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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PASTOR).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 6, 2008.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ED PASTOR

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———————

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

———

FEDERAL GAS TAX HOLIDAY A
BAD IDEA

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5
minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you very
much, Mr. Speaker.

One of the most disappointing turns
in the current campaign has been the
proposal of Senator CLINTON and Sen-
ator McCAIN for the ‘‘gas tax holiday.”

One doesn’t want to be cynical, but
thinking back to Senator MCCAIN’S
Straight Talk Express in the year 2000,
it would be hard to imagine that he
thought it was a good idea back then,
that he wouldn’t have stooped to this
political trick. It wouldn’t have been
consistent with what he was saying and
how he represented himself.

As far as Senator CLINTON is con-
cerned, we don’t have to guess about
her position in 2000. We know because
her opponent in 2000 when she was first

running for the Senate, our former col-
league, Rick Lazio, called for sus-
pending the 18.3 cent Federal gas tax
and actually repealing the 4.3 cent per
gallon surcharge that had been en-
acted. “What Mrs. CLINTON needs to
do,” he said, ‘‘is get out of the motor-
cade, get out of fantasyland and get in
contact with the issues that are affect-
ing real New Yorkers, the prices at the
pump.”’

It’s instructive what then candidate
CLINTON had to say. She and her aides
fired back immediately at Mr. Lazio
for offering what they said was a short-
sighted solution that could jeopardize
money to fix highways. In fact, they
handed out fliers that used quotes from
Republican leaders to bolster her point
that repealing the gas tax surcharge
could be harmful. The Republicans dis-
couraged such measures, the flier said,
because they could diminish highway
construction money.

Senator CLINTON said,
Mr. Lazio:

“We’'re totally reliant on the gas tax
to do things like finishing I-86 in the
Southern Tier, or the fast-ferry harbor
works up in Rochester, as well as work
we need to do here in the city. So you
can count on me to support infrastruc-
ture,”” as she explained her opposition.
And indeed she lashed out at the plan
for the outright repeal of the 4.3 cent
gas tax, calling it ‘‘a bad deal for New
York and a potential bonanza for the
oil companies.”

Well, the facts that Senator CLINTON
argued in 2000 are still true today. The
timing, if anything, is worse, because
for the first time in history, the Fed-
eral highway trust fund is going into
deficit, and this would call for an addi-
tional reduction of $9 billion to $10 bil-
lion and 300,000 highway construction
jobs. It actually is coming at a time
when we should as a country be finding
ways to invest more in infrastructure,
not less. Virtually every independent
expert acknowledges that as well as
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most people in the House and the Sen-
ate.

And, of course, the irony as Senator
CLINTON herself intimated is that this
gas tax holiday is actually a holiday
for the big producers, refiners and im-
porters. They’re the ones who pay the
tax. The tax is charged to them. In
order for any of the savings to trickle
down to the pockets of motorists, the
oil and gas interests would have to de-
cide that they’re going to pass their
savings on to the rest of us. As Senator
CLINTON pointed out in 2000, it’s a po-
tential bonanza for them. There’s no
indication that they’re looking to
share. Look at what they did with
record profits of $10.6 billion for
ExxonMobil. Did they use that extra
money to reduce prices at the pump?

The good news is that the American
public is not buying this political
trick. Even though they are aggravated
at spiraling high gas prices and some-
body is offering them, in a sense, free
money, the American public sees
through that. Fifty-one percent agree
that it is a bad idea, even in the face of
high gas prices. Even more tellingly, in
the New York Times survey published
yesterday, when the public was asked
are politicians proposing this tax holi-
day because it’s good for America or
because it’s good, they think, for the
politicians, 70 percent said CLINTON and
McCAIN are doing this because it’s good
for the politicians, not for America.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we can get
past the campaign silly season, that
people explain to Senator MCCAIN and
Senator CLINTON that their earlier op-
position is more important today. This
is one area ought to be beyond sort of
the partisan political warfare: It is
time for us to rebuild and renew Amer-
ica, to deal with the first deficit in the
trust fund, and not play political
games.
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NON ENERGY POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, as gasoline
prices soar, as our truckers are about
to sit on the side of the road because
they can’t get enough money to buy
fuel for those diesel trucks that they’re
driving up and down our highways to
deliver goods, people are wondering,
how did we get here?

Well, there are several reasons how
we got in this mess, and Congress is
partly to blame. First of all, we had
this theory that ethanol is going to
save us all, so we subsidized the pro-
duction of ethanol. What that has done
is drive food prices up around the
world, because in the United States, in-
stead of eating corn or letting it go to
feed our beef, we’re burning it in our
vehicles, and that’s caused world food
prices to go up, not just in the United
States but all over the world.

Costco and Sam’s Club are now ra-
tioning rice. Who would have thought
in this year, 2008, in America we can’t
buy rice because we’re tilling up our
soil and burning crops. We’re also find-
ing out that ethanol can’t save us all
because, promised to be a nonpollut-
ant, that’s wrong. Science Magazine
has now reported that ethanol causes
more pollution than that nasty old
crude oil that we produce. There are a
lot of reasons for that. One of those
reasons is because it takes a lot of fer-
tilizer to produce corn, and that fer-
tilizer runs down the Mississippi River.
And when it gets down in the Gulf of
Mexico that nitrogen in the fertilizer
kills everything, except algae, and that
is called a dead zone. Dead, because
nothing is there except algae.

So what we ought to do is quit the
subsidies to ethanol. Let the world
market handle whether we should use
ethanol or not and stop those subsidies.

The second thing that’s a problem
but we don’t talk much about is the
value of the American dollar gets less
and less on the world market. It’s less
this week than it was last week. Why?
Because the Federal Reserve doesn’t
regulate the dollar. It regulates inter-
est rates. Well, maybe that isn’t just
what the Constitution says. When in
doubt, sometimes we ought to just read
the Constitution. It says Congress has
the responsibility ‘‘to coin money and
regulate the value thereof.”” We have
the responsibility to set the price on
the dollar and we should do so. Sta-
bilize the dollar so it doesn’t cost us
more to buy gasoline every week. That
is our responsibility and we can’t pass
it off to someone else.

Third. The crude oil supply in the
United States, which we still drive our
cars based upon crude oil production, is
getting less. It’s an economic fact that
third graders learn—the less supply
you have, the higher rate of cost. And,
of course, those oil companies that ev-
erybody wants to punish, the American
0il companies only control 10 percent
of the world market. Foreign coun-
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tries, foreign dictators like Chavez
down there in Venezuela and OPEC,
they set the price on crude oil in the
world, not American oil companies. So
we need to take care of ourselves.

Now here’s a map, Mr. Speaker. We
drill off the coast of Texas, where I'm
from, we drill off Louisiana and part of
Mississippi and Alabama. But you see
all these red zones here? Even off the
sacred coast of California, there’s crude
oil out there and we can drill for crude
oil but this Congress won’t let us take
care of ourselves. Why? Because the en-
vironmental lobby is so strong in this
Congress that they have had fear tac-
tics that prevent us from drilling here,
off the east coast, and way up here in
ANWR in Alaska. Open up the Outer
Continental Shelf and start drilling.

You might be interested to know
right here off of Florida, 47.5 miles,
there’s a new rig going out there and
it’s built by the Chinese and the Cu-
bans because there’s an oil field out
there. But we won’t drill there.

So we need to drill offshore. And we
need to let our refineries produce more.
They’re producing all they can and be-
cause they can only produce so much,
we’re importing gasoline into this
country for the first time, or one of the
first times in our history.

We haven’t built a new refinery in 30
years. Why? Silly environmental re-
strictions. Nobody wants pollution, but
we need to get back to common sense
and let our refineries refine.

Right here where I represent in
southeast Texas, most of the refineries
for this country are right there. Pro-
duces 22 percent of the Nation’s jet
fuel.

Now let’s talk about jet fuel. This
Congress passed a bill recently that
says we cannot explore or take crude
oil out of the tar sands in Canada. Can-
ada is one of our biggest importers of
crude oil.

Now what does that mean? That
means because the crude oil is in the
sand, we can’t take it into the United
States. Well, who uses that? The
United States Air Force turns that into
jet fuel. Doesn’t anybody understand
we’re at war? Our airplanes need to be
flying. But because of this Congress,
they cannot import that. And now
where are we going to get our jet fuel
to fuel the Air Force? Silly restriction
passed by this Congress. So let’s re-
move that restriction as well.

Some people say, Well, let’s tax those
mean old oil companies. We’ll show
them. Also, we’ll tax people to drive.
Let me tell you something. That idea
is to punish people who drive. Now
where I live, down here in southeast
Texas, we don’t have any subways. No-
body rides a choo-choo train to work.
The closest subway is in Dallas, 250
miles away. They drive pickup trucks
because they work the land, they farm
the land, and they can’t buy the diesel
fuel to run their trucks.

So here are some ideas, Mr. Speaker,
that we ought to do and change the
policy that this Congress has imple-
mented.
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And that’s just the way it is.

ENERGY PLAN NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. BARRETT) for 1
minute.

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

This past week for the first time,
some Americans paid $4 a gallon for
gas. The national average for regular
unleaded gasoline now is $3.61 a gallon.
Americans have never paid such a tre-
mendous amount of their hard-earned
dollars on gasoline, Mr. Speaker, and
the high gasoline prices are taking a
toll on their pocketbooks.

Many issues are responsible for the
higher gas prices, but in order to lessen
America’s dependency on foreign and
unstable energy sources, we need to be
looking right here at home. We’re rely-
ing too much on foreign energy sources
and our dependency on these sources is
a risk for our national security. We
have natural and technological re-
sources to support domestic production
and find oil sources here at home. We
can increase our domestic energy ex-
ploration and production in the U.S.
while also utilizing alternative energy
sources such as hydrogen, wind and
solar power.

Citizens can’t afford the price of gas.
For our people, for our country, the
majority must bring an energy solu-
tion to the floor now so that American
families are no longer paying an un-
precedented $4 a gallon for gas.

—————

RECOGNIZING EAGLE SCOUT
CHARLES “ANDREW’ WILKINS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN) for 1 minute.

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Charles ‘‘Andrew’’
Wilkins, a great young man who has
exemplified the finest qualities of citi-
zenship and leadership by taking an ac-
tive part in the Boy Scouts of America,
Troop 250, and in earning the most
prestigious award of Eagle Scout.

Andrew has been an active member of
his Scout troop, participating in many
activities. Over the many years An-
drew has been involved with Scouting,
he has earned 21 merit badges, spent 47
nights camping, and served as Senior
Patrol Leader for 2 years. Andrew was
also elected to be a member of the
Order of the Arrow, scouting’s national
camping honor society.

For his Eagle Scout project, Andrew
coordinated the construction of the
Northumberland County Fallen Heroes
Memorial located in front of the sher-
iff’s office in Heathsville, Virginia.
This monument is a memorial to Dep-
uty Sheriff John Sanford who was
killed in the line of duty in 2005.

Andrew is a senior at Northumber-
land High School, and plans to con-
tinue serving his community and our
country in the United States Coast
Guard.
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Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to
join me in commending Charles ‘‘An-
drew”” Wilkins for his accomplishments
with the Boy Scouts of America and for
his efforts put forth in achieving the
highest distinction of Eagle Scout.

———

LET’S WORK TOGETHER ON THE
SUPPLEMENTAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TTAHRT. I thank the Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, they say that in Amer-
ica all you need to do to be successful
is to work a half a day, and you can
choose whether it’s the first 12 hours or
the second 12 hours. The American peo-
ple probably expect double from their
government these days when we have
serious challenges to our economic and
national security. So what is Congress
doing? Are we doing what it takes to be
successful to solve these problems? No.
We’re not starting business today until
noon. Congress is sleeping in. Maybe
we’re on California time, but I will
wager we will not be here until mid-
night.

Any Third World dictator would be
pleased at the way we are operating
today. Our economy is in a precarious
situation. We learned this morning
that oil is at $120, could go to $200 per
barrel, that gas is at $4, easily could go
to $56. We’re still denying our intel-
ligence community the tools important
to keep this country safe. And Con-
gress is sleeping in.

Many of us came to Washington sac-
rificing a good, normal lifestyle in our
respective States’ districts to serve
this nation and work hard to help
make America stronger, but we’re not
being given a chance to do our job.
Kansans have been asking me for
months, “What is the government
going to do about the rising cost of
gas?”’ In April 2006, the Democrat house
leadership assured Americans they
‘““have a commonsense plan to help
bring down skyrocketing gas prices.”
Well, Mr. Speaker, it is time for the
Democrat leadership to unveil this
plan. Since 2007 when the Democrats
took control of the House, gas prices
have risen 50 percent. We have $4 a gal-
lon, going to $5.

Today we hear that the House Demo-
crat leadership has intentions to bring
a $250 billion supplemental on the
American people without proper input
from Congress. I guess we don’t have
time. Congress is sleeping in till noon.
As a body, Republicans and Democrats
are very proud of our responsibility to
oversee the power of the purse, but the
Democrat leadership has completely
undermined that power.

