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Administration. And here, too, the new leader-
ship of the House has made possible impor-
tant changes in our rules that will increase 
their transparency and our accountability— 
changes I supported. 

But while some people are opposed to all 
earmarks, I am not one of them. 

I think Members of Congress know the 
needs of their communities, and I think Con-
gress as a whole has the responsibility to de-
cide how tax dollars are spent. And earmarks 
can help fund nonprofits and other private-sec-
tor groups to do jobs that federal agencies are 
not able to do as well. In short, not all ear-
marks are bad. In fact, I have sought ear-
marks for various items that have benefited 
Coloradans—and I intend to keep on doing 
that. 

Still, we all know some bills have included 
spending earmarks that might not have been 
approved if they were considered separately. 

That’s why President Bush—like many of 
his predecessors—has asked for the kind of 
line-item veto that can be used by governors 
in Colorado and several other states. 

And that’s why about ten years ago Con-
gress actually passed a law intended to give 
President Clinton that kind of authority. 

However, in 1998 the Supreme Court ruled 
that the legislation was unconstitutional—and I 
think the Court got it right. 

I think by trying to allow the president to in 
effect repeal a part of a law he has already 
signed—and saying it takes a two-thirds vote 
in both Houses of Congress to restore that 
part—that Republican-led Congress of 1998 
went too far. I think that kind of line-item veto 
would undermine the checks and balances be-
tween the Executive and Legislative branches 
of the government. 

But the SLICE bill is different. It is a prac-
tical, effective—and, best of all, constitu-
tional—version of a line-item veto. 

It is not unprecedented. It follows the ap-
proach of legislation passed by the House of 
Representatives in 1993 under the leadership 
of our distinguished colleague, Representative 
SPRATT and others, including our former col-
leagues Charlie Stenholm, Tom Carper, Tim 
Penny and John Kasich. 

Under SLICE, the president could identify 
specific spending items he thinks should be 
cut—and Congress would have to vote, up or 
down, on whether to cut each of them. 

Current law says the president can ask 
Congress to rescind—that is, cancel—spend-
ing items. But Congress can ignore those re-
quests, and often has done so. 

SLICE would change that. 
It says if the president proposes a specific 

cut, Congress can’t duck—it would have to 
vote on it, and if a majority approved the cut, 
that would be that. 

So, it would give the president a bright spot-
light of publicity he could focus on earmarks, 
and it would force Congress to debate those 
items on their merits. 

That would give the president a powerful 
tool—but it also would retain the balance be-
tween the Executive and Legislative branches. 

Madam Speaker, presidents are elected to 
lead, and only they represent the entire nation. 
My SLICE bill recognizes this by giving the 
president the leadership role of identifying 
specific spending items he thinks should be 
cut. 

But, under the Constitution it is the Con-
gress that is primarily accountable to the 

American people for how their tax dollars will 
be spent. The bill respects and emphasizes 
that Congressional role by requiring a vote on 
each spending cut proposed by the President. 

Of course, without knowing what the presi-
dent might propose to rescind, I don’t know if 
I would support some, all, or any of his pro-
posals. 

But I do know that people in Colorado and 
across the country think there should be great-
er transparency about our decisions on taxing 
and spending. And I know that they are also 
demanding that we be ready to take responsi-
bility for those decisions. 

That is the purpose of this bill. It will pro-
mote both transparency and accountability, 
and I think it deserves the support of all our 
colleagues. 

For the information of our colleague, I am 
attaching an outline of the bill. 

STIMULATING LEADERSHIP IN CUTTING 
EXPENDITURES (SLICE) ACT 

The purpose of the bill is to facilitate Pres-
idential leadership and Congressional ac-
countability regarding reduction of other 
spending to offset the costs of responding to 
recent natural disasters. 

The bill would amend the Budget Act to 
provide as follows— 

The President could propose rescission of 
any budget authority provided in an appro-
priations Act through special messages in-
cluding draft bills to make those rescissions. 

