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in better grades and fewer behavioral
problems.

In Kansas alone, there are currently
131,000 child support cases open, includ-
ing those receiving public assistance,
and those above that income bracket.
Last year, the Kansas Child Support
Enforcement Program collected $156
million in child support.

Now, you might ask: What percent-
age of the population will this help? I
would concede that, although this may
not impact a high percentage of those
children and families receiving child
support, the impact on an individual
family is very significant. According to
my state’s limited records on this
issue, approximately 50 passport appli-
cations and renewals are denied on a
yearly basis. That figure does not in-
clude those passports that should be re-
voked. The Kansas Child Support En-
forcement Program estimates that the
number of deadbeat parents affected
would increase to 250. The security af-
forded by the steady stream of child
support could be the lone determinant
of a family living in poverty or exist-
ing on adequate financial ground.

I encourage my colleagues to add
their support to this important fix. We
must ensure that the tools provided to
the states have the teeth necessary to
discourage deadbeat parents from run-
ning out on their financial responsibil-
ities.

——

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 271—
HONORING LADY BIRD JOHNSON

Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. CORNYN, Mr.
AKAKA, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ALLARD,
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. BAYH,
Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, Mr. BOND, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. BUNNING,
Mr. BURR, Mr. BYRD, Ms. CANTWELL,
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY,
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr.
COBURN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. COLEMAN,
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CONRAD, Mr. CORKER,
Mr. CRAIG, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr.
DopD, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. DOMENICI, Mr.
DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr.
ENzI, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr.
GREGG, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. HARKIN, Mr.
HATCH, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. INOUYE, Mr.
ISAKSON, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. KERRY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. KOHL,
Mr. KyL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. LOTT,
Mr. LUGAR, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. MCCAIN,
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms.
MIKULSKI, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. NEL-
SON of Nebraska, Mr. OBAMA, Mr.
PRYOR, Mr. REED, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr.
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
SHELBY, Mr. SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr.
SPECTER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. STEVENS,
Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. TESTER, Mr. THUNE,
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Mr. VITTER, Mr. VOINOVICH, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mr. WEBB, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and
Mr. WYDEN) submitted the following
resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. REs. 271

Whereas Americans throughout the nation
are mourning the passing of Claudia Taylor
(Lady Bird) Johnson, who served as First
Lady with honor and grace during the Ad-
ministration of her husband, President Lyn-
don Baines Johnson;

Whereas Mrs. Johnson was born near
Karnack, Texas and received the nickname
“Lady Bird”’ as a young child;

Whereas Lady Bird Johnson was known as
an excellent student and graduated from the
University of Texas;

Whereas Lady Bird Johnson met Lyndon
Johnson in 1934 and the 2 were married later
that year;

Whereas Lady Bird Johnson was a success-
ful businesswoman who helped build a small
radio station into a multimillion-dollar
radio and television enterprise;

Whereas throughout her husband’s polit-
ical career in Congress and the White House,
Lady Bird Johnson played an important sup-
portive role as a partner and confidante;

Whereas as wife of the Vice President,
Lady Bird Johnson visited 33 foreign coun-
tries as an ambassador of goodwill;

Whereas, as First Lady, Lady Bird Johnson
earned widespread respect and affection not
only for the tone of dignity with which she
represented her husband and the Nation, but
for her active involvement in efforts to serve
the public, such as her work to improve the
environment and to address the problem of
poverty in the United States;

Whereas millions of travelers and com-
muters have Lady Bird Johnson to thank for
the colorful flowers that line many of our
roads, which represent a living, lasting leg-
acy of the woman who guided the Highway
Beautification Act of 1965 (23 U.S.C. 131, 135
note, 136, 319) into law;

Whereas after leaving the White House,
Lady Bird Johnson continued to serve the
Nation in many ways, including helping to
found the National Wildflower Research Cen-
ter, supporting the Lyndon Baines Johnson
Library, and serving on the Board of the Na-
tional Geographic Society as a trustee emer-
itus; and

Whereas, in addition to her service to the
Nation, Lady Bird Johnson was a devoted
and loving mother to her 2 daughters, Lynda
Bird and Luci Baines, as well as her 7 grand-
children and 10 great-grandchildren: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) notes with deep sorrow and solemn
mourning the death of Claudia Taylor (Lady
Bird) Johnson;

(2) extends its heartfelt sympathy to Mrs.
Johnson’s family;

(3) honors and, on behalf of the nation, ex-
presses deep appreciation for Lady Bird
Johnson’s important service to her country;
and

(4) directs the Secretary of the Senate to
transmit a copy of this resolution to the
family of Mrs. Johnson.