What is this defense supplemental ap-
propriations bill about? We don’t know.
Nor does the chairman of the respec-
tive appropriations subcommittees.
Why? Because the Speaker doesn’t
think it’s important for Members of
Congress to weigh in and oversee the
appropriations process. We don’t know
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if this package will give our men and
women in uniform the resources that
they need to protect themselves. We
don’t know if this package will address
price of gasoline or the price of food.
We don’t know if this package will en-
sure that our veterans are properly
taken care of.

The experts, the men and women,
Democrat and Republican, who serve in
Congress on the committee could an-
swer these questions. We spend time
overseeing the process, the funding
needs of our agencies, but we’ve been
cut out of the process. In other words,
the people’s representatives have been
cut out of the process. How do the
American people feel about a $250 bil-
lion monstrosity that has no input
from their representatives? TUnless
you’re from San Francisco, who will be
represented in this bill?

Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the
House Appropriations Committee,
DAVID OBEY, and I are friends. Last
year, as a part of overseeing the na-
tional park system, we went to Death
Valley National Park in California. As
fate would have it on that very hot
day, we took a drive into Death Valley
and the truck that we were in that the
Park Service gave us had not one, not
two, but three flat tires. With the capa-
ble assistance of Rob Nabors, the com-
mittee staff director, Chairman OBEY
and I changed all the flat tires and got
ourselves back on the road. By working
together we got it back on the road.

In many respects, the development of
the emergency supplemental reminds
me of that day in Death Valley. The
environment on the House floor is hot
and getting hotter every minute. The
Democrat leadership is having a very
difficult time getting this legislation
on the road. I believe Chairman OBEY
would have better success if he enlisted
the assistance of his fellow appropri-
ators, Democrats and Republicans. Let
us work together on this legislative ve-
hicle, together through the normal
process, as we did on that hot day in
Death Valley last year.

This has been the most disappointing
Congress in recent memory. The Demo-
crat leadership shirks their duty to
tackle the real issues facing American
families. They’ve left Congress out of
the workload. It’s no wonder that we
have the lowest approval ratings in his-
tory. A banana republic could not do it
better. Mr. Speaker, don’t slip on the
banana peel.

—————

HONORING THE LIFE OF SCOTT
BURNS DURING NATIONAL PO-
LICE WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you,
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, next week is National
Police Week, a time for us to recognize
those who boldly serve in municipal,
county, State and Federal law enforce-
ment. Furthermore, on May 15, we will

Mr.

H3055

observe National Peace Officers Memo-
rial Day to honor those who have been
disabled or killed in the line of duty.
They have made the ultimate sacrifice
for the safety of their fellow citizens.

The peace of mind we are afforded
thanks to the dedicated service of our
law officers is invaluable, but many
times we aren’t immediately aware at
what price that security comes. How-
ever, this past weekend, my constitu-
ents and I were painfully reminded me
of the very real danger that our law en-
forcement officers and agents battle
daily. On Saturday, May 3, hundreds
and hundreds of us mourned the loss of
Texas State Trooper James Scott
Burns at his funeral in Linden. Scott
was killed by shotgun blasts from a
killer who he chased and pulled over on
April 29 while doing his job of service
to his fellow citizens. He left a widow
and a 6-month-old daughter, of whom
he was extremely proud. He also left a
huge family that was both related by
blood and related by spirit who care
deeply about him.

The overwhelming support shown by
family, friends and fellow law enforce-
ment officers was truly a testament to
Trooper Burns’ lovable nature, his
sense of humor, his honorable char-
acter, but most important his sense of
service for others. His loving family is
now forced to carry on without him
and the world is worse off without him
unless we perpetuate the good that he
did in his life through the things that
we do in the future so that he will not
have lived in vain. Though Scott’s
being killed by the possibly drug-
crazed Kkiller meant that others were
not also killed, Scott’s greatest con-
tribution came not in the way that he
died but in the way that he lived.

The extraordinary choice by Scott
Burns and other law officers to protect
our communities means that they go
to work every day knowing and believ-
ing the words that came from Jesus
himself when He said, ‘‘Greater love
hath no one than this, that a person
lay down his life for his friends.”

Our law enforcement officers dedi-
cate themselves to protecting citizens
knowing that they may very well lay
down their lives to protect others. No
words can adequately express the grati-
tude that’s due them. Scott’s family
will hopefully find solace from so many
who showed their support in the past
and will do so in the future. The fact
that the funeral processional extended
for so many, many miles down High-
way 59 from Linden to the cemetery
will hopefully provide some solace. It
also shows that those who are affected
by Scott and his life will not forget.
Law officers from around east Texas,
from the State of Texas at large as well
as from all over the country came and
were there.

As a former prosecutor, a former
judge and chief justice and now as a
member of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee and ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, and
Homeland Security, it is both a sober-
ing privilege and a priority to address
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issues and legislation regarding the se-
curity of our law enforcement commu-
nity and the American people. There is
no greater function of the Federal Gov-
ernment than to provide for the com-
mon defense against all enemies, both
foreign and domestic.

Therefore, it is imperative that we
work to support our law enforcement
officers and agents and their families
by providing them with the training
and resources they need to properly
carry out their duties. Furthermore,
there should be greater incentives in
place to encourage harsher sentences
for violent offenders who might other-
wise be released to the streets and re-
peat dangerous offenses.

While law enforcement officers risk
their own safety every day for the well-
being of our Nation and local commu-
nities, Congress must do as much as
possible to ensure the preparedness and
security of our noble crime fighters. As
we prepare next week to nationally
honor the courage of police officers
like our own Texas State Trooper
Scott Burns, let us consider the well-
being of our law enforcement officers
and their families with the same per-
sistence and selflessness with which
they afford us.

—————

WE NEED AN ENERGY PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. AKIN) for 1 minute.

Mr. AKIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

In the last little more than a year,
gasoline prices have gone up $1.33 cents
a gallon. That’s a larger increase than
what we’ve had over the previous 5
years before that. The Democrat lead-
ership said that they had a plan at that
time, this is a year ago, to keep the gas
prices from going up. Yet the gas prices
have gone up.

Now I don’t think the American pub-
lic wants us to bicker between parties.
They want us to be solving problems.
And I don’t believe it’s the Democrats’
fault necessarily that the gas prices
have gone up internationally. But what
is a problem is that we’re not dealing
with the problem. What we should be
talking about is how do we move off of
our dependence on foreign oil to Amer-
ican energy? What we should be seeing
would be movement in the direction,
depending on which way people want to
go, additional refinement capacity.
There have been no new refineries built
in over 30 years. Investment in new nu-
clear technology. Our nuclear tech-
nology is old, many, many years old.
It’s a good source of energy. The idea
of getting liquid fuel from coal. We
have tremendous coal resources.
Shouldn’t there be something being
done in that area?

But nothing in any of these areas. A
lack of a plan is unacceptable. It’s not
the Democrats’ fault that gas prices go
up, but it is a problem when we don’t
have a plan.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 58
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. TAUSCHER) at noon.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Eternal Father, drawing us ever clos-
er to You, the spring rains make us
mindful of Your presence in our lives.

Water comes down from the heavens
as rain. Although it is always the same
itself, it produces so many different ef-
fects. One in the tree, another in the
rose bush, still another in the vine, and
so in the whole of creation. Remaining
essentially the same, the rain adapts
itself to the needs of each creature that
receives it with the openness of absorb-
ing life.

In the same way, Your Spirit, Lord,
remaining absolutely simple in its in-
tegrity, apportions its grace upon each
Member of Congress. Your Spirit
makes one a teacher of honest facts;
another a visionary of the future; to
another, the ability to remove obsta-
cles; and yet another the art of com-
promise. Still others respond with a
depth of spirituality and service not
easily recognized.

May all respond to this plenitude and
accomplish great deeds for this Nation,
revealing Your glory at work in the
world now and forever.

Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

————
WHO’S THE ‘“CHUMP” IN THE OIL
GAME?

(Mr. MORAN of Virginia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, we have a situation today
where Americans are paying almost $4
a gallon for gasoline. This morning,
Goldman Sachs announced that oil is
going to go up to $150 to $200 a barrel,
which means that it is not going to
stop at $4. It will be about $5 or $6.

Now, think about this: This is a tre-
mendous boom to Iran and Iraq. Iran
will gain enormous wealth and polit-
ical influence. Iraq will get even more
revenue than the $72 billion they’re an-
ticipating this year. They got $100 bil-
lion over the last couple of years, much
of it our money.

And yet Americans have already con-
tributed over half a trillion dollars to
Iraq’s economy. Within the next couple
of weeks, we’ll appropriate another $170
billion. Iraqis are getting a surplus of
oil revenue from us and yet we are pay-
ing to pick up their garbage and train
their security forces when they’ve got
surpluses they don’t even know what to
do with.

Who’s the chump in this picture,
Madam Speaker?

———

LET’S BE CAUTIOUS WITH
MORTGAGE BAIL-OUT PROGRAMS

(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
before I came to Congress, I had an op-
portunity to serve my constituents in a
different way. I was a home builder, a
land developer, and even a mortgage
lender. I know firsthand some of the
problems that the real estate industry
and the housing industry is facing
today.

Ninety-four percent of the American
homeowners are paying their mortgage
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payments on time and in full. Are some
people having a hard time making
these mortgage payments? Of course
they are. Can the government help?
Yes, in some cases. But I urge my col-
leagues to be very careful here. We do
not need for the Federal Government
to be the piggy bank for folks that
made poor decisions or to bail out the
lenders that made loans to people that
really didn’t have the capacity to pay
it back. It is not fair to penalize those
folks that made good decisions and
played by the rules by taking their tax
money and rewarding those who didn’t.

For many of my constituents, they
are having a hard time just making
their own mortgage payment. What we
shouldn’t be doing is taking their tax
money to pay their neighbor’s pay-
ment.

Madam Speaker, I encourage folks to
be very cautious about these bail-out
programs.

————

STUDY REVEALS MIDDLE CLASS
WORSE OFF THAN THEY WERE
FIVE YEARS AGO

(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
7 years of President Bush’s economic
policies have put a tremendous strain
on middle-class families. Since 2001,
health care premiums have gone up al-
most $6,000, college tuition has in-
creased by $2,500, and gas prices have
more than doubled. With these in-
creases and paychecks that have, on
the average, fallen, it’s no wonder that
the majority of Americans say their
economic situation has not improved
in the last 5 years.

While the Bush administration is
eager to give tax breaks to the wealthi-
est of Americans and assist Wall Street
firms like Bear Stearns, it does little
to help middle-class families. Madam
Speaker, the Democratic House recog-
nizes the immediate need to help mid-
dle-class families, and that is why our
budget prioritized middle-class tax re-
lief and why we are proposing a second
economic stimulus package.

It’s time for President Bush to put
the middle class ahead of the wealthi-
est few.

———

WHEN  WILL THE DEMOCRAT
LEADERSHIP KEEP ITS COMMIT-
MENT TO RURAL COMMUNITIES

(Mr. WALDEN of Oregon asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Madam
Speaker, by refusing to renew the
county payments program, Congress
has broken its pledge to rural areas all
across this country like Grant County,
Oregon, where Federal land covers 61
percent of the county. That’s 300
square miles larger than the entire
State of Delaware.

The school children of Grant County
rely on the Federal Government to be a
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good neighbor. During my most recent
visit to Prairie City School and the
eighth grade class of Andy Demko, I
was told by the school superintendent,
Newell Cleaver, that only the county
payments funds through the Road De-
partment have kept the schools going.

Our Speaker has said she would like
this to be “The Children’s Congress.”
So why won’t the Democratic leader-
ship bring a vote on H.R. 3058, which is
a bipartisan, 4-year reauthorization
timber program, Keeping a 100-year-old
commitment from this government to
these counties?

It has been 112 days since H.R. 3058
was made eligible for a vote. It’s here
on the Union Calendar of the House.
We have had 51 legislative days when it
could have been brought up for a vote
to help secure rural schools, and yet
the leadership of this House refuses to
even schedule it for a vote on the
House floor.

When will the Democrat leadership of
the House keep its commitment to
rural communities?

————

URGING THE PRESIDENT TO STOP
FILLING THE STRATEGIC PETRO-
LEUM RESERVE

(Mr. WILSON of Ohio asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, as gas prices have once again hit
record highs, congressional Democrats
are urging President Bush to take ac-
tion. For 7 years he has sat on the side-
lines, and even last week at a press
conference in the Rose Garden, he con-
cluded that the cost-benefit analysis of
immediate action for consumers were
not persuasive enough for him to act.

House Democrats are calling on
President Bush to stop filling the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. This reserve
is 97 percent full, which is more than
enough to meet any emergency we
would have. Experts believe that tap-
ping the reserve could lower our gas
prices by as much as 5 cents to 25 cents
per gallon.

Right now, Americans need help.
They’re hurting. President Bush could
take action today that would provide
immediate relief to consumers at the
pump, but he refuses to act. Once
again, House Democrats urge the Presi-
dent to reconsider.

