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Federal agents went into a library and asked 
for a list of everyone who checked out a book 
on Osama bin Laden—which likely would in-
clude people who wanted to learn about his 
connection to the terrorist attacks on New 
York and Washington—and that overall, since 
those attacks libraries have received more 
than 200 formal and informal requests for ma-
terials, including 49 requests from federal offi-
cers. 

It is not clear what authority (if any) was 
cited by the federal officers for obtaining this 
information—and, because recipients of orders 
issued under section 215 not only have no ef-
fective way of challenging them but in fact are 
prohibited from disclosing to anyone but their 
attorneys that they received such an order, 
there is no way of knowing how often this au-
thority has been used. 

So, I remain concerned about the possibility 
that the ‘‘PATRIOT Act’’ would be used to ob-
tain very private information—whether library 
records, medical information, or gun purchase 
records—without an adequate showing of a 
connection to terrorism. 

It is true that this bill would make some 
worthwhile changes to current law, including 
allowing the recipient of a Section 215 order to 
challenge it before a three-judge panel of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court, FISC, 
in Washington, DC, and assert that the law 
was wrongly applied. 

But I think we ought to have at least had the 
opportunity to debate more substantial reform 
to this part of the law. 

To begin with, we should have been able to 
at least consider a limited exemption for book-
stores and libraries, along the lines of the bi-
partisan amendment that the House voted to 
add to the Justice Department appropriations 
bill for fiscal 2006. However, the Republican 
leadership blocked that amendment from even 
being offered. 

Further, I think consideration should be 
given to changing the standard for issuing a 
section 215 order, to require some individual 
suspicion that the records the government 
wants are related to a spy, terrorist or other 
foreign agent—which could include the 
records of other parties if they were clearly rel-
evant to the activities of the subject under in-
vestigation. Again, no amendment along those 
lines was allowed consideration. 

It is true that the House did have the oppor-
tunity to consider a number of worthwhile 
amendments. I was glad to have the chance 
to vote for them, and am glad that so many 
were adopted. However, we should have had 
the chance to consider many more. 

For example, the House ought to have had 
the chance to at least debate changes such 
as some proposed in the Intelligence and Ju-
diciary Committees. I have in mind the amend-
ment to ‘‘sunset’’ the so-called ‘‘lone wolf’ pro-
vision, approved by the Intelligence Committee 
and an amendment offered in the Judiciary 
Committee to restore a requirement for report-
ing on the disclosure of electronic communica-
tions that was included in the bill approved by 
the Judiciary Committee in 2001 but later 
stripped by the Rules Committee without ex-
planation. 

Unfortunately, the Republican leadership did 
not allow any of these amendments to even 
be debated on the House floor, although it did 
allow time for a new amendment—not consid-
ered in committee, as far as I can tell—that 
would, among other things, change the rules 

for jury trials in many federal criminal trials, 
evidently including some not related to ter-
rorism. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, my reaction to the 
bill now before the House is similar to the one 
I had to the original ‘‘Patriot Act’’ legislation 
four years ago. 

As I did then, I strongly support combating 
terrorism, here at home as well as abroad. 

But I continue to think that it is essential that 
we remember and respect the Constitutional 
rights of law-abiding Americans as we wage 
war against those who would destroy both our 
Constitution and our country. In fact, I think 
that if we don’t do that we will lose much of 
what we are seeking to defend. 

And, now as then, I have concluded that for 
the reasons I have mentioned this bill as it 
stands—especially after rejection of the pro-
posal to shorten the extension of expiring pro-
visions—does not strike the right balance, and 
should not become law in its present form. 

But, now as four years ago, I am hopeful 
that the bill will be further improved as the leg-
islative process continues. 

Four years ago, that did not happen. How-
ever, I think there is good reason to think that 
this time history will not repeat itself. 