———————

SENATE RESOLUTION 272—PRAIS-
ING MUSLIM-AMERICAN PHYSI-
CIANS WHO CONDEMNED RECENT
ATTEMPTED TERRORIST ACTS IN
THE UNITED KINGDOM

Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr.
HAGEL) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed
to:
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Whereas in early July 2007, acts of ter-
rorism were attempted at Glasgow Airport
and in London;

Whereas early indications suggest that
Muslim physicians allegedly were respon-
sible for the attempted acts of terrorism;

Whereas thousands of Muslim-American
physicians living and practicing in the
United States are an important and welcome
component of American society;

Whereas Muslim-American physicians,
through the Islamic Medical Association of
North America, publicly stated that the as-
sociation ‘‘condemns in the strongest terms
the attack on Glasgow Airport, the at-
tempted attack in London; and all attacks
by which innocent people are Kkilled or
harmed in any manner and all attacks that
result in destruction of the property of inno-
cent people’’; and

Whereas the Islamic Medical Association
of North America further stated, ‘“‘Such at-
tacks, regardless of whether or not they have
been perpetrated by physicians, are against
the most basic teachings of our religion,
Islam, and are contrary to the very basic
principles of our profession, regardless of re-
ligion or creed. Suicide is also strictly pro-
hibited in Islam.”’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) condemns the recent attempted attacks
in the United Kingdom;

(2) commends the Islamic Medical Associa-
tion of North America for swift, clear, and
public denunciation of the attacks;

(3) encourages Muslim voices in the United
States and abroad to continue speaking out
against terrorism; and

(4) condemns bigotry and acts of violence
against any American, including Arab-Amer-
icans and Muslim-Americans.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2189. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. THUNE, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. ALLARD,
Mr. CrRAIG, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr.
GRAHAM, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr.
HAGEL, Mr. GREGG, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. McCAIN,
Mr. BENNETT, Mrs. DOLE, Mr. BROWNBACK,
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ENzI , Mr. CRAPO, Mr.
BUNNING, and Mr. CORKER) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2008 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2190. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2191. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself,
Mr. HAGEL, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr.
JOHNSON, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. BINGAMAN, Ms.
SNOWE, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. TESTER, and Mr.
BAUCUS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2192. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 15685, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2193. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2063 submitted by Mr.
SALAZAR (for himself, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr.
PRYOR, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. CASEY, Mr. GREGG,
Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. DOMENICI,
Ms. CoLLINS, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Ms.
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LANDRIEU, and Mrs. MCCASKILL) and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2194. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2195. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2196. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 15685, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2197. Mr. MARTINEZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2198. Mr. MARTINEZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2199. Mr. REED (for himself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2200. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2201. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2202. Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, and Mrs. CLINTON) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2203. Mr. GREGG (for himself and Mrs.
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2204. Mr. COBURN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2205. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself, Mr.
BIDEN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BOND, and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
15685, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2206. Mr. WEBB (for himself, Mrs.
McCASKILL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
CASEY, Mr. TESTER, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. SANDERS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 1585, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2207. Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself, Mr.
CASEY, Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. MIKULSKI, and Mr.
COLEMAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2208. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
LUGAR) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2209. Mr. CONRAD (for himself, Mr.
HATCH, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. GREGG, and Mr.
ROBERTS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2189. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself,
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. THUNE,
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. CORNYN, Mr.
ISAKSON, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. CRAIG, Mr.
LUGAR, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. GRAHAM,
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr.
HAGEL, Mr. GREGG, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr.
McCAIN, Mr. BENNETT, Mrs. DOLE, Mr.
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BROWNBACK, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. ENZI,
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. BUNNING, and Mr. CORK-
ER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
15685, to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2008 for military activities
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . FAIRNESS DOCTRINE PROHIBITED.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘‘Broadcaster Freedom Act of
2007,

(b) FAIRNESS DOCTRINE PROHIBITED.—Title
IIT of the Communications Act of 1934 is
amended by inserting after section 303 (47
U.S.C. 303) the following new section:

“SEC. 303A. LIMITATION ON GENERAL POWERS:
FAIRNESS DOCTRINE.