————

HOOSIERS VOTE WITH MORE
CONFIDENCE TODAY

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, today
America’s eyes are turning to Indiana
and North Carolina as tens of thou-
sands of Americans are making their
decision in primary election days. And
thanks to the United States Supreme
Court decision in Crawford v. Marion
County Election Board, et al., Hoosiers
will be voting today with greater con-
fidence than ever before.
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The Supreme Court decided last week
in a 6-3 decision that Indiana’s laws re-
quiring photo identification to vote is
constitutional. In its opinion, the Su-
preme Court noted, ‘“There is no ques-
tion about the legitimacy or impor-
tance of a State’s interest in counting
only eligible voters’ votes.” It further
stated, ‘‘Indiana’s interest in pro-
tecting public confidence in elections,
while closely related to its interest in
preventing voter fraud, has inde-
pendent significance, because such con-
fidence encourages citizen participa-
tion in the democratic process.”’

Indiana’s laws had its critics in this
body, but I rise to extol the Supreme
Court and all of those in Indiana and
North Carolina who, with greater con-
fidence today, will exercise their fran-
chise and guide America’s future integ-
rity.

———

TIME FOR ACTION ON RECORD
GAS PRICES

(Mr. WELCH of Vermont asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, for the past 7 years, President
Bush has been delivering an energy pol-
icy that has resulted in the highest in-
crease in the cost of energy in the his-
tory of this country. Last week, the
President continued his call for more
of the same when he touted an old plan
for domestic drilling in the Arctic that
would produce a 6-month supply of oil
10 years from now. It is not going to do
anything about the price at the pump
now, it is not going to do anything
about the price at the pump later.

Instead, the President is blaming
congressional Democrats for not ad-
dressing the problem, but it’s the
President who won’t suspend purchases
of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
which would bring down prices 25 cents
immediately. It’s the President who
won’t work with us to get rid of the
Enron loophole which is enriching
speculators and clobbering middle class
families.

This year, in fact, the Democratic
Congress has passed energy legislation
that’s getting nowhere because of being
held hostage in the Senate and it has
no support from the President of the
United States.

The reality is that we have actions
we can take in the short term, the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the
Enron loophole, and in the long term,
to reduce our reliance on carbon.

———

INVEST IN AMERICAN ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, Americans are paying
the price at the pump for the inaction
of this majority. Democrats promised
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the American people 2 years ago last
week that they had a plan to address
rising gas prices. It appears that plan
was nothing more than election year
politics. That’s a shame because right
now, Americans are paying nearly $4 a
gallon for gas. The effect of these ris-
ing prices is felt not just when we fill
up our tank. We see the rising prices at
the grocery store because our food is
shipped in trucks all across this coun-
try.

The American people do not expect a
quick fix, but they do expect us to
work toward energy independence rath-
er than simply pointing fingers and
blame. We live in a global market and
many nations are competing for oil.
Let’s start by promoting American al-
ternative energy. Let’s invest in Amer-
ican oil. Let’s advance American en-
ergy exploration. The co-ops of Amer-
ica, led by National President Jack
Wolfe, are leading the way.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th.

———
0 1215

COMPREHENSIVE HOUSING
REFORM

(Mr. HODES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HODES. Madam Speaker, there’s
no doubt that the housing crisis and
the consumer credit crunch are getting
worse. Last week, we learned that the
number of homes facing foreclosure
more than doubled from last year. In
my home State of New Hampshire,
foreclosures have increased nearly 96
percent.

That is why it is so important that
Congress pass the comprehensive hous-
ing package that is coming to the floor
this week. The legislation is the most
innovative and comprehensive solution
to the housing crisis yet. It will give
relief to the millions of working fami-
lies struggling to pay their mortgage
with the rising price of gas and food. It
would help nearly 1.5 million Ameri-
cans in need. Our package would also
offer assistance to State and localities
to purchase and rehabilitate foreclosed
properties.

Madam Speaker, our economy cannot
rebound unless we act now to give re-
lief to millions of Americans in need.
We have a bold proposal to take this
decisive action. I certainly hope that
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle understand the urgent need and
that we will receive bipartisan support
for this proposal.

———

POLL RESULTS: MEDIA NOT
OBJECTIVE

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, during a telephone town meeting
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last night, I asked my constituents,
“Do you think the media are fair and
objective in their news coverage?”’
Ninety-one percent of the almost 400
respondents said the media are not
fair, and only 7 percent said that they
are fair.

This is an amazing result but not a
surprising one, since slanted coverage
pervades much of the news Americans
get every day.

One of the greatest threats America
faces is a biased media. If the Amer-
ican people don’t get the facts, they
can’t make good decisions. And if they
can’t make good decisions, we won’t
have a democracy.

The national media need to let the
American people make up their own
minds, not tell them what to think.

———

ISRAEL’S 60TH ANNIVERSARY
CELEBRATION

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, today
we have an opportunity to signify an
important milestone in Israel’s his-
tory. We celebrate its 60th anniversary,
a truly important time in Jewish his-
tory.

My district in the San Joaquin Val-
ley is the bread basket of the Nation,
but we have a unique relationship be-
tween California State University at
Fresno and Ben Gurion University of
the Negev. My constituents for years
have been partnering with their coun-
terparts in Israel to research water, ir-
rigation technologies and agricultural
solutions to problems that face our
world.

Fresno State has a long history in
working with many leading drip and
micro-irrigation equipment manufac-
turers in Israel, and the university has
a long history of exchange of informa-
tion with the Agricultural Research
Organization’s Volcani Center in
Israel, including exchange programs
that have brought research scientists
to work on water and salinity issues.

Fresno State continues today to have
discussions with Israeli researchers and
industry on how to extend a beneficial
use of the world’s ever shrinking sup-
ply of water for the important purpose
of feeding our world.

For this and many other reasons, we
recognize and celebrate the 60th anni-
versary of the Nation of Israel.

———

FAILURE TO PASS THE COLOMBIA
TRADE AGREEMENT HAS IN-
CREASED THE COST OF U.S. EX-
PORTS BY MORE THAN $1 BIL-
LION

(Mr. WELLER of Illinois asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to ask this House,
why do we continue to punish Illinois
and U.S. manufacturers and farmers?
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In the 531 days since the U.S.-Colom-
bia Trade Promotion Agreement was
signed, U.S. products exported to Co-
lombia have suffered over $1 billion in
taxes and tariffs because they were ex-
ported to the United States through
Colombia. And during that period of
time, Colombian products entering the
United States come in duty free. That
doesn’t seem fair.

We have an agreement with Colombia
to eliminate those tariffs, and every
day we delay it costs almost $190 mil-
lion a week in higher tariffs on U.S.-
made products.

The U.S.-Colombia Trade Promotion
Agreement is good for States like Illi-
nois. I represent a State that’s depend-
ent on exports. Our biggest product we
produce in the district I represent, we
have 8,000 union workers who produce
yellow bulldozers and construction
equipment, something that’s common
and in need in places like Colombia.

Let’s be competitive. Let’s eliminate
those tariffs. Let’s bring up for a vote
the U.S.-Colombia Trade Promotion
Agreement.

——
NATIONAL TEACHER DAY

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, on
this National Teacher Day, I rise to
single out just one of the many tal-
ented teachers in my congressional dis-
trict.

Libby Anderson teaches second grade
at Grover Heights Elementary School
in Grover Beach. It’s a national blue
ribbon school. She is one of those gift-
ed teachers with a truly unique way of
igniting the interest of her students.

A few years ago, she led a class
project where each student picked a
lighthouse to study from around the
country. Through that project one stu-
dent learned of the Federal efforts to
restore the Piedras Blancas lighthouse
in my district.

Under her guidance, the class em-
barked on a campaign called ‘‘Pennies
for Piedras’” to raise money toward
this effort. By the end of that school
year, the students had raised $1,337.30
in pennies.

I'm happy to say that her students
have gone on to lead support for con-
tinued restoration of this special place.

This is just one example of the many
exceptional ways this teacher touched
the lives of her students and expanded
their awareness of their community.

Our country is blessed to have teach-
ers like Ms. Anderson who spark stu-
dents’ passions, encouraging them to
get involved in the world around them.

ENERGY PRICES

(Mr. LATTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, with
no relief in sight for the American pub-
lic as they continue to endure the costs
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of skyrocketing energy costs, it’s once
again time to look at alternative
sources to combat this problem.

China has plans to build 40 nuclear
power plants in the next 15 years, in-
vesting approximately $50 billion in
these reactors.

The United States has not licensed a
nuclear power plant in 30 years, while
the current congressional leadership
refuses to even consider the notion of
nuclear power as a viable alternative
energy source.

Of course we don’t have to leave my
home State of Ohio to find additional
ways to increase domestic energy pro-
duction. In northwest Ohio, alternative
energy is abundant with the only wind
turbines in the State, solar panel pro-
duction, and coal liquefaction tech-
nology all adding to our energy produc-
tion.

Whether we look at other countries,
or in our own backyard, we must em-
brace alternative energy sources as one
way to reduce our dependency on Mid-
dle Eastern o0il and combat sky-
rocketing energy prices.

——————

HOUSING FORECLOSURE CRISIS

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, Fed-
eral Chairman Ben Bernanke says Con-
gress should do more to address the
housing foreclosure crisis. I agree.

However, let me respectfully suggest
to the Fed Chairman that he, too, can
do much more to help. Let him use his
considerable power to bring to the
table the very big banks that aren’t
coming to do foreclosure workouts at
the local level. They just happen to be
the firms the Fed has been rewarding
handsomely by injecting billions and
billions of dollars to rescue them. You
know the names: Citigroup, J.P. Mor-
gan Chase, Bank of America, Wachovia.

Firms like Countrywide don’t even
show up when borrowers at the local
level try to renegotiate their loans.
Yet, the Federal Reserve has been re-
warding them by putting them on their
list of select primary dealers. Fancy
that.

So, Mr. Bernanke, let me help you
out. Here’s a list of the firms you can
invite right now. They’re not respond-
ing to Ohioans witnessing foreclosure:
Countrywide, Chase Mortgage,
Citifinancial, GMAC, HSBC, Sovereign
Bank, Indy Mac Bank, Popular Mort-
gage, Nova Star, Saxon Mortgage Serv-
ices, Option One Mortgage, EMC Mort-
gage, ASC Servicing, HomeEq,
Wilshire, Nationstar, Equifirst, Litton
Loan, Flagstar.

Let’s be honest. These mega firms
are holding the levers of power over
our homeowners. It’s time the scales of
justice had balance restored on behalf
of our people.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

HOUSTON POLICE OFFICER
RODNEY JOHNSON

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, Houston
Police Officer Rodney Johnson was the
best of the best, but he was killed by
the worst of the worst.

An illegal outlaw from Mexico, Juan
Leonardo Quintero-Perez, shot Officer
Johnson four times in the back of the
head after a routine traffic stop. Offi-
cer Johnson would still be alive today,
enjoying time with his five children
and his wife, Joslyn, a fellow Houston
police officer, if our border was pro-
tected.

This lawless trespasser had already
been deported for indecency with a
child in 1998, but he sneaked across the
border again to continue his crime
spree. After coming to Houston,
Quintero finally confessed to mur-
dering one of Houston’s finest.

Today, Quintero is on trial for cap-
ital murder in Houston, but the Mexi-
can government, rather than pay res-
titution to the Johnson family, is pay-
ing for the battery of defense lawyers
representing this cold-blooded cop Kkill-
er.

Mexico is meddling in the U.S. court
system, but Juan Quintero cannot miss
his judgment day and his day with his
Maker, because justice is what we do in
America, even if the Mexican govern-
ment doesn’t like it.

And that’s just the way it is.

BUILDING A BETTER NATION

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KAGEN. Madam Speaker, last
week the Labor Department reported
that for the fourth month in a row our
jobs are going south. We are losing
more jobs, even as the middle class is
struggling just to keep their heads
above water.

We’re in this mess because the Bush
administration and its followers have
failed to establish a fiscally responsible
budget policy and are continuing to
borrow and spend our Nation into the
poor house.

In response to this downturn, Demo-
crats are taking action. Today, we’re
holding an economic summit to deter-
mine how best to restore our ailing
economy. Also this week we’re going to
begin to put together a second eco-
nomic recovery effort directed at re-
building America’s infrastructure, first
by enacting a housing package to help
establish the floor in the housing mar-
ket, and then we intend to invest in
higher wage construction jobs that will
stimulate local economies nationwide.
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I hope my colleagues in both parties
will join us in this effort to build a bet-
ter Nation here at home and that, fur-
thermore, the President will under-
stand how important this is and sign
the bill we intend to enact.

———

WASTE TO ENERGY

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, yester-
day I visited a waste-to-energy facility
in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,
and concluded, once again, Lancaster
County gets it right.

