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to hold up this bill because I didn’t get
one thing I wanted. I am working to
move this bill forward because, in the
large part, it is best for our Nation’s
farmers, and I hope we all step back
and recognize that. In a democratic
body, we have to fight for what we be-
lieve in, but at the end of the day it is
our responsibility to make sure the
larger bill moves forward. I find it very
troubling that because some people
didn’t get something they wanted, they
are now stopping this farm bill in the
aggregate from moving forward.

We have a lot of opportunity now to
do good for our farmers, so it is very
troubling that we see the Republicans
coming to the floor now and objecting
to this bill. We have to ask: Why are
they objecting? So we go and look at
the record, and they are saying they
are not allowed to get, I think it is
over 200 amendments now that are list-
ed here up for consideration on this
bill. I was reading through them a few
minutes ago, on what they want us to
vote on in order to move this farm bill
forward. There are over 200 amend-
ments. That is not going to happen in
the last 2 weeks we have in this ses-
sion.

At the expense of asking for extra-
neous amendments that have nothing
to do with the farm bill, they are hold-
ing up these critically important nutri-
tional programs, programs that our
farmers need in order to Kkeep their
livelihoods going, and sending out all
across the Nation a huge question
mark about whether they are going to
have what they need as they move into
the next growing cycles. I looked at
this list of amendments. There are
amendments they want us to consider
on a farm bill for fire sprinklers and
tort reform and estate tax repeal. They
may all be critical issues, but a farm
bill is not where we consider these
issues.

This bill is far too important for our
Nation’s health and our economy to
use it now as a vehicle for some kind of
political game. Only once in our mod-
ern history has a nonrelevant amend-
ment been added to the farm bill. Each
and every time we have considered the
farm bill, the majority and the minor-
ity have worked out a reasonable
agreement that helps clear the path
forward for this important bill. What
we see today, unfortunately, is a Re-
publican minority that has decided to
throw out the history books and con-
tinue to set a record-setting pace of ob-
struction and kill the help our farmers
need and deserve.

Today our families are all strug-
gling—gas prices, energy prices, mort-
gage crisis, health care costs. We have
to get beyond the politics and make
sure our farmers and our kids benefit
from the very critical investments in
this farm bill. These aren’t just num-
bers in a bill. As you well Kknow,
Madam President, coming from a State
that depends on agriculture, these pro-
grams can make or break people’s live-
lihoods.
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We have got to come together, and I
urge our Republicans to get their ship
in order, come to the table with a rea-
sonable plan to move forward, and let
us get this bill passed.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

————

MAKING TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS
TO THE HIGHER EDUCATION ACT
OF 1965

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
a message from the House of Rep-
resentatives with respect to S. 2371,
Higher Education Technicals.

The Presiding Officer (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR) laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the House of Rep-
resentatives:

S. 2371

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S.
2371) entitled ‘““An Act to amend the Higher
Education Act of 1965 to make technical cor-
rections’, do pass with the following amend-
ment:

Page 3, after line 11 of the Senate en-
grossed bill, insert the following new section:

SEC. 3. TEACH GRANTS TECHNICAL AMEND-
MENTS.

Subpart 9 of part A of title IV of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070g et seq.) is
amended—

(1) in section 420L(1)(B), by striking ‘‘sound”
and inserting ‘‘responsible’’; and

(2) in section 420M—

(A) by striking ‘“‘academic year’’ each place it
appears in subsections (a)(1) and (c)(1) and in-
serting ‘‘year’’; and

(B) in subsection (c)(2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘other student assistance’’ and
inserting ‘‘other assistance the student may re-
ceive’’; and

(ii) by striking the second sentence.

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate concur in the House amendment
and the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

CHARLIE W. NORWOOD LIVING
ORGAN DONATION ACT

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
a message from the House of Rep-
resentatives with respect to H.R. 710,
Charlie W. Norwood Living Organ Do-
nation Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR) laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the House of Rep-
resentatives:

H.R. 710

Resolved, That the House agree to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
710) entitled ‘““An Act to amend the National
Organ Transplant Act to provide that crimi-
nal penalties do not apply to paired dona-
tions of human kidneys, and for other pur-
poses’’, with the following House amend-
ments to Senate amendment:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the amendment of the Senate to
the text of the bill, insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Charlie W. Nor-
wood Living Organ Donation Act’.

S14827

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE NATIONAL ORGAN
TRANSPLANT ACT.

Section 301 of the National Organ Transplant
Act (42 U.S.C. 274e) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end the
following: ‘““The preceding sentence does not
apply with respect to human organ paired dona-
tion.”’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end the
following:

‘““(4) The term ‘human organ paired donation’
means the donation and receipt of human or-
gans under the following circumstances:

‘“(A) An individual (referred to in this para-
graph as the ‘first donor’) desires to make a liv-
ing donation of a human organ specifically to a
particular patient (referred to in this paragraph
as the ‘first patient’), but such donor is bio-
logically incompatible as a donor for such pa-
tient.

‘““(B) A second individual (referred to in this
paragraph as the ‘second donor’) desires to
make a living donation of a human organ Spe-
cifically to a second particular patient (referred
to in this paragraph as the ‘second patient’),
but such donor is biologically incompatible as a
donor for such patient.

“(C) Subject to subparagraph (D), the first
donor is biologically compatible as a donor of a
human organ for the second patient, and the
second donor is biologically compatible as a
donor of a human organ for the first patient.

‘““(D) If there is any additional donor-patient
pair as described in subparagraph (A) or (B),
each donor in the group of donor-patient pairs
is biologically compatible as a donor of a human
organ for a patient in such group.

‘“(E) All donors and patients in the group of
donor-patient pairs (whether 2 pairs or more
than 2 pairs) enter into a single agreement to
donate and receive such human organs, respec-
tively, according to such biological compatibility
in the group.

‘““(F) Other than as described in subparagraph
(E), no valuable consideration is knowingly ac-
quired, received, or otherwise transferred with
respect to the human organs referred to in such
subparagraph.’’.

SEC. 3. REPORT.

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and annually thereafter, the
Secretary of Health and Human Services shall
submit to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report that details the progress made to-
wards understanding the long-term health ef-
fects of living organ donation.

SEC. 4. NO IMPACT ON SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST
FUND.

Nothing in this Act (or an amendment made
by this Act) shall be construed to alter or amend
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 301 et seq.) (or
any regulation promulgated under that Act).

Amend the title so as to read: “An Act to
amend the National Organ Transplant Act to
provide that criminal penalties do not apply to
human organ paired donation, and for other
purposes.’’.

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate concur in the House amendments
and the motion to reconsider be laid
upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, this
bipartisan legislation makes technical
changes to legislation I previously in-
troduced, S. 487, along with Senators
BoND, DORGAN, GRAHAM, DURBIN, MI-
KULSKI, PRYOR, CARDIN, ISAKSON, COLE-
MAN, BROWN, and CHAMBLISS and which
passed the Senate on July 9, 2007. Com-
panion legislation, H.R. 710, was intro-
duced in the House by Representatives
CHARLES NORWOOD and JAY INSLEE,
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