The House’s majority leader or minority 
leader would be required to introduce a bill 
proposed by the president within two legisla-
tive days. If neither did so, any Member 
could then introduce the bill. 

The Appropriations Committee would be 
required to report the bill within seven days 
after introduction. The report could be made 
with or without recommendation regarding 
its passage. If the committee did not meet 
that deadline, it would be discharged and the 
bill would go to the House floor. 

The House would debate and vote on each 
proposed rescission within 10 legislative days 
after the bill’s introduction. Debate would be 
limited to no more than four hours and no 
amendment, motion to recommit, or motion 
to reconsider would be allowed. 

If passed by the House, the bill would go 
promptly to the Senate, which would have 
no more than 10 more days to consider and 
vote on it. Debate in the Senate would be 
limited to 10 hours and no amendment or 
motion to recommit would be allowed. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF CHARLES 
CURTIS JOHNSON ON HIS RE-
TIREMENT 

HON. J. DENNIS HASTERT 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 19, 2007 

Mr. HASTERT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Charles Curtis Johnson 
on his retirement from the United States Cap-
itol Police. With devotion, professionalism, and 
expertise, from September 16, 1974, until his 
retirement on December 31, 2006, Sergeant 
Johnson, or ‘‘CC’’ as he is called by his 
friends, has fulfilled the mission of the United 
States Capitol Police to protect the Congress, 
its legislative processes, Members, employ-
ees, visitors, and facilities from crime, disrup-
tion, or terrorism. I would like to wish him and 
his family all the best as he embarks upon this 
new chapter of his life. He will be truly missed. 

Sergeant Johnson was first assigned to the 
Capitol Division and served there as an officer 
for 14 years, performing various law enforce-
ment duties and assisting Members of Con-
gress, congressional staff, and the general 
public. In 1998, he was promoted to sergeant 
and, for 3 years, supervised officers in and 
around the House and Senate Chambers. In 
1992, he was assigned to the First Responder 
Unit and supervised the officers assigned to 
the outside of the Capitol as well as serving 
as the administrative sergeant. 

In 2004, Sergeant Johnson earned a post 
as one of the supervisors of the U.S. Capitol 
Police Horse Mounted Unit. In addition to un-
dergoing the rigorous training and mainte-
nance of skills required of all members of this 
elite unit, Sergeant Johnson also supervised 
and directed all operations of the unit, includ-
ing maintaining the unit’s budget and equip-
ment procurement. With the loss of the unit in 
2005, Sergeant Johnson moved to the Patrol/ 
Mobile Response Division and used his con-
siderable expertise and institutional knowledge 
to supervise and direct the patrol officers with-
in the Capitol Police primary and extended ju-
risdictions. A tireless performer and distin-
guished law enforcement professional, Ser-
geant Johnson deserves the admiration of all 
who come into contact with him. 

In addition to his commitment to the U.S. 
Capitol Police, Sergeant Johnson is the de-
voted husband of fellow USCP member Cap-
tain Shirley Jo Johnson, and the proud father 
of three daughters and one son: Angie, Becky, 
Rachael, and Daniel. He is also the proud 
‘‘Papa’’ of three granddaughters and one 
grandson: Kiera, Sydney, Nate, and Kaylie. He 
is the proud father-in-law of Greg Lawrence. 

In his upcoming retirement, Sergeant John-
son plans on spending plenty of time with his 
family and is especially looking forward to 
‘‘Grandbaby Day.’’ Last, but certainly not least, 
he also plans to buy himself a horse so he 
can truly ride off into the sunset. 

Thank you, Sergeant Johnson, for your ex-
ceptional service to the United States Capitol 
Police, the Congress, and the American peo-
ple, and congratulations on achieving this im-
portant milestone. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE ‘‘TEACHER 
TRAINING EXPANSION ACT OF 
2007’’ 

HON. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 19, 2007 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, in this 
country we have made a commitment to fulfill 
the promise that all students will receive a 
high quality education. As part of this commit-
ment, assessments mandated under the No 
Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) require, 
among other things, that all students will have 
access to classrooms led by highly qualified 
teachers. In its implementation of the law, the 
Department of Education has made good on 
this promise, holding students that have tradi-
tionally been allowed to slip through the 
cracks, such as students with disabilities, to a 
high standard. 