This facility is a great example of the
kind of ingenuity that we need to put
America on a path toward energy inde-
pendence, and it is disposing of waste
at the same time. The plant burns solid
waste at very hot temperatures, using
the heat to turn water into steam
which is used to turn a turbine and cre-
ate electricity.

Ninety percent of that electricity is
sold to the local electric utility. Met-
als, glass and plastics are recycled out
in the process.

This process is saving pollution from
ending up in the Chesapeake Bay. It’s
saving land by reducing the need for
landfills, and it’s creating clean energy
in the process.

One ton of solid waste has the energy
equivalent of 1 barrel of oil. Last year,
over 342,000 tons of waste were proc-
essed at the facility, and I'm told that
something like 30,000 tons of trash a
day is trucked out of New York City to
landfills.

Maybe our State and community
leaders should take a cue from the peo-
ple of Lancaster County as we search
for more energy to meet our needs.

——

RECORD HIGH GAS PRICES
REQUIRE ACTION, NOT BLAME

(Mr. BRALEY of Iowa asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speak-
er, the price of gasoline is now aver-
aging over $3.60 a gallon. House Demo-
crats are working to provide some re-
lief, but we face stiff opposition from
the White House and congressional Re-
publicans who have opposed every sin-
gle energy bill that we have brought to
the floor this year. When it comes to
energy, the GOP doesn’t want to work
with us. They simply want to say ‘‘no.”

When Democrats voted to repeal un-
necessary subsidies to big oil compa-
nies so we could instead invest in
clean, renewable energy, Republicans
overwhelmingly voted ‘‘no.” It didn’t
matter that the legislation would re-
duce our dependence on foreign oil,
lower prices at the pump and create
new, green jobs. They still preferred
the status quo.

When Democrats passed the Energy
Price Gouging Act to punish those who
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take advantage of these record prices
by increasing them even further, Re-
publicans overwhelmingly voted ‘“‘no.”

Madam Speaker, Democrats under-
stand the hardship that families are
facing every time they go to the gas
station, and that is why we’ve passed
six bills that would provide real relief
to consumers.

It’s time Republicans realized that
“‘no”’ is not an energy strategy.

————
O 1230

KYLA BASS

(Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I rise to recognize Ms. Kyla
Bass of Florence, Kentucky. On Feb-
ruary 13, 2008, Kyla distinguished her-
self when her father, Patrick Bass, a
Desert Storm veteran, suffered a sei-
zure.

In a display of courage, maturity and
composure that far exceeded her 10
years of age, Kyla responded to the
emergency quickly and effectively. She
administered first aid and then called
her mother and grandfather, while si-
multaneously caring for her younger
brother and two cousins who were at
home at the time of the emergency.

Kyla attributes her quick thinking
and first aid proficiency to the skills
she learned in American Heritage Girls
Troop KY0727. American Heritage Girls
is dedicated to developing young
women through service to God, family,
community and country.

In recognition of Kyla’s heroism,
American Heritage Girls has created
the Angel Among Us award, which Kyla
will receive during the regional awards
ceremony on May 16. Her self-control
during this event is impressive. Kyla,
we’re proud of you. Madam Speaker I
ask you to join me in commending
Kyla Bass for her outstanding actions
and character.

———
“MISSION ACCOMPLISHED?

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. May 1,
just last Thursday, was the fifth anni-
versary of the famous words, ‘‘Mission
Accomplished.”” What a tragedy, when
April was the most deadliest month in
Iraq that we have seen in a number of
months.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to ask
the administration to recognize that
this unending war must end. And in the
backdrop of a newspaper article that
suggests that the administration is
looking at a $500 million development
of hotels and restaurants and amuse-
ment parks in Baghdad, I ask the ad-
ministration, do they get it? That’s
why it’s important for us to support an
amendment in the emergency supple-
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mental that says we will bring our
troops home with honor. This will go
into effect one month after this legisla-
tion is passed.

Seven months, deadliest, April,
troops dying. This kind of war cannot
be an unending war. And so we refuse
to give more blank checks to Iraq. We
thank our soldiers on the front lines of
Iraq and Afghanistan, the war we
should win. Bring our troops home with
honor. Vote for this amendment. And
let’s not focus on a $500 million devel-
opment of hotels and restaurants in
Irag—what are we thinking about?—
Let’s bring the troops home!

———

AS JOB LOSSES CONTINUE IN
APRIL, DEMOCRATS CONTINUE
TO WORK TO STIMULATE THE
ECONOMY

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, as
the first quarter of 2008 ended, it was
clear that things are not getting any
better for American families struggling
to make ends meet. Americans con-
tinue to face higher costs for basic ne-
cessities, millions of families have lost
their homes due to the troubled real es-
tate market, and several million more
Americans are uninsured.

Last week, we also learned that April
was the fourth month in a row that our
economy lost jobs. With 20,000 jobs lost
last month, our economy has now shed
260,000 jobs so far this year. That’s par-
ticularly troublesome considering that
experts say the economy must create
150,000 jobs a month just to keep up
with the number of Americans entering
the job market.

All of these red flags show why it is
so important that we worked together
in a bipartisan fashion earlier this year
to pass the economic stimulus package.
As a result of that action, 150 million
taxpayers began receiving rebate
checks last week. That was a good
start, but more needs to be done.

Madam Speaker, with so many Amer-
icans struggling and the bad economic
news continuing to mount, we urge the
President and the Republicans to join
us to pass a second economic stimulus
package.

———
MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on the motion to adjourn
will be followed by 5-minute votes on
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approval of the Journal; and the mo-
tion to instruct on H.R. 2419 offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RYAN).

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 152, nays
2565, not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 245]

YEAS—152
Aderholt Gilchrest Petri
AKkin Gingrey Pickering
Alexander Goode Pitts
Bachmann Goodlatte Porter
Bachus Granger Price (GA)
Barrett (SC) Graves Putnam
Bartlett (MD) Hall .<TX> Regula
Bfarton (TX) Hastings (WA) Rehberg
B;ggert Hayes Reichert
Bilbray Heller Renzi
Bilirakis Hensarling Reynolds
Bishop (UT) Herger Rogers (AL)
Blackburn Hobson Rogers (KY)
Blunt Hoekstra
Boehner Hunter Rogers (M)
Bonner Inglis (SC) Rohrabacher
Boozman Tssa, Ros-Lehtinen
Boustany Johnson (IL) Roskam
Broun (GA) Johnson, Sam Royce
Calvert Keller Ryan (WD)
Cannon King (IA) Schmidt
Cantor King (NY) Sensenbrenner
Capito Kline (MN) Sessions
Carter Knollenberg Shadegg
Castle LaHood Shays
Chabot Lamborn Shea-Porter
Crenshaw Latham Shimkus
Cubin LaTourette Shuster
Culberson Latta Simpson
Davis (KY) Lewis (CA) Smith (NE)
Dav?s, David Lewis (KY) Smith (TX)
Davis, Tom Lucas A Souder
Deal (GA) Lungren, Daniel Tancredo
D?nt E. Thornberry
Diaz-Balart, L. Marchant Tiahrt
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy (CA) Turner
Doolittle McCaul (TX)
Upton
Drake McCrery Walbere
Duncan McKeon =
Emerson McMorris Walden (OR)
English (PA) Rodgers Walsh (NY)
Fallin Mica Wamp
Feeney Miller (FL) Weldon (FL)
Flake Miller (MI) Weller
Forbes Miller, Gary Westmoreland
Fossella Musgrave Whitfield (KY)
Foxx Myrick Wilson (NM)
Franks (AZ) Neugebauer Wilson (SC)
Frelinghuysen Nunes Wittman (VA)
Gallegly Paul Wolf
Garrett (NJ) Pearce Young (AK)
Gerlach Pence Young (FL)
NAYS—255

Abercrombie Capuano Doyle
Ackerman Cardoza Dreier
Allen Carnahan Edwards
Altmire Carney Ehlers
Arcuri Castor Ellison
Baca Chandler Ellsworth
Baldwin Clarke Emanuel
Barrow Clay Engel
Bean Cleaver Eshoo
Becerra Clyburn Etheridge
Berkley Coble Everett
Berman Cohen Farr
Berry Cole (OK) Fattah
Bishop (GA) Conaway Filner
Bishop (NY) Conyers Fortenberry
Blumenauer Cooper Foster
Bono Mack Costa Frank (MA)
Boren Costello Giffords
Boswell Courtney Gillibrand
Boucher Crowley Gohmert
Boyd (FL) Cuellar Gonzalez
Boyda (KS) Cummings Gordon
Brady (PA) Davis (AL) Green, Al
Brady (TX) Davis (CA) Green, Gene
Braley (IA) Davis (IL) Grijalva
Brown (SC) Davis, Lincoln Gutierrez
Brown, Corrine DeFazio Hall (NY)
Brown-Waite, DeGette Hare

Ginny Delahunt Harman
Buchanan DeLauro Hastings (FL)
Burgess Dicks Herseth Sandlin
Buyer Doggett Higgins
Capps Donnelly Hill
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. WAMP. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 220, noes 182,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 28, as
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Hinchey McGovern Saxton
Hinojosa McHugh Schakowsky
Hirono MclIntyre Schiff
Hodes McNerney Schwartz
Holden McNulty Scott (GA)
Holt Meek (FL) Scott (VA)
Honda Meeks (NY) Serrano
Hooley Melancon Sestak
?Iozlzer ﬁ}flhau((ll\w) Sherman
nslee iller i
Israel Mitchell :ﬁ:ﬂ on
Jackson (IL) Mollohan Slaughter
Jackson-Lee Moore (KS) Smith (NJ)

(TX) Moore (WI) Smith (WA)
Jefferson Moran (KS)
Johnson (GA) Moran (VA) Snyder
Johnson, E. B. Murphy (CT) Solis
Jordan Murphy, Patrick Space
Kagen Murphy, Tim Spratt
Kanjorski Murtha Stark
Kaptur Nadler Stearns
Kennedy Napolitano Stupak
Kildee Neal (MA) Sullivan
Kilpatrick Obey Sutton
Kind Olver Tanner
Kingston Ortiz Tauscher
Kirk Pallone Taylor
Klein (FL) Pascrell Terry
Kucinich Pastor Thompson (CA)
Lampson Payne Thompson (MS)
Langevin Perlmutter Tiberi
Larsen (WA) Peterson (MN) Tierney
Larson (CT) Platts Towns
Ingslin llzglfneroy Tsongas
Lewis (GA) Price (NC) ggaﬁ <§c1\)4)
Linder Radanovich all (M)
Lipinski Rahall Van Hollen
LoBiondo Ramstad erlazquez
Loebsack Rangel Visclosky
Lofgren, Zoe Reyes Walz (MN)
Lowey Richardson Wasserman
Lynch Rodriguez Schultz
Mack Ross Waters
Mahoney (FL) Rothman Watson
Maloney (NY) Roybal-Allard Watt
Manzullo Ruppersberger Waxman
Markey Ryan (OH) Weiner
Matheson Salazar Welch (VT)
Matsui Sali Wexler
McCarthy (NY) Sanchez, Linda Wilson (OH)
McCollum (MN) T. Woolsey
McCotter Sanchez, Loretta Wu
McDermott Sarbanes Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—24
Andrews Dingell Miller, George
Baird Ferguson Oberstar
Burton (IN) Hulshof Peterson (PA)
Butterfield Jones (NC) Pryce (OH)
Camp (MI) Jones (OH) Rush
Campbell (CA) Kuhl (NY) Shuler
Carson Marshall Speier
Cramer McHenry Wynn
0 1304

Messrs. GENE GREEN of Texas, STU-

PAK, MACK, TOWNS, CARNEY,

PALLONE, HOYER and Ms. BOYDA of
Kansas changed their vote from ‘‘yea’”
to ‘“‘nay.”

