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What that means is that Peru might well 
pay more for energy imports down the road 
than it gets now for its exports. Glenn Jen-
kins, founder of the Program on Investment 
Appraisal and Management at the Harvard 
Institute for International Development, 
prepared an economic analysis of the project 
for Environmental Defense. He concluded 
that massive new reserves are discovered, 
Peru would be worse off from an economic 
perspective if the project proceeds. 

Back in 2003, the Ex-Im, surprisingly, re-
jected support for the first phase of the 
project on environmental grounds, and the 
Bush Administration abstained during the 
IDB vote. Ray Hunt and his company have 
been aggressively lobbying in Washington to 
make sure the administration supports the 
proposed multilateral funding this time 
around. Early indications are that the com-
pany has succeeded and that the IDB, Ex-Im 
and World Bank will end up approving sup-
port. 

[From washingtonpost.com, Dec. 15, 2007] 
CLINTON LIBRARY GOT FUNDS FROM ABROAD— 

SAUDIS SAID TO HAVE GIVEN $10 MILLION 
(By John Solomon and Jeffrey H. Birnbaum) 

Bill Clinton’s presidential library raised 
more than 10 percent of the cost of its $165 
million facility from foreign sources, with 
the most generous overseas donation coming 
from Saudi Arabia, according to interviews 
yesterday. 

The royal family of Saudi Arabia gave the 
Clinton facility in Little Rock about $10 mil-
lion, roughly the same amount it gave to-
ward the presidential library of George H.W. 
Bush, according to people directly familiar 
with the contributions. 

The presidential campaign of Sen. Hillary 
Rodham Clinton (D–N.Y.) has for months 
faced questions about the source of the 
money for her husband’s presidential library. 
During a September debate, moderator Tim 
Russert asked the senator whether her hus-
band would release a donor list. Clinton said 
she was sure her husband would ‘‘be happy to 
consider that,’’ though the former president 
later declined to provide a list of donors. 

Sen. Barack Obama (D–Ill.) has made an 
issue of the large yet unidentified contribu-
tors to presidential libraries, saying that he 
wants to avoid even the appearance of impro-
priety in such donations. Obama has intro-
duced legislation that would require disclo-
sure of all contributions to presidential li-
braries, including Clinton’s, and Congress 
has actively debated such a proposal. Unlike 
campaign donations, money given to presi-
dential libraries is often done with limited 
or no disclosure. 

The Clinton library has steadfastly de-
clined to reveal its donors, saying they were 
promised confidentiality. The William J. 
Clinton Foundation, which funds the library, 
is considered a charity whose contributors 
can remain anonymous. 

In response to questions from The Wash-
ington Post, the foundation reiterated that 
it would not discuss specific sizes or sources 
of donations to honor the commitment it 
made to donors. But it acknowledged that 
some of the money Clinton received from the 
library came from foreign sources. 

‘‘As president. he was beloved around the 
world, so it should come as no surprise that 
there has been an outpouring of financial 
support from around the world to sustain his 
post-presidential work,’’ a foundation state-
ment said. 

Bill Clinton has solicited donations for the 
library personally, aides said, but he also 
delegated much of the fundraising to others, 
especially Terence R. McAuliffe, a former 
chairman of the Democratic National Com-
mittee and the chairman of Hillary Clinton’s 

presidential campaign. The foundation state-
ment stressed that he has turned over the fa-
cility to taxpayers, as other former presi-
dents have. 

A handful of major donors’ names to the 
Clinton library were disclosed in 2004 when a 
New York Sun reporter accessed a public 
computer terminal at the library that pro-
vided a list of donors. Soon after the article 
appeared, the list of donors was removed. 

The amount of the contribution from 
Saudi Arabia and several other countries, as 
well as the percentage of the total given by 
foreigners, had not been revealed. 

The Post confirmed numerous seven-figure 
donors to the library through interviews and 
tax records of foundations. Several foreign 
governments gave at least $1 million, includ-
ing the Middle Eastern nations of Kuwait, 
Qatar and the United Arab Emirates, as well 
as the governments of Taiwan and Brunei. 

In addition, a handful of Middle Eastern 
business executives and officials also gave at 
least $1 million each, according to the inter-
views. They include Saudi businessmen 
Abdullah al-Dabbagh. Nasser al-Rashid and 
Walid Juffali, as well as Issam Fares, a U.S. 
citizen who previously served as deputy 
prime minister of Lebanon. 

f 

EXPLAINING VOTE ON CHRISTMAS 
RESOLUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Speaker, there are times when 
it is important for people to admit 
when they have made mistakes, and I 
made one. I voted last week ‘‘present’’ 
on a resolution that it was Christmas. 
Now, when I read the resolution, I de-
cided to vote ‘‘present’’ because it 
made some controversial statements 
about the constitutional history of the 
United States and the role of Christi-
anity in that. 