Students with disabilities, under NCLB and 
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act 
(IDEA), are increasingly being integrated into 
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general education classrooms. We have seen 
great progress from this practice. By holding 
students with disabilities to the same high 
standards that we hold general education stu-
dents, we encourage them to achieve at high-
er levels. As with all students, students with 
disabilities respond well to being challenged. 

Unfortunately, too many children with dis-
abilities are underserved in general education 
classrooms because general education teach-
ers often are not trained to meet their needs. 
As more of these children enter general edu-
cation classrooms, it is critical that curricula be 
adapted to suit them. General education 
teachers and personnel must be equipped to 
collaborate with special education teachers to 
ensure that these students receive the best 
available education. 

That is why I am reintroducing the ‘‘Teacher 
Training Expansion Act,’’ legislation that is de-
signed to support training programs for teach-
ing students with disabilities. Specifically, this 
legislation would authorize the Secretary of 
Education to give preference, in the distribu-
tion of certain grants under IDEA, to local edu-
cational agencies and certain public or private 
nonprofit organizations that provide such train-
ing. 

Under current law, institutions of higher edu-
cation are already granted this preferential sta-
tus in the distribution of these grants. How-
ever, I firmly believe that most also make eligi-
ble the local educational agencies and public 
or private nonprofit organizations that are at 
the forefront of training teachers who work 
with disabled students. 

Madam Speaker, by supporting this legisla-
tion we will help our teachers gain the skills 
they need to work effectively with disabled stu-
dents in general education classrooms and 
help make good on our promise to provide a 
quality education to all students. 

In conclusion, let us be vigilant in leveling 
the playing field for our disabled and special 
needs communities in any way that we can. 
The Teacher Training Expansion Act would 
help in furthering this goal and I urge my col-
leagues to cosponsor it. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 6, CLEAN ENERGY ACT OF 
2007 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 19, 2007 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today in strong support of the CLEAN 
Energy Act of 2007. We must be mindful in 
the creation of long-term energy alternatives 
for the future of our nation, as the acronym 
CLEAN denotes. I am honored to be among 
my many esteemed colleagues as an original 
cosponsor of this legislation. 

At this juncture, we must move beyond the 
obvious motivations for responsible energy 
policies. As my colleagues have acknowl-
edged, scarcity of resources, national security, 
greenhouse gas emissions, and the impact of 
oil exploration top the list of concerns ad-
dressed by this legislation. However, we must 
also acknowledge the true impact of these 
challenges on our nation’s most vulnerable 
populations. In this sense, progressive energy 

policy is inextricably linked with the pursuit of 
true environmental justice. 

Madam Speaker, my support for this legisla-
tion is founded in a profound desire to con-
front the diminishing life changes and debili-
tating health conditions attributed to polluting 
energy sources. Asthma has significantly in-
creased over the past few decades, especially 
among African American populations. In 2004, 
17 percent of African Americans under the 
age of 18 lived with asthma compared to only 
11 percent of their white counterparts. On be-
half of our children, we must understand the 
root cause of this disparity and take action to 
pursue alternative sources of energy for pos-
terity. 

Furthermore, I support the thrust of this leg-
islation because it discourages extraction from 
offshore oil and natural gas reserves. I stand 
with many of my constituents in acknowl-
edging that the pursuit of these resources has 
the potential to cause life-threatening acci-
dents and irreversible environmental damage 
to our Outer Continental Shelf. Rescinding in-
centives for this form of oil and natural gas 
production set forth in the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act will undoubtedly protect our 
fragile marine ecosystems and stimulate the 
quest for alternative energy sources. 