Ms. FALLIN, Mr. ROGERS of Ala-
bama and Mr. HAYES changed their
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal which the Chair will put de
novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

follows:

[Roll No. 246]

AYES—220
Abercrombie Gutierrez Neal (MA)
Ackerman Hall (NY) Obey
Allen Hare Olver
Arcuri Harman Ortiz
Baca Hastings (FL) Pallone
Baird Herseth Sandlin  Pascrell
Baldwin Higgins Pastor
Barrow Hinchey Paul
Bean Hinojosa Perlmutter
Becerra Hodes Pomeroy
Berkley Holden Price (NC)
Berman Holt Rahall
Berry Honda Rangel
Bishop (GA) Hooley Reichert
Bishop (NY) Hoyer Reyes
Blumenauer Inslee Richardson
Boren Israel N
Boswell Jackson (IL) gggglguez
Boucher Jackson-Lee Rothman
Boyd (FL) (TX)
Boyda (KS) Jefferson Roybal-Allfxrd
Brady (PA) Johnson (GA) ~ Luppersberger
Braley (IA) Johnson (IL) Ryan (OH)
Brown, Corrine Johnson, E. B. Sa}lazar .
Buchanan Kagen Sanchez, Linda
Capito Kanjorski T.
Capps Kaptur Sanchez, Loretta
Capuano Kennedy Sarbanes
Cardoza Kildee Schakowsky
Carnahan Kilpatrick Schiff
Castle Kind Schwartz
Castor King (NY) Scott (GA)
Chandler Kingston Scott (VA)
Clarke Kirk Serrano
Clay Klein (FL) Sestak
Cleaver Kucinich Shea-Porter
Clyburn Lampson Sherman
Cohen Langevin Sires
Conyers Larsen (WA) Skelton
Cooper Larson (CT) Slaughter
Costa Lee Smith (WA)
Costello Levin Snyder
Courtney Lewis (GA) Solis
Crowley Lipinski Space
Cubin Loebsack Spratt
Cuellar Lofgren, Zoe Stark
Cummings Lowey Sutton
Davis (AL) Lynch Tanner
Davis (CA) Mahoney (FL) Tauscher
Davis (IL) Maloney (NY) Taylor
DaVlS,'LlnCOIH Markey Thompson (MS)
DeFazio Matheson Tierney
DeGette Matsui Towns
DeLauro McCarthy (NY) Tsongas
Dent McCollum (MN) Udall (NM)
Doggett McDermott Van Hollen
Doyle McGovern Velazquez
Dreier McIntyre N
Edwards McNerney Visclosky
Ellison McNulty Walberg
Emanuel Meek (FL) Walz (MN)
Engel Meeks (NY) Wasserman
Eshoo Melancon Schultz
Etheridge Michaud Waters
Farr Miller (NC) Watson
Fattah Miller, George Watt
Filner Mollohan Waxman
Foster Moore (KS) Weiner
Frank (MA) Moore (WI) Welch (VT)
Gillibrand Moran (VA) Wexler
Gonzalez Murphy (CT) Whitfield (KY)
Graves Murphy, Patrick Wilson (OH)
Green, Al Murtha Woolsey
Green, Gene Nadler Wu
Grijalva Napolitano Yarmuth

NOES—182
Aderholt Gallegly Peterson (MN)
Akin Garrett (NJ) Petri
Alexander Gerlach Pickering
Altmire Giffords Pitts
Bachmann Gilchrest Platts
Bachus Gingrey Poe
Barrett (SC) Goode Porter
Bartlett (MD) Goodlatte Price (GA)
Barton (TX) Gordon Putnam
Biggert Granger Radanovich
Bilbray Hall (TX) Ramstad
Bilirakis Hastings (WA) Regula
Bishop (UT) Hayes Rehberg
Blackburn Heller Renzi
Blunt Hensarling Reynolds
Bono Mack Hobson Rggg;: EMI))
Bomman  Hoelsir monsabucner
Brady (TX) Inglis (SC) gg:};ﬁtmen
Broun (GA) Issa Royce
Brown (SC) Johnson, Sam ¥y
! Ryan (WI)
Brown-Waite, Jordan Sali
Ginny Keller Saxton
Burgess King (IA) S X
X chmidt
Buyer Kline (MN) Sensenbrenner
Calvert Knollenberg Sessions
Camp (MI) LaHood Shadege
Cannon Lamborn Sh
Cantor Latham ays
Carney LaTourette Shimkug
Carter Latta g?r?l;tsz;
Chabot Lewis (CA) X
Coble Lewis (KY) Smith (NE)
Cole (OK) Linder Smith (NJ)
Conaway LoBiondo Smith (TX)
Crenshaw Lucas Souder
Culberson Lungren, Daniel ~ Stearns
Davis (KY) E. Stupak
Davis, David Mack Sullivan
Davis, Tom Manzullo Tancredo
Deal (GA) Marchant Terry
Diaz-Balart, L.  McCarthy (CA) ~ Thompson (CA)
Diaz-Balart, M.  McCaul (TX) Thornberry
Donnelly McCotter Tiahrt
Drake MecCrery Tiberi
Duncan McHugh Turner
Ehlers McKeon Udall (CO)
Ellsworth McMorris Upton
Emerson Rodgers Walden (OR)
English (PA) Mica Walsh (NY)
Everett Miller (MI) Wamp
Fallin Miller, Gary Weldon (FL)
Feeney Mitchell Weller
Flake Moran (KS) Westmoreland
Forbes Murphy, Tim Wilson (NM)
Fortenberry Musgrave Wilson (SC)
Fossella Myrick Wittman (VA)
Foxx Neugebauer Wolf
Franks (AZ) Nunes Young (AK)
Frelinghuysen Pearce Young (FL)
ANSWERED “PRESENT""—1
Gohmert
NOT VOTING—28
Andrews Ferguson Payne
Burton (IN) Hirono Pence
Butterfield Hulshof Peterson (PA)
Campbell (CA) Jones (NC) Pryce (OH)
Carson Jones (OH) Rush
Cramer Kuhl (NY) Shuler
gglihunt ﬁalrishau Speier
icks cHenry
Dingell Miller (FL) Wynn
Doolittle Oberstar

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes are remaining
on this vote.
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Messrs. HALL of Texas and
FORTENBERRY changed their vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 246, had | been present, | would have
voted “aye.”
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2008.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a facsimile copy of a let-
ter received from the Honorable Jay
Dardenne, Secretary of State, State of Lou-
isiana, indicating that, according to the un-
official returns of the Special Election held
May 3, 2008, the Honorable Don Cazayoux was
elected Representative to Congress for the
Sixth Congressional District, State of Lou-
isiana.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk.
Enclosure.
STATE OF LOUISIANA,
Baton Rouge, LA, May 5, 2008.
Hon. LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk, House of Representatives, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR Ms. MILLER: This is to advise you
that the unofficial results of the Special
Election held on Saturday, May 3, 2008, for
Representative in Congress from the Sixth
Congressional District of Louisiana, show
that ‘“Don’ Cazayoux received 49,702 or
49.20% of the total number of votes cast for
that office.

It would appear from these unofficial re-
sults that ‘“Don’ Cazayoux was elected as
Representative in Congress from the Sixth
Congressional District of Louisiana.

To the best of our knowledge and belief at
this time, there is no contest to this elec-
tion.

As soon as the official results are certified
to this office by all Parishes involved, an of-
ficial Certificate of Election will be prepared
for transmittal as required by law.

If I can ever be of any assistance to you,
please do not hesitate contacting me.

With best wishes,
JAY DARDENNE,
Secretary of State.
Enclosure.

ELECTION # 5/03/08 RESULTS FOR OFFICE

Office: U.S. Representative, 6th Congres-
sional District (One to be Elected), Precincts
reporting: 512 of 512, Total Votes: 101,011
100%.

SPECIAL ELECTION

Percent

Votes

Candidate name Pty

0.44  Peter J. Aranyosi ..
3.68  Ashley Casey ..

“Don” Cazayoux ..
0.40 Randall T. Hayes .
Louis “Woody” Jen

—————

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
DON CAZAYOUX, OF LOUISIANA,
AS A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE

Mr. JEFFERSON. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman from Louisiana, the Honorable
DoN CAZzAYOUX, be permitted to take
the oath of office today.

His certificate of election has not ar-
rived, but there is no contest and no
question has been raised with regard to
his election.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Lou-
isiana?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Will the Representa-
tive-elect and the members of the Lou-
isiana delegation present themselves in
the well.

Mr. CAZAYOUX appeared at the bar of
the House and took the oath of office,
as follows:

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that
you will support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against
all enemies, foreign and domestic; that
you will bear true faith and allegiance
to the same; that you take this obliga-
tion freely, without any mental res-
ervation or purpose of evasion; and
that you will well and faithfully dis-
charge the duties of the office on which
you are about to enter, so help you
God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You
are now a Member of the 110th Con-
gress.

————

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE DON
CAZAYOUX TO THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
JEFFERSON) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. JEFFERSON. Madam Speaker,
on behalf of the Louisiana delegation,
we are proud to welcome DON
CAZAYOUX to this magnificent House.

He understands the values of faith,
family and public service. He grew up
in New Roads, Louisiana, has been
married for 21 years to a retired school
teacher, Cherie, and they have three
children, Michael, Chavanne and Katie,
who are all here today, I am sure. He
has served in the State House since
1999, and he has, of course, been well
qualified before that, having served in
a number of public service offices, in-
cluding as the District Attorney of
Pointe Coupee Parish.

Now, I might say a lot of things
about his former preparation for this,
but let me say this, as we grow older,
we get to know folks through our chil-
dren. My daughter is the best rep-
resentative I know of what we all know
now about DON CAZAYOUX. When she
first started in the Louisiana State
House, DON CAZAYOUX was already
there. She told me she met this won-
derful young man who was helpful to
her.

After she got to know him a bit bet-
ter, she said he was a very thoughtful
representative. As she got to know him
even more, she said he was a very de-
cent man.

On the recommendation of my daugh-
ter, he was helpful, he was thoughtful,
and he is thoroughly decent. Through
that description, I think we all will get
to know him as well.

I am proud, on behalf of all of us
here, to present this wonderful young
man, who is a cousin of Lindy Boggs,
who is here with us today.
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For the last several years, Charlie
Melancon and I have met in a phone
booth over here as the total Demo-
cratic caucus of Louisiana. Now,
Madam Speaker, we may need different
accommodations because of this elec-
tion.

May I ask MR. CAZAYOUX to please
come to the microphone. We welcome
you.

Mr. CAZAYOUX. Thank you, Madam
Speaker, Members, for the warm wel-
come. I am honored to be the newest
Member of this body.

I want to thank my family, who is
here; my wife, whose goodness inspires
me, Cherie; my children, Michael,
Chavanne and Katie, who remind me
why we are here, why our decisions are
so important for the future.

I want to introduce you to my par-
ents, Donald and Ann Cazayoux; Ann,
whose compassion taught me to be
compassionate; my father, whose sense
of humor taught me to have a sense of
humor, especially about myself; my
Uncle John Wayne Jewell, who has a
small-town private practice of law and
taught me all about public service. I
want to thank him and my Aunt Mar-
tha for her commitment to justice; my
mother-in-law, Bonnie, for her good-
ness; Lindy Boggs, my model of leader-
ship. Thank you for being here, and for
the rest of my family and friends, with-
out whose help I could not be here,
physically here, period.

I also want to thank the members
and the constituents of my district for
electing me and for challenging me to
come here to work with you to meet
the demands that they face every day
to solve the problems in a common-
sense, fiscally prudent manner in terms
of health care, the price of gas or what
have you.

Thank you so much for welcoming
me, and I look forward to working with
each of you.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentleman from
Louisiana, the whole number of the
House is 433.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
TAUSCHER). Without objection, 5-
minute voting will continue.

There was no objection.

———

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES
ON H.R. 2419, FOOD AND ENERGY
SECURITY ACT OF 2007

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to instruct on H.R. 2419 offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RYAN) on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.
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The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 172, nays

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam

Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

241, not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 247]

YEAS—172

Aderholt Garrett (NJ) Pence
Akin Gerlach Petri
Alexander Gilchrest Pickering
Bachus Gingrey Pitts
Baird Goode Platts
Barrett (SC) Granger Porter
Bartlett (MD) Hall (TX) Price (GA)
Barton (TX) Harman Ramstad
Bean Hastings (WA) Regula
Berman Heller Rehberg
Biggert Hensarling Reichert
Bilbray Hinchey Renzi
Bilirakis Hobson Reynolds
Blumenauer Hoekstra Rogers (AL)
Blunt Holt Rogers (KY)
Boehner Hunter Rogers (MI)
Bonner Inglis (SC) Rohrabacher
Bono Mack Israel Ros-Lehtinen
Boucher Issa Roskam
Brady (TX) Johnson, Sam Royce
Broun (GA) Jordan Ryan (WI)
Brown (SC) Keller Saxton
Brown-Waite, Kind Schiff

Ginny King (NY) Schmidt
Burgess Kingston Scott (GA)
Buyer Kirk Sensenbrenner
Calvert Knollenberg Sessions
Camp (MI) Kuhl (NY) Sestak
Cannon Lamborn Shadegg
Cantor Lampson Shays
Capito Larson (CT) Sherman
Castle Latham Smith (NJ)
Chabot LaTourette Smith (TX)
Coble Latta Smith (WA)
Cooper Lewis (CA) Souder
Crenshaw Linder Stark
Crowley Lipinski Stearns
Culberson LoBiondo Sullivan
Davis, David Lungren, Daniel Tancredo
Davis, Tom E. Terry
Deal (GA) Mack Tiberi
Dent Marchant Tierney
Diaz-Balart, L. Matheson Turner
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy (CA) Upton
Dreier McCaul (TX) Van Hollen
Duncan McCotter Walberg
Ehlers McCrery Wamp
English (PA) McHugh Weiner
Everett McKeon Weldon (FL)
Feeney Meeks (NY) Westmoreland
Ferguson Mica Whitfield (KY)
Flake Miller (FL) Wilson (NM)
Fossella Miller, Gary Wilson (SC)
Foster Mitchell Wolf
Foxx Murphy, Patrick Woolsey
Franks (AZ) Myrick Wu
Frelinghuysen Nunes Young (AK)
Gallegly Paul Young (FL)

