tax provisions—also known
as the Timber Revitalization and Eco-
nomic Enhancement Act, TREE Act—
in a timely manner.

This tax policy is as important to Or-
egon as it is to other timber-growing
regions of the United States. The forest
products industry is a cornerstone of
Oregon’s economy and culture. Oregon
is home to more than 9.5 million acres
of privately owned forests and more
than 75,000 people earn their living
working for the forest products indus-
try. In fact, Oregon is the No. 1 pro-
ducer of lumber in the United States.

While disappointed that the TREE
Act was a part of the tax title removed
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