Madam Speaker, complemented by other 
pieces of legislation, the CLEAN Energy Act of 
2007 will bring accountability to the industries 
responsible for many environmental injustices 
and shift our nation away from a defunct para-
digm of reliance on irresponsible energy 
sources. A new age for energy use is upon 
us. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ROBERT B. ADERHOLT 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 19, 2007 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Madam Speaker, because 
of a death in the family, I was absent for roll-
call votes 24 through 33. 

If I had been present for these votes, I 
would have voted as indicated below. 

Rollcall No. 24—‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall No. 25— 
‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall No. 26—‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall No. 
27—‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall No. 28—‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall 
No. 29—‘‘No’’; Rollcall No. 30—‘‘No’’; Rollcall 
No. 31—‘‘Yes’’; Rollcall No. 32—‘‘Yes’’; and 
Rollcall No. 33—‘‘Yes.’’ 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE JAPANESE 
AMERICAN CITIZENS LEAGUE 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, January 19, 2007 

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the 75th anniversary of the Japanese 
American Citizens League of the Monterey 
Peninsula. On January 25, 1932, two years 
after the national Japanese American Citizens 
League was formed, 18 charter members or-
ganized this local chapter to fight against dis-
criminatory legislation and racial prejudice, 
and to help their first generation citizens 
(Issei) navigate through the American bu-
reaucracy in such matters as alien registration. 

Throughout the 1930’s, the chapter involved 
itself in the larger community. In 1937, they 
made a giant American Flag to carry in the 
Independence Day parade. They reasoned 
that only a few people could ride on a float but 
60 people could carry this huge flag. Another 
way they assimilated into the community was 
to participate in organized sports. The JACL- 
sponsored Monterey Minato established a for-
midable reputation and broke records in sev-
eral sports because of its gifted athletes. From 
1934 to the outbreak of World War II, the 
Monterey Minatos virtually dominated all other 
teams within the Central California Coast 
Counties Athletic Association. In 1938, just 
three Minato trackmen won nine of the eleven 
events at the YMCA Olympics at Kezar Sta-
dium in San Francisco. 

Built in 1927, the JACL Hall was originally 
the Japanese Association building, erected for 
the purpose of creating a community center 
for immigrant Japanese. In 1942, the leaders 
of the Japanese Association gifted the building 
to the JACL as a way to keep it serving the 
community. During World War II, the building 
was used by the National Guard, and after the 
war it became a hostel for returning internees. 
Today the Hall plays host to the JACL Japa-
nese Language School, Nisei Memorial Post 
1629 of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Chi-
nese Language School, Nisei Bowling League, 
Monterey and Satsuma Bonsai Clubs, Mugen 
Shinshu Daiko (Japanese Drum) classes, Tai 
Chi, and Jazzercize. The JACL Hall has truly 
become an Asian Cultural Center. 

Today the chapter continues to fight for tol-
erance and diversity, helps its members pre-
serve their cultural heritage, and assists new 
immigrants assimilate into society. As they 
begin their eighth decade, they will build on 
their 75-five year commitment to redress rac-
ism in our society, so that the next generation 
truly experiences equal justice under law. 

Madam Speaker, I know all our colleagues 
join me in applauding the JACL and in wishing 
them continued success for these most admi-
rable goals. 

f 

COLLEGE STUDENT RELIEF ACT 
OF 2007 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HEATHER WILSON 
OF NEW MEXICO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, January 17, 2007 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Madam 
Speaker, access to quality affordable higher 
education is a national imperative and should 
be a priority of this Congress. Yet despite the 
clear necessity of an accessible higher edu-
cation system, the ever rising cost of a college 
education continues to put more students at 
risk of not being able to afford to pursue their 
dreams. I supported this legislation because I 
believe it will give relief to middle-class grad-
uates on the interest rates they pay on student 
loans. But, unfortunately the legislation before 
us today does little to address students’ imme-
diate needs such as rapidly rising tuition costs. 

This bill instead provides for a limited ben-
efit for a limited number of borrowers already 
through college. Student loan programs are a 
critical piece of the education financing puzzle. 
They have served millions of students who 
have relied on them to achieve their dreams of 
obtaining a postsecondary education. 
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