NAYS—241

Abercrombie Buchanan Dayvis (AL)
Ackerman Capps Davis (CA)
Allen Capuano Davis (IL)
Altmire Cardoza Davis (KY)
Arcuri Carnahan Davis, Lincoln
Baca Carney DeFazio
Bachmann Carter DeGette
Baldwin Castor Delahunt
Barrow Cazayoux DeLauro
Becerra Chandler Dingell
Berkley Clarke Doggett
Berry Clay Donnelly
Bishop (GA) Cleaver Doolittle
Bishop (NY) Clyburn Doyle
Bishop (UT) Cohen Drake
Boozman Cole (OK) Edwards
Boren Conaway Ellison
Boswell Conyers Ellsworth
Boustany Costa Emanuel
Boyd (FL) Costello Emerson
Boyda (KS) Courtney Engel
Brady (PA) Cubin Eshoo
Braley (IA) Cuellar Etheridge
Brown, Corrine Cummings Fallin

Farr Lofgren, Zoe Rothman
Fattah Lowey Roybal-Allard
Filner Lucas Ruppersberger
Forbes Lynch Ryan (OH)
Fortenberry Mahoney (FL) Salazar
Frank (MA) Maloney (NY) Sali
Giffords Manzullo Sanchez, Linda
Gillibrand Markey T,
Gohmert Matsui Sanchez, Loretta
Gonzalez McCarthy (NY) Sarbanes
Goodlatte McCollum (MN) Schakowsky
Gordon McDermott Schwartz
Graves McGovern Scott (VA)
Green, Al McIntyrf: Serrano
Green, Gene McMorris Shea-Porter
Grijalva Rodgers Shimkus
Gutierrez McNerney Shuler
Hall (NY) McNulty Shuster
Hare Meek (FL) Simpson
Hastings (FL) Melancon Sires
Hayes Michaud Skel
N elton

Herger Miller (MI) Slaughter
Herseth Sandlin Miller (NC) Smith (NE)
Higgins Miller, George Snvd
Hill Mollohan nycer
Hinojosa Moore (KS) Solis
Hirono Moore (WI) Space
Hodes Moran (KS) Spratt
Holden Moran (VA) Stupak
Honda Murphy (CT) Sutton
Hooley Murphy, Tim Tanner
Hoyer Murtha Tauscher
Inslee Musgrave Taylor
Jackson (IL) Nadler Thompson (CA)
Jackson-Lee Napolitano Thompson (MS)

(TX) Neal (MA) Thornberry
Jefferson Neugebauer Tiahrt
Johnson (GA) Obey Towns
Johnson (IL) Olver Tsongas
Johnson, E. B. Ortiz Udall (CO)
Kagen Pallone Udall (NM)
Kanjorski Pascrell Velazquez
Kaptur Pastor Visclosky
Kennedy Payne Walden (OR)
Kildee Pearce Walsh (NY)
Kilpatrick Perlmutter Walz (MN)
King (IA) Peterson (MN) Wasserman
Klein (FL) Poe Schultz
Kline (MN) Pomeroy Waters
Kucinich Price (NC) Watson
LaHood Putnam Watt
Langevin Radanovich Waxman
Larsen (WA) Rahall Welch (VT)
Lee Rangel Weller
Levin Reyes Wexler
Lewis (GA) Richardson Wilson (OH)
Lewis (KY) Rodriguez Wittman (VA)
Loebsack Ross Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—19

Andrews Dicks Peterson (PA)
Blackburn Hulshof Pryce (OH)
Burton (IN) Jones (NC) Rush
Butterfield Jones (OH) Speier
Campbell (CA) Marshall Wynn
Carson McHenry
Cramer Oberstar

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes remain on this
vote.
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Ms. BERKLEY, Messrs. DAVIS of I1-
linois, BECERRA, JACKSON of Illi-
nois, JEFFERSON, Mrs. McMORRIS
RODGERS, and Ms. BALDWIN changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’” to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. ISRAEL, NUNES and
McCARTHY of California changed
their vote from ‘‘nay’”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the motion to instruct was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. WALSH of New York. Madam
Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote.
MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS
OF FLORIDA

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I move to lay the motion to
reconsider on the table.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 203, noes 176,
not voting 53, as follows:

[Roll No. 248]

This

AYES—203
Abercrombie Green, Gene Olver
Ackerman Grijalva Ortiz
Allen Gutierrez Pallone
Altmire Hall (NY) Pascrell
Baca Hare Pastor
Bachmann Harman Payne
Baird ) Hastings (FL)‘ Perlmutter
Baldwin ngsgth Sandlin  peterson (MN)
Barrow H}ggms Pomeroy
Bean Hill Price (NC)
Becerra Hinchey Rahall
Berkley Hirono Rangel
Bishop (GA) Holden Reyes
Bishop (NY) Holt N
Blumenauer Honda Rodriguez

Ross
Boswell Hooley
Boucher Hoyer Rothman
Boyd (FL) Inslee Roybal-Allard
Boyda (KS) Israel Ruppersberger
Brady (PA) Jackson (IL) Salazar
Braley (IA) Jackson-Lee Sanchez, Loretta
Brown, Corrine (TX) Schgkowsky
Capps Jefferson Schiff
Capuano Johnson (GA) Schwartz
Cardoza Johnson, E. B. Scott (GA)
Carnahan Kagen Scott (VA)
Carney Kanjorski Serrano
Castor Kildee Sestak
Cazayoux Kilpatrick Shea-Porter
Clarke Kind Sherman
Clay Klein (FL) Shuler
Cleaver Kucinich Sires
Clyburn Lampson Skelton
Cohen Langevin Slaughter
Conyers Larsen (WA) Smith (WA)
Costa Lee Snyder
Costello Levin Space
Courtney Lewis (GA) Spratt
Crowley Lipinski Stark
Cuellar" Loebsack Stupak
Cummlngs Lofgren, Zoe Sutton
DaV}s (AL) Lowey Tanner
Dav}s (CA) Lynch Tauscher
Davis (IL) Mahoney (FL) Taylor
Dav1s,lL1ncoln Maloney (NY) Thompson (CA)
DeFazio Markey Thompson (MS)
DeGette Matheson Tierney
Delahunt Matsui Towns
DeLauro McCarthy (NY) Tsongas
Dicks McCollum (MN)
Dingell McDermott Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)

Doggett McGovern
Donnelly McIntyre Van’ Hollen
Edwards McNerney Velazquez
Ellison McNulty Visclosky
Ellsworth Meeks (NY) Walz (MN)
Emanuel Melancon Wasserman
Engel Miller (NC) Schultz
Eshoo Miller, George Waters
Etheridge Mitchell Watson
Farr Moore (KS) Watt
Fattah Moore (WI) Waxman
Filner Moran (VA) Weiner
Foster Murphy (CT) Welch (VT)
Frank (MA) Murphy, Patrick Wexler
Giffords Nadler Whitfield (KY)
Gillibrand Napolitano Wilson (OH)
Gordon Neal (MA) Woolsey
Green, Al Obey Yarmuth

NOES—176
Aderholt Biggert Bono Mack
Akin Bilbray Boozman
Alexander Bilirakis Brady (TX)
Bachus Bishop (UT) Broun (GA)
Barrett (SC) Blunt Brown (SC)
Bartlett (MD) Boehner Brown-Waite,
Barton (TX) Bonner Ginny
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Buchanan Hobson Pickering
Burgess Hoekstra Pitts
Buyer Hunter Platts
Calvert Inglis (SC) Poe
Camp (MI) Issa Porter
Cannon Johnson (IL) Price (GA)
Cantor Johnson, Sam Putnam
Capito Jordan Ramstad
Carter Kgller Regula
Castle K}ng (IA) Rehberg
Chabot K}ng (NY) Reichert
Coble K%ngston Renzi
Cole (OK) K1?k Rogers (KY)
Conaway Kline (MN) Rogers (MI)
Crenshaw Knollenberg Rohrabacher
Cubin Kuhl (NY) Ros-Lehtinen
Culberson LaHood Roskam
Davis (KY) Lamborn Royce
Davis, David Latham Ryan (WI)
Davis, Tom LaTourette Syl'
Dent Latta Slemn
Diaz-Balart, L. Lewis (CA)
Diaz-Balart, M.  Lewis (KY) Sensenbrenner
Doolittle Linder Sessions
Drake LoBiondo Shadegg
Dreier Lucas Shays
Duncan Lungren, Daniel ~ Shimkus
Ehlers E. Shuster
Emerson Mack Simpson
English (PA) Manzullo Smith (NE)
Everett Marchant Smith (NJ)
Fallin McCarthy (CA) — Smith (TX)
Ferguson McCaul (TX) Souder
Flake McCotter Stearns
Forbes McCrery Sullivan
Fortenberry McHugh Tancredo
Fossella McKeon Terry
Foxx McMorris Thornberry
Franks (AZ) Rodgers Tiberi
Frelinghuysen Mica Turner
Garrett (NJ) Miller (FL) Upton
Gerlach Miller (MI) Walberg
Gilchrest Miller, Gary Walden (OR)
Gingrey Moran (KS) Walsh (NY)
Gohmert Murphy, Tim Weldon (FL)
Goode Musgrave Weller
Goodlatte Myrick Westmoreland
Granger Neugebauer Wilson (NM)
Graves Nunes Wilson (SC)
Hall (TX) Paul Wittman (VA)
Hastings (WA) Pearce Wolf
Hayes Pence Young (AK)
Hensarling Petri Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—53
Andrews Gonzalez Peterson (PA)
Arcuri Heller Pryce (OH)
Berman Herger Radanovich
Berry Hinojosa Reynolds
Blackburn Hodes Richardson
Boren Hulshof Rogers (AL)
Boustany Jones (NC) Rush
Burton (IN) Jones (OH) Ryan (OH)
Butterfield Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Campbell (CA) Kennedy .
Carson Larson (CT) Sarbanes
Chandler Marshall Schmidt
Cooper McHenry Solis
Cramer Meek (FL) Speier
Deal (GA) Michaud Tiahrt
Doyle Mollohan Wamp
Feeney Murtha Wu
Gallegly Oberstar Wynn

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes are remaining
on this vote.
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So the motion to table was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT
CONFEREES ON H.R. 2419, FOOD
AND ENERGY SECURITY ACT OF
2007

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, under
rule XXII, clause 7(c), I hereby an-
nounce my intention to offer a motion
to instruct on H.R. 2419.

The form of the motion is as follows:
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Mr. Cantor moves the managers on the
part of the House at the conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 2419 be
instructed not to agree to the provisions
contained in section 12808 of the Senate
amendment (relating to qualified forestry
conservation bonds).

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

NATIONAL NURSES WEEK

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
1086) recognizing National Nurses Week
on May 6 through May 12, 2008.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1086

Whereas, since 2003, National Nurses Week
is celebrated annually from May 6, also
known as National Nurses Day, through May
12, the birthday of Florence Nightingale, the
founder of modern nursing;

Whereas National Nurses Week is the time
each year when nurses are recognized for the
critical role they play in providing safe,
high-quality, and preventative health care;

Whereas nurses are the cornerstone of the
Nation’s complex health care system, rep-
resenting the largest single component of
the health care profession, with an estimated
over 2,500,000 registered nurses in the United
States;

Whereas, according to a study published in
the New England Journal of Medicine in May
2002, a higher proportion of nursing care pro-
vided by registered nurses and a greater
number of hours of care by registered nurses
per day are associated with better outcomes
for hospitalized patients;

Whereas nurses are experienced research-
ers and their work encompasses a wide scope
of scientific inquiry including clinical re-
search, health systems and outcomes re-
search, and nursing education research;

Whereas nurses are currently serving the
Nation admirably in the conflicts in Iraq and
Afghanistan;

Whereas nurses help inform and educate
the public to improve the practice of all
nurses and, more importantly, the health
and safety of the patients they care for;

Whereas the Nation continues to face a
nursing shortage unprecedented in its depth
and duration, with a projection of over
1,000,000 new and replacement nurses needed
by 2016;

Whereas the nationwide nursing shortage
has caused dedicated nurses to work longer
hours and care for more acutely ill patients;

Whereas nurses are strong allies to Con-
gress as they help inform, educate, and work
closely with legislators to improve the edu-
cation, retention, recruitment, and practice
of all nurses and, more importantly, the
health and safety of the patients they care
for; and
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Whereas nurses are an integral part of the
health care delivery team and provide qual-
ity care, support, and education to patients
and their families, conduct essential re-
search, and serve as strong patient advo-
cates: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the significant contributions
of nurses to the health care system of the
United States;

(2) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Nurses Week, as founded by the Amer-
ican Nurses Association; and

(3) encourages the people of the United
States to observe National Nurses Week with
appropriate recognition, ceremonies, activi-
ties, and programs to demonstrate the im-
portance of nurses to the everyday lives of
patients.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
on the resolution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 1086 recognizing today,
May 6, through May 12 as National
Nurses Week. As a cosponsor of this
resolution, I am proud to lend my voice
in support of our Nation’s nurses.