There evidently is considerable support in 
the other body—by Senators on both sides of 
the aisle—for provisions that would improve 
on this legislation. I hope and expect that the 
Senate will make such improvements and that 
in the end the result will be a measure that 
deserves the support of all Members of Con-
gress. 
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
join Congressman JOHN LEWIS in introducing a 
resolution commemorating the 40th anniver-
sary of the Voting Rights Act of 1965. On Au-
gust 6, 1965, President Lyndon B. Johnson 
signed the Voting Rights Act into law. This Act 
is one of the Nation’s most important civil 
rights victories and serves as a tribute to 
those that marched, struggled, and even died 
to secure the right to vote for all Americans. 

Brave Americans of different races, 
ethnicities, and religions risked their lives to 
stand up for political equality. Most notably, on 
March 7, 1965, a day that would come to be 
known as ‘‘Bloody Sunday,’’ nonviolent civil 
rights activists, like Congressman JOHN LEWIS, 
were brutalized and demeaned in their pursuit 
of voting rights for all Americans. It took this 
horrific violence for the Nation to realize it had 
to own up to the democratic ideals it 
preached. Eight days later, President Lyndon 
B. Johnson called for a comprehensive and ef-
fective voting rights bill. 

This call for a voting rights bill was to en-
sure that this country realized the 15th 
Amendment of the Constitution, that ‘‘the right 
of citizens of the United States to vote shall 
not be denied or abridged by the United 
States or by any State on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude.’’ Forty 

years later, the Act has proven effective in fur-
thering this Constitutional ideal, as it has en-
hanced political participation and opportunity 
among racial and ethnic minorities. Today the 
Voting Rights Act also serves to protect the 
rights of language minority and disabled vot-
ers. 

Please join us in celebrating this significant 
progress from 40 years of enforcement of the 
Voting Rights Act. 
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Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, Sunday July 10, 
2005 (3 Tamuz, 5765), marked the eleventh 
anniversary of the passing of Rabbi 
Menachem Mendel Schneerson, of righteous 
memory. When Rabbi Schneerson first be-
came the Rebbe, or spiritual leader, of 
Chabad-Lubavitch, the movement had barely 
survived the brutality of the Holocaust. Yet, 
over the course of his 44 years as ‘‘The 
Rebbe,’’ Rabbi Schneerson turned Chabad- 
Lubavitch into a worldwide movement. 

Under the Rebbe’s leadership, Chabad- 
Lubavitch began to offer educational and so-
cial services to the elderly, ill, and infirm. Over 
time, and under Rabbi Schneerson’s leader-
ship, Chabad-Lubavitch became a global force 
for good-will and kindness. It is not surprising 
therefore, that upon Rabbi Schneerson’s pass-
ing, both this House, as well as the Senate, 
voted unanimously to award him the Congres-
sional Gold Medal. 

It is a testament to the Rebbe’s leadership 
that Chabad-Lubavitch’s social, educational, 
and humanitarian efforts did not cease upon 
his passing. In fact, Chabad-Lubavitch pres-
ently has over four thousand emissaries oper-
ating more than three thousand institutions 
around the globe. Chabad-Lubavitch offers 
vital outreach and social services to commu-
nities in more than sixty countries on six con-
tinents. 

In the wake of the devastating Tsunami in 
South-East Asia, Chabad-Lubavitch responded 
to the crisis in a manner consistent with Rabbi 
Schneerson’s teachings and leadership. 
Chabad-Lubavitch of Thailand has extended a 
helping hand to all Tsunami victims and sur-
vivors, regardless of race or religion. 

Chabad-Lubavitch has provided both fund-
ing and technical assistance to local relief or-
ganizations in order to support the local relief 
effort. Chabad-Lubavitch also provides interest 
free loans to Tsunami survivors in order to as-
sist in the economic recovery of individuals 
and communities. Chabad-Lubavitch also par-
ticipates in an ongoing effort to provide fresh 
food and drinking water to the villages of Koh 
Muk, Laem Naew, Baan Talae Nok, Ko Rah, 
Bak Jok, Ko Surin, and Tung Dap. 

Mr. Speaker, while we continue to honor 
Rabbi Schneerson’s memory, we must also 
celebrate his ongoing legacy of kindness and 
compassion. 
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