I am not a historian. I don’t know 
whether that was an accurate state-
ment or not, and I didn’t want to vote 
on it one way or the other. It also 
made a number of statements about 
Christian theology, about which I am 
even less expert, being Jewish and not 
being an expert in other religions. So I 
voted ‘‘present.’’ 

But it was then called to my atten-
tion that earlier this year I had voted 
for a resolution congratulating people 
for observing Ramadan, so I was in the 
awkward position of having voted in 
favor of celebrating Ramadan and hav-
ing abstained on Christmas, and the 
mistake was I should have abstained on 
Ramadan as well. 

The point is, and this reinforces it to 
me, it is really none of the business of 
the Congress of the United States as an 
official body whether or not people cel-
ebrate religious holidays. Our job is to 
preserve a free society in which people 
are able to celebrate their religious 
holidays if they wish to. But picking 
and choosing among religious holidays, 
seems to me, is odd. 

By the way, when you announce you 
have the power to approve a holiday, I 
assume that means ordinarily you have 
the power to disapprove it. Does that 

mean that we could have said we don’t 
approve of Ramadan or we don’t ap-
prove of Christmas? Again, these are 
examples of the intrusiveness. 

As I said, I find myself in an odd posi-
tion, where people said, Are you pro- 
Ramadan and anti-Christmas? Frank-
ly, I observe neither holiday. I wish 
well those who do, but as an individual, 
not as a Member of Congress. In fact, I 
have had obviously, living in this soci-
ety, much more association with 
Christmas. But, again, that’s as an in-
dividual. 

That was driven home to me when I 
see a debate, particularly on the Re-
publican side, between candidates as to 
the nature of the religion of my former 
Governor. This whole tendency further 
to entangle religion and politics is 
harmful to both, in my judgment. So I 
will acknowledge, and I understood 
when the Ramadan resolution came 
forward, in fact it was brought forward, 
let’s be honest, for a broadly political 
reason. People thought that having us 
celebrate Ramadan might in some way 
alleviate an anti-American feeling that 
has grown out of the Iraq war. That is 
not what you talk about religion for. 

So I should have voted ‘‘present’’ on 
both, not out of any disrespect for ei-
ther religion, but out of respect for a 
system of democratic governance in 
which we politicians don’t decide what 
is or isn’t good religion. I would hope 
that that would no longer be part of 
the Republican Presidential debate. I 
don’t believe Mormon theology has any 
point there. I will say this: I am no 
great fan of Governor Romney, nor he 
of me, but he served for 4 years as Gov-
ernor of Massachusetts, and I don’t re-
member a day when his religion was 
relevant. 

Deciding that will alleviate any anti- 
American feelings on Ramadan, and 
then, okay, we will get back and show 
you that we are going to talk about 
Christmas. And we’re going to talk 
about the constitutional history of the 
United States in these terms, and then 
let’s have a debate about religion. It is 
not negative about religion to say that 
religion is best served when politicians 
do not seek to use it, intrude into it. 
Our job, again, is to preserve a Nation 
of freedom in which people can practice 
religion as they wish. No one ought to 
be looking for my approval as to this 
or that religious holiday. 

So I will announce in the future I 
will not applaud people for Ramadan or 
for Christmas or for Yom Kippur or for 
any of the other holidays. I will work 
very hard to make sure every Amer-
ican and everyone in this country can 
observe those religious freedoms. But 
entangling us into religion for political 
purposes is simply a great mistake and 
serves no good. 

Therefore, I do apologize. I erred 
when I voted for the Ramadan resolu-
tion. I should have voted ‘‘present’’ on 
Ramadan. I should have voted 
‘‘present’’ on Christmas. But, even bet-
ter, we should simply abstain from 
bringing into this very political body 
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of elected people issues about this or 
that religious holiday. Let’s leave reli-
gious holidays in peace. 

f 

ALLOCATIONS FOR HOUSE 
COMMITTEES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under sec-
tion 308(b)(1) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concur-
rent Resolution on the Budget for fiscal year 
2008, I hereby submit for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD a revision to the budget 
allocations and aggregates for certain House 
committees for fiscal year 2008 and the period 
of 2008 through 2012. This revision represents 
an adjustment to certain House committee 

budget allocation and aggregates for the pur-
poses of sections 302 and 311 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended, 
and in response to H.R. 6, as passed the Sen-
ate on December 13, 2007 (Energy Independ-
ence and Security Act of 2007). Cor-
responding tables are attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, this 
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates applies while the measure is under 
consideration. The adjustments will take effect 
upon enactment of the measure. For purposes 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended, a revised allocation made under 
section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21 is to be con-
sidered as an allocation included in the resolu-
tion. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 
On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars— 