Continuing in the illustrious tradi-
tion of Florence Nightingale, the
founder of modern nursing, nurses
today continue to attend to our Armed
Forces overseas. These brave men and
women place themselves at risk in war
zones, including the conflicts in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, to tend to our in-
jured soldiers. Besides tending to the
wounded abroad, nurses are also on the
front lines of our health care system
here at home. Whether their primary
function is to care for our aging popu-
lation or to provide immediate aid to
the sick and injured, our nurses pro-
vide quality patient care and support
to keep our health care system run-
ning.

As the Nation continues to face a
nursing shortage, with a projected 1
million new nurses needed by 2016, it is
especially important that everyone is
aware of the sacrifices nurses make on
a daily basis for our country. We must
continue to encourage more young peo-
ple and those seeking a change in ca-
reer to join the nursing profession.

The resolution before us encourages
all Americans to observe this week as
National Nurses Week by showing ap-
propriate recognition to nurses and
creating programs and activities dur-
ing the week to demonstrate the im-
portance of nurses.



May 6, 2008

I would like to thank my colleagues
and former mnurses, Congresswoman
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, Congress-
woman CAROLYN MCCARTHY, and Con-
gresswoman LoOIS CAPPS, for their lead-
ership on this measure. Again, I reit-
erate, they are former nurses, although
I don’t know if you are ever a former
nurse. I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to join me in support
of the resolution and its adoption.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I yield myself as much
time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 1086, acknowledging May 6
through May 12, 2008, as National
Nurses Week. In addition to kicking off
National Nurses Week today, we are
also celebrating the comforts and care
that nurses provide by recognizing May
6 as National Nurses Day. This tradi-
tion started in 1982 when President
Ronald Reagan signed a proclamation
making today National Recognition
Day for Nurses.

This is a week to recognize nurses as
being the largest single component of
the health care profession with over 2.5
million registered nurses in the United
States and the critical role they play
in providing care to not only the citi-
zens of America but are also serving
our Nation in both Iraq and Afghani-
stan. In addition to the immediate care
they provide to patients, they also
have helped to educate, inform and im-
prove education and retention of
nurses.

I would like to thank the author of
this resolution, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, for her leadership in
honoring nurses that have helped pro-
mote health, prevent disease and help
other Americans cope with illness. I
encourage all of my colleagues to vote
in favor of this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to my good
friend and colleague from Texas, Con-
gresswoman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON,
who literally I have served with since
1973 with just a little break in the serv-
ice.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Let me thank my colleague and
friend of longstanding. I want to also
thank the minority side for their as-
sistance, and both Chairman DINGELL
and Ranking Member BARTON.

As a registered nurse with a master’s
degree, it is a privilege and a delight to
offer a resolution recognizing National
Nurses Week which is May 6 through
12. T have two outstanding colleagues
that we have found to have something
in common, Congresswoman LOIS
CAPPS and Congresswoman CAROLYN
McCARTHY, who are also nurses and
champions of this resolution and of the
profession, and I thank them for their
efforts to encourage more than 110 con-
gressional colleagues to cosponsor this
bill honoring nurses.

The Congressional Nursing Caucus
was also helpful in promoting the legis-
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lation, and I appreciate Members’ ef-
forts to rally support for H. Res. 1086.

Nurses are a key component of our
Nation’s health care system. Whether
on the battlefield or at sea, in a skilled
nursing facility, in a hospital or even
in a patient’s own home, the care that
a nurse provides is very valuable.
Nurses are intelligent individuals who
must often make quick decisions in an
effort to save the life of a patient, even
before the physician arrives. Nurses are
recognized as the patient’s primary ad-
vocate and every poll shows that
nurses are always very trusted by the
patients. They are tasked with closely
monitoring even small changes in a pa-
tient’s health. Nurses are tough, di-
rected, decision-making people who
work under stress and in difficult situ-
ations.

For 15 years I provided hands-on pa-
tient care as a psychiatric nurse at the
Veterans Administration Hospital in
Dallas. The work was challenging but
fulfilling. That’s why I still remain
very interested in quality care for all
of our veterans. Although more than
2.5 million nurses work in the United
States, our Nation has suffered from a
nursing shortage. Those currently in
the profession are beginning to retire.
There are fewer individuals entering
the profession. The nursing shortage is
unprecedented in its depth and dura-
tion, with a projection of over 1 million
new and replacement nurses needed by
2016.

Nursing schools need help attracting
well-prepared faculty to recruit the
best and brightest into their edu-
cational programs. Loan forgiveness
and educational incentive programs
can help, but Congress must do more to
encourage bright young minds toward
nursing.

Nursing is a career that has been val-
ued for a long time, and it is fitting to
recognize the Navy Nurse Corps on its
100th anniversary this year. For nearly
100 years before Congress formally es-
tablished the Navy Nurse Corps in 1908,
women worked as nurses aboard Navy
ships and in Navy hospitals. As early as
the War of 1812, volunteers performed
nursing duty in places that were often
dangerous and required courage in the
face of adversity. Members of the es-
teemed Navy Nurse Corps care for
those brave men and women who fight
for our freedoms. They contribute to
relief efforts in all corners of the globe.
They serve in lead roles as part of a
unified health care team. The Navy
Nurse Corps practices progressive pa-
tient care. It enjoys a rich heritage, ac-
companied by high-tech training. A
registered nurse in the Navy is also a
respected officer, serving in modern fa-
cilities at home, at sea, around the
country and across the globe.

I am proud to especially recognize
the Navy Nurse Corps for its centuries
of outstanding service for our military
men and women.

Today’s resolution honors the good
work that all nurses do.
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(1) recognizes the significant con-
tributions of nurses to the health care
system of the United States;

(2) supports the goals and ideals of
National Nurses Week as founded by
the American Nurses Association; and

(3) encourages the people of this Na-
tion to observe National Nurses Week
with appropriate recognition, cere-
monies, activities, and programs to
demonstrate the importance of nurses
to the everyday lives of patients.

Along with my many supportive col-
leagues, I want to thank the House
leadership for bringing this important
resolution to the floor. I urge its sup-
port.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I would
like to yield 2 minutes to one of our
physicians in the House of Representa-
tives, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in strong support of House
Resolution 1086, recognizing National
Nurses Week, which is May 6 through
May 12 of this year. I am proud to be a
cosponsor of this bill. I would like to
thank the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)—Nurse
JOHNSON—for advancing this legisla-
tion to help educate the American peo-
ple about the critical role that nurses
play in health care delivery.

With May 12 being the birthday of
Florence Nightingale, the founder of
modern nursing, there is not a more
appropriate time to celebrate the work
done by nurses. As an OB-GYN physi-
cian for almost 30 years, I was fortu-
nate to work with intelligent, hard-
working, compassionate nurses, and
they were indeed a cornerstone of the
high quality health care we provided.

Madam Speaker, nurses are on the
front lines of health care delivery not
only here at home but also in Iraq and
Afghanistan. Therefore, because we are
relying on our nurses so heavily and
because we currently are experiencing
a shortage of nurses, it is critical to
support nurse training programs. That
is why I recently joined with a number
of my colleagues in supporting title
VIII funding to provide loans and
grants to our Nation’s nursing stu-
dents.

I urge all my colleagues to support
the goals of National Nurses Week.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to a col-
league on the Energy and Commerce
Committee and a good friend, Con-
gresswoman Lois CAPPS, and also a
nurse.

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
House Resolution 1086 and in support of
National Nurses Week. I commend my
friend and fellow nurse, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON), for introducing this resolu-
tion. As we observe National Nurses
Week, I hope we can work together to
raise awareness about important issues
facing our nursing community and the
important impact that nurses make to
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the lives of patients and their role in
the arena of public health. This is cen-
tral to our delivery of health care.
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We know that nurses advocate for
their patients and provide personal
care at the bedside. Often, it is life-sav-
ing care. They are also community
educators, primary care providers, and
they serve in our military so often put-
ting themselves in harm’s way to carry
out their duties.

But we are facing a terrible shortage
of nurses. We are jeopardizing our abil-
ity to provide the best quality care
which each individual and each family
deserves in this country of ours. As a
registered nurse currently serving in
Congress, I feel it is my duty to advo-
cate not only on behalf of my patients,
but also on behalf of my fellow nurses.

I am co-Chair of our House Nursing
Caucus, and I was honored to be joined
by 155 of our colleagues in a letter to
the Appropriations Committee request-
ing additional funding for nurse edu-
cation programs. These programs have
trained thousands of nurses, but we are
in desperate need of so many more.
And the very fact that we are funding
title VIII nurse education at the same
exact amount that we did over 30 years
ago is, quite frankly, inexcusable.

In addition, nurses face difficult con-
ditions in the workplace such as man-
datory overtime, unsafe staffing num-
bers, hazardous lifting, and other work-
place settings. These conditions are di-
rectly contributing to our inability to
retain many qualified nurses in the
hospital setting. As our Baby Boomers
retire and our demand for nurses soars,
let us use this week as an opportunity
to reinforce our commitment to our
current and our future nurses and
thereby to a safer and healthier Na-
tion.

Mr. TERRY. I continue to reserve. I
have no further speakers.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I yield 3
minutes to our colleague from New
York, CAROLYN MCCARTHY.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank LoOIS
CAPPS and EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON for
bringing this forward on H. Res. 1086,
recognizing National Nurses Week.

I have spent over 30 years as a nurse,
and it was mentioned earlier, someone
said, Once a nurse. Well, let me say,
Once a nurse, always a nurse. We carry
our duties even here to the House of
Representatives.

I sit on the Education Committee,
and what I have been working on since
I came here was making sure that our
nurses get every opportunity to in-
crease our numbers. As has been men-
tioned before by both of my colleagues,
the nursing shortage in this country is
of a crisis proportion. We see that our
nurses today are a lot older; they’re at
the retirement age, and we must do ev-
erything that we can to make sure that
we have our young people coming into
a very, very rewarding career. Nursing
can be demanding, it can be tiring, it
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can be physically draining; but it
couldn’t be a better career.

When I first joined nursing over 30
yvears ago, I worked in the intensive
care unit, and I spent most of my life
there and just to be able to help a pa-
tient in their greatest need but also to
work with their families to comfort
them as they saw their loved one going
through a traumatic injury.

We need to make sure that this coun-
try has a supply of nurses continu-
ously. We have many young people
that want to go to nursing school, but
what we have found over the years is
we don’t have enough professors to be
able to teach them to be nurses. So in
the Higher Education Act, there is
going to be funding in there to make
sure that those that want to go into a
higher education to be able to teach
nursing, it can work out for us.

When we look at the future, we’re
seeing today in our hospitals such a
shortage of nurses that a lot of the
nurses are doing a lot of overtime.
When they take a day off, they’re al-
ways called to come back in. That is
not acceptable, mainly because you
have to be totally alert at all times.
And I certainly tip my hat to my fel-
low nurses that go through this every
single day.

They stay in the profession because
they love the profession. They stay in
the profession because it is a calling.
Not everyone can be a nurse. It is a
calling. I salute those men and women
that go into nursing, and I also salute
the women and men that are fighting
in Iraq and Afghanistan and taking
their nursing care to the soldiers and
giving them comfort when they need it.
There is no greater, in my opinion, pro-
fession than to be a nurse.

With that being said, I hope my col-
leagues will support H. Res. 1086 and
recognize National Nurses Week.

Mr. TERRY. May I inquire how much
time is remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SERRANO). The gentleman from Ne-
braska has 17 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Texas has 10%2 minutes
remaining.

Mr. TERRY. We have no further
speakers. I continue to reserve.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to our fellow
Energy and Commerce member, Con-
gressman TOWNS from New York.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, first of all,
I rise to support my colleague for
bringing this resolution forward. I
want to congratulate him on that.

I rise today in support of H. Res. 1086,
recognizing National Nurses Week on
May 6 through May 12. As a cosponsor
of this resolution, I'm proud to speak
out in honor of our valiant, committed
nurses who make our Nation and our
loved ones safe and well. I pay special
tribute to my esteemed colleagues in
Congress who introduced this resolu-
tion and who are, themselves, nurses:
The Honorable EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
of Texas, the Honorable 1L.ois CAPPS of
California, and the Honorable CAROLYN

May 6, 2008

McCARTHY of my home State,
York.

Additionally, I want to pay special
tribute to the nurses who are serving in
Iraq and Afghanistan and the nurses
who generally attend to those who suf-
fer wounds from those conflicts.

Along with other health care profes-
sionals, a nurse is responsible for the
treatment, safety, and recovery of
acutely or chronically ill people. They
also help to maintain a patient’s
health and provide treatment to those
who are facing life-threatening emer-
gencies like 9/11 and Hurricane
Katrina. Nurses are also involved in
medical and nursing research and pro-
vide a wide range of nonclinical func-
tions.