“Notwithstanding section 303 or any other
provision of this Act or any other Act au-
thorizing the Commission to prescribe rules,
regulations, policies, doctrines, standards, or
other requirements, the Commission shall
not have the authority to prescribe any rule,
regulation, policy, doctrine, standard, or
other requirement that has the purpose or
effect of reinstating or repromulgating (in
whole or in part) the requirement that
broadcasters, including the American Forces
Network, present opposing viewpoints on
controversial issues of public importance,
commonly referred to as the ‘Fairness Doc-
trine’, as repealed in General Fairness Doc-
trine Obligations of Broadcast Licensees, 50
Fed. Reg. 35418 (1985).”.

SA 2190. Mr. McCAIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 15685, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2008 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 269, line 20, insert after ‘‘manage-
ment.” the following: ‘“The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical
acquisition position under section 1733 of
this title.”.

On page 270, line 10, insert after ‘‘manage-
ment.”” the following: ‘““The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical
acquisition position under section 1733 of
this title.”.

On page 270, line 23, insert after ‘‘manage-
ment.”” the following: ‘“The position of Prin-
cipal Deputy shall be designated as a critical
acquisition position under section 1733 of
this title.”.

SA 2191. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for him-
self, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. KERRY, Mrs. LIN-
COLN, Mr. JOHNSON, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
BINGAMAN, Ms. SNOWE, Ms. CANTWELL,
Mr. TESTER, and Mr. BAUCUS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 1585,
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
yvear 2008 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
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such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the end of title VII, add the following:

SEC. 703. LIMITATIONS ON CERTAIN INCREASES
IN HEALTH CARE COSTS FOR MEM-
BERS OF THE UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Career members of the uniformed serv-
ices and their families endure unique and ex-
traordinary demands, and make extraor-
dinary sacrifices, over the course of 20-year
to 30-year careers in protecting freedom for
all Americans.

(2) The nature and extent of these demands
and sacrifices are never so evident as in war-
time, not only during the current Global War
on Terrorism, but also during the wars of the
last 60 years when current retired members
of the Armed Forces were on continuous call
to go in harm’s way when and as needed.

(3) The demands and sacrifices are such
that few Americans are willing to bear or ac-
cept them for a multi-decade career.

(4) A primary benefit of enduring the ex-
traordinary sacrifices inherent in a military
career is a range of extraordinary retirement
benefits that a grateful Nation provides for
those who choose to subordinate much of
their personal life to the national interest
for so many years.

(6) Many private sector firms are cur-
tailing health benefits and shifting signifi-
cantly higher costs to their employees, and
one effect of such curtailment is that retired
members of the uniformed services are turn-
ing for health care services to the Depart-
ment of Defense, and its TRICARE program,
for the health care benefits in retirement
that they earned by their service in uniform.

(6) In some cases, civilian employers estab-
lish financial incentives for employees who
are also eligible for participation in the
TRICARE program to receive health care
benefits under that program rather than
under the health care benefits programs of
such employers.

(7) While the Department of Defense has
made some efforts to contain increases in
the cost of the TRICARE program, a large
part of those efforts has been devoted to
shifting a larger share of the costs of bene-
fits under that program to retired members
of the uniformed services.

(8) The cumulative increase in enrollment
fees, deductibles, and copayments being pro-
posed by the Department of Defense for
health care benefits under the TRICARE pro-
gram far exceeds the 33-percent increase in
military retired pay since such fees,
deductibles, and copayments were first re-
quired on the part of retired members of the
uniformed services 11 years ago.

(9) Proposals of the Department of Defense
for increases in the enrollment fees,
deductibles, and copayments of retired mem-
bers of the uniformed services who are par-
ticipants in the TRICARE program fail to
recognize adequately that such members
paid the equivalent of enormous in-kind pre-
miums for health care in retirement through
their extended sacrifices by service in uni-
form.

(10) Some of the Nation’s health care pro-
viders refuse to accept participants in the
TRICARE program as patients because that
program pays them significantly less than
commercial insurance programs, and im-
poses unique administrative requirements,
for health care services.

(11) The Department of Defense has chosen
to count the accrual deposit to the Depart-
ment of Defense Military Retiree Health
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