Fiscal year 
2007 

Fiscal year 
2008 1 

Fiscal years 
2008–2012 

Current Aggregates: 2 
Budget Authority ....... 2.250,680 2,350,996 na. 
Outlays ...................... 2,263,759– 2,353,954 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

Change in the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security 
Act (H.R. 6): 

Budget Authority ....... 0 66 n.a. 
Outlays ...................... 0– 64 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 0 1,016 976 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ....... 2,250,680 2,351,062 n.a. 
Outlays ...................... 2,263,759– 2,354,018 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 1,900.340 2,016,857 11,138,647 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending cov-
ered by section 207(d)(1)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), 
resolution assumptions are not included in the current aggregates. 

2 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget 
resolution. 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 
(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars) 

House Committee 
2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Current allocation:––––––– 
Energy and Commerce– ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 366– 362 ¥59 ¥63 
Transportation and Infrastructure ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 125 0 1,525– 0 

Change in the Energy Independence and Security Act (H.R. 6):––– 
Energy and Commerce– ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0– 63 64 589– 582 
Transportation and Infrastructure ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 3 0 42 0 

Total ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0– 0 66 64 631 582 
Revised allocation:––––– 

Energy and Commerce– ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥1 429– 426 530 519 
Transportation and Infrastructure ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 128 0– 1,567 0 

Under section 310 of S. Con. Res. 21, the 
Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for fiscal 
year 2008, I hereby submit for printing in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a revision to the 
budget allocations and aggregates for certain 
House committees for fiscal year 2008 and the 
period of 2008 through 2012. This revision 
represents an adjustment to certain House 
committee budget allocation and aggregates 
for the purposes of sections 302 and 311 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended, and in response to H.R. 2761, as 
passed the Senate on November 16, 2007 
(Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthor-
ization Act of 2007). Corresponding tables are 
attached. 

Under section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21, this 
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-

gregates applies while the measure is under 
consideration. The adjustments will take effect 
upon enactment of the measure. For purposes 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as 
amended, a revised allocation made under 
section 211 of S. Con. Res. 21 is to be con-
sidered as an allocation included in the resolu-
tion. 

BUDGET AGGREGATES 

On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars— 

Fiscal year 
2007 

Fiscal year 1 
2008 

Fiscal years 
2008–2012 

Current Aggregates: 2 
Budget Authority ....... 2,250,680 2,350,996 n.a. 
Outlays ...................... 2,263,759 2,353,954 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,137,671 

BUDGET AGGREGATES—Continued 

On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars— 

Fiscal year 
2007 

Fiscal year 1 
2008 

Fiscal years 
2008–2012 

Change in the Terrorism 
Risk Insurance Program 
Reauthorization Act (H.R. 
2761): 

Budget Authority ....... 0 200 n.a. 
Outlays ...................... 0 200 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 0 0 3,100 

Revised Aggregates: 
Budget Authority ....... 2,250,680 2,351,196 n.a. 
Outlays ...................... 2,263,759 2,354,154 n.a. 
Revenues ................... 1,900,340 2,015,841 11,140,771 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 
2009 through 2012 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Pending action by the House Appropriations Committee on spending cov-
ered by section 207(d)(1)(E) (overseas deployments and related activities), 
resolution assumptions are not included in the current aggregates. 

2 Excludes emergency amounts exempt from enforcement in the budget 
resolution. 

DIRECTING SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(A) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTIONS CHANGES 
(Fiscal years, in millions of dollars) 

House Committee 
2007 2008 2008–2012 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Current allocation: 
Financial Services .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Change in the Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorization Act (H.R. 2761): 
Financial Services .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 200 200 3,100 3,100 

Revised allocation: 
Financial Services .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 0 0 200 200 3,100 3,100 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of my upcoming Special 
Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE 
CONGRESSWOMAN JULIA CARSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, 1st Samuel, chapter 20, verse 18, 
reads as follows: ‘‘Then Jonathan said 
to David, tomorrow is the New Moon 

Festival. You will be missed because 
your seat will be empty.’’ 

Tonight, the Congressional Black 
Caucus and the Indiana delegation 
pause to celebrate the life of a great 
woman whose seat now stands empty 
here in the House of Representatives, 
Congresswoman JULIA CARSON. 

Congresswoman CARSON passed away 
this past Saturday after a long bout 
with lung cancer. And while her seat is 
empty, her spirit lives on in our hearts. 
She was unique. She often reminded me 
of the elders in my family. They are 
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