Today, there are 2.4 million reg-
istered nurses in the United States; 92
percent of the registered nurses are
women. There are 531,000 licensed voca-
tional nurses; 1.8 million is the number
of nursing psychiatric and home health
aides. We cannot do without them.

I greatly commend the American
Nurses Association and the American
Academy of Nurse Practitioners, and
all of the nursing associations and aca-
demic institutions who train nurses
and promote the advancement of the
profession. I look forward to working
with members of the associations, aca-
demia, and others in making certain
that we continue to increase the
amount of nurses.

In closing, I wish to thank my col-
leagues again, Congresswoman JOHN-
SON, Congresswoman CAPPS, and Con-
gresswoman MCCARTHY for their lead-
ership on this issue, and I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
resolution. And I want to thank very
much my colleague from Texas (Mr.
GREEN) and, of course, others who have
been involved in this resolution.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, in our
closing, let me once again reiterate our
appreciation to the authors of this bill,
Ms. JOHNSON from Texas, Mrs. LOIS
CappPs from California, and Mrs.
MCCARTHY from New York; and, once
again, encourage our side of the aisle
to vote ‘‘yes’ on this measure.

We have no further requests for time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back all of our
time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, in closing, I join my colleague
from Nebraska in encouraging all of
our Members to support this resolution
in recognition of National Nurses
Week.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. GENE
GREEN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1086.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that

New
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a quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

PRIORITIZING RESOURCES AND
ORGANIZATION FOR INTELLEC-
TUAL PROPERTY ACT OF 2008

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4279) to enhance remedies for vio-
lations of intellectual property laws,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4279

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Prioritizing Resources and Organiza-
tion for Intellectual Property Act of 2008°°.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Reference.
Sec. 3. Definition.
TITLE I—ENHANCEMENTS TO CIVIL
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS

101. Registration of claim.

102. Registration and infringement ac-
tions.

Civil remedies for infringement.

Treble damages in counterfeiting
cases.

Statutory damages in
feiting cases.

Exportation of goods bearing in-
fringing marks.

Sec. 107. Importation and exportation.

TITLE II—-ENHANCEMENTS TO CRIMINAL

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS

Sec. 201. Criminal infringement of a copy-
right.

Sec. 202. Harmonization of forfeiture proce-
dures for intellectual property
offenses.

Sec. 203. Directive to United States Sen-
tencing Commission.

Sec. 204. Trafficking in counterfeit goods or
services.

TITLE III—COORDINATION AND STRA-
TEGIC PLANNING OF FEDERAL EFFORT
AGAINST COUNTERFEITING AND PI-
RACY

Subtitle A—Office of the United States Intel-
lectual Property Enforcement Representa-
tive

Sec. 301. Office of the United States Intellec-

tual Property Enforcement
Representative.

302. Definition.

Subtitle B—Joint Strategic Plan

321. Joint Strategic Plan.

322. Reporting.

323. Savings and repeals.

324. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE IV—INTERNATIONAL

ENFORCEMENT AND COORDINATION

Sec. 401. Intellectual property attachés.

Sec. 402. Duties and responsibilities of intel-
lectual property attachés.

Sec. 403. Training and designation of assign-
ment.

Sec.
Sec.

103.
104.

Sec.
Sec.
105.

Sec. counter-

Sec. 106.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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Sec. 404. Coordination.
Sec. 405. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE V—-DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—Coordination

Sec. 501. Intellectual Property Enforcement
Officer.

Subtitle B—Law Enforcement Resources

Sec. 511. Local law enforcement grants.

Sec. 512. CHIP units, training, and addi-
tional resources.

Transparency of prosecutorial deci-
sionmaking.

514. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle C—International Activities

521. International intellectual property
law enforcement coordinators.

522. International training activities of
the computer crime and intel-
lectual property section.

Subtitle D—Coordination, Implementation,
and Reporting

Sec. 531. Coordination.
Sec. 532. Annual reports.
SEC. 2. REFERENCE.

Any reference in this Act to the ‘“‘Trade-
mark Act of 1946 refers to the Act entitled
‘““An Act to provide for the registration of
trademarks used in commerce, to carry out
the provisions of certain international con-
ventions, and for other purposes’, approved
July 5, 1946 (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.).

SEC. 3. DEFINITION.

In this Act, the term ‘‘United States per-
son’’ means—

(1) any United States resident or national,

(2) any domestic concern (including any
permanent domestic establishment of any
foreign concern), and

(3) any foreign subsidiary or affiliate (in-
cluding any permanent foreign establish-
ment) of any domestic concern that is con-
trolled in fact by such domestic concern,

except that such term does not include an in-
dividual who resides outside the United
States and is employed by an individual or
entity other than an individual or entity de-
scribed in paragraph (1), (2), or (3).
TITLE I—ENHANCEMENTS TO CIVIL
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS

SEC. 101. REGISTRATION OF CLAIM.

Section 410 of title 17, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (c¢) and (d)
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

“(e)1) A certificate of registration satis-
fies the requirements of section 411 and sec-
tion 412 regardless of any inaccurate infor-
mation contained in the certificate, unless—

‘“(A) the inaccurate information was in-
cluded on the application for copyright reg-
istration with knowledge that it was inac-
curate; and

‘“(B) the inaccuracy of the information, if
known, would have caused the Register of
Copyrights to refuse registration.

“(2) In any case in which inaccuracies de-
scribed under paragraph (1) are alleged, the
court shall request the Register of Copy-
rights to advise the court whether the inac-
curacy of the information, if known, would
have caused the Register of Copyrights to
refuse registration. The Register shall re-
spond to the court’s request within 45 days
after the request is made.

‘“(3) Nothing in this subsection shall affect
any rights, obligations, or requirements of a
person related to information contained in a
registration certificate except for the insti-
tution of and remedies in infringement ac-
tions under sections 411 and 412.”".

Sec. 513.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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SEC. 102. REGISTRATION AND INFRINGEMENT
ACTIONS.

(a) REGISTRATION IN CIVIL INFRINGEMENT
ACTIONS.—Section 411 of title 17, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in the section heading, by inserting
“eivil”’ after “‘and’ ; and

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘no ac-
tion” and inserting ‘‘no civil action”’.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 411(b) of title 17, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘506 and
sections 509 and’ and inserting ‘‘505 and sec-
tion”.

SEC. 103. CIVIL REMEDIES FOR INFRINGEMENT.

Section 503(a) of title 17, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘and of all plates’ and in-
serting ‘‘of all plates’’; and

(2) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting the following: ¢, and records docu-
menting the manufacture, sale, or receipt of
things involved in such violation. The court
shall enter an appropriate protective order
with respect to discovery by the applicant of
any records that have been seized. The pro-
tective order shall provide for appropriate
procedures to assure that confidential infor-
mation contained in such records is not im-
properly disclosed to the applicant.”.

SEC. 104. TREBLE DAMAGES IN COUNTERFEITING
CASES.

Section 35(b) of the Trademark Act of 1946
(156 U.S.C. 1117(b)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

““(b) In assessing damages under subsection
(a) for any violation of section 32(1)(a) of this
Act or section 220506 of title 36, United
States Code, in a case involving use of a
counterfeit mark or designation (as defined
in section 34(d) of this Act), the court shall,
unless the court finds extenuating cir-
cumstances, enter judgment for three times
such profits or damages, whichever amount
is greater, together with a reasonable attor-
ney’s fee, if the violation consists of—

‘(1) intentionally using a mark or designa-
tion, knowing such mark or designation is a
counterfeit mark (as defined in section 34(d)
of this Act), in connection with the sale, of-
fering for sale, or distribution of goods or
services;

‘(2) intentionally inducing another to en-
gage in a violation specified in paragraph (1);
or

‘(3) providing goods or services necessary
to the commission of a violation specified in
paragraph (1), with the intent that the re-
cipient of the goods or services would put the
goods or services to use in committing the
violation.

In such a case, the court may award prejudg-
ment interest on such amount at an annual
interest rate established under section
6621(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, beginning on the date of the service of
the claimant’s pleadings setting forth the
claim for such entry of judgment and ending
on the date such entry is made, or for such
shorter time as the court considers appro-
priate.”.

SEC. 105. STATUTORY DAMAGES IN COUNTER-

FEITING CASES.

Section 35(c) of the Trademark Act of 1946
(15 U.S.C. 1117) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking $500”" and inserting
¢$1,000”’; and
(B) by striking °‘$100,000’ and inserting

‘$200,000”’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$1,000,000"’
and inserting ‘‘$2,000,000°".
SEC. 106. EXPORTATION OF GOODS BEARING IN-

FRINGING MARKS.

Title VII of the Trademark Act of 1946 (15
U.S.C. 1124) is amended—

(1) in the title heading, by inserting after
“IMPORTATION” the following: ‘“‘OR EX-
PORTATION; and
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(2) in section 42—

(A) by striking the word ‘“‘imported’; and

(B) by inserting after ‘‘customhouse of the
United States” the following: ¢, nor shall
any such article be exported from the United
States’.
SEC. 107. IMPORTATION AND EXPORTATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The heading for chapter 6
of title 17, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“CHAPTER 6—MANUFACTURING REQUIRE-
MENTS, IMPORTATION, AND EXPOR-
TATION”.

(b) AMENDMENT ON EXPORTATION.—Section
602(a) of title 17, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), respec-
tively, and moving such subparagraphs 2 ems
to the right;

(2) by striking ‘‘(a)”’ and inserting ‘‘(a) IN-
FRINGING IMPORTATION AND EXPORTATION.—

‘(1) IMPORTATION.—"’;

(3) by striking ‘‘This subsection does not
apply to—"" and inserting the following:

¢“(2) IMPORTATION OR EXPORTATION OF IN-
FRINGING ITEMS.—Importation into the
United States or exportation from the
United States, without the authority of the
owner of copyright under this title, of copies
or phonorecords, the making of which either
constituted an infringement of copyright or
would have constituted an infringement of
copyright if this title had been applicable, is
an infringement of the exclusive right to dis-
tribute copies or phonorecords under section
106, actionable under sections 501 and 506.

‘‘(3) EXCEPTIONS.—This subsection does not
apply to—"’;

(4) in paragraph (3)(A) (as redesignated by
this subsection) by inserting ‘‘or expor-
tation” after ‘“‘importation’’; and

(6) in paragraph (3)(B) (as redesignated by
this subsection)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘importation, for the pri-
vate use of the importer’” and inserting ‘‘im-
portation or exportation, for the private use
of the importer or exporter’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘or departing from the
United States” after ‘‘United States’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
602 of title 17, United States Code, is further
amended—

(A) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘or
exportation’ after ‘‘importation’’; and

(B) in subsection (b)—

(i) by striking ‘‘(b) In a case’’ and inserting
“‘(b) IMPORT PROHIBITION.—In a case’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘the United States Cus-
toms Service” and inserting “U.S. Customs
and Border Protection’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘the Customs Service’’ and
inserting ‘““U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion”.

(2) Section 601(b)(2) of title 17, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the
United States Customs Service’” and insert-
ing “U.S. Customs and Border Protection.

(3) The item relating to chapter 6 in the
table of chapters for title 17, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

6. MANUFACTURING REQUIREMENTS,
IMPORTATION, AND EXPORTATION ........ 601",
TITLE II—_ENHANCEMENTS TO CRIMINAL
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS
SEC. 201. CRIMINAL INFRINGEMENT OF A COPY-

RIGHT.

Section 2319 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘is a felony and’” after
“‘offense’ the first place such term appears;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (a)’’;

(2) in subsection (¢)(2)—
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(A) by inserting ‘‘is a felony and” after
‘“‘offense’ the first place such term appears;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘subsection (a)’’;

(3) in subsection (d)(3)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘is a felony and’” after
‘‘offense’” the first place such term appears;
and

(B) by inserting ‘‘under subsection (a)”’ be-
fore the semicolon; and

(4) in subsection (d)(4), by inserting ‘‘is a
felony and” after ‘‘offense’ the first place
such term appears.

SEC. 202. HARMONIZATION OF FORFEITURE PRO-
CEDURES FOR INTELLECTUAL
PROPERTY OFFENSES.

(a) TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT LABELS.—
Section 2318 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (d) to read as
follows:

“(d) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION; RES-
TITUTION.—

‘(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—(A)
The following property is subject to for-
feiture to the United States:

‘(i) Any counterfeit documentation or
packaging, and any counterfeit label or il-
licit label and any article to which a coun-
terfeit label or illicit label has been affixed,
which a counterfeit label or illicit label en-
closes or accompanies, or which was in-
tended to have had such label affixed, enclos-
ing, or accompanying.

‘“(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of a violation of subsection
(a).

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or facilitate the commission
of a violation of subsection (a) that is owned
or predominantly controlled by the violator
or by a person conspiring with or aiding and
abetting the violator in committing the vio-
lation, except that property is subject to for-
feiture under this clause only if the Govern-
ment establishes that there was a substan-
tial connection between the property and the
violation of subsection (a).

‘(B) The provisions of chapter 46 relating
to civil forfeitures shall extend to any sei-
zure or civil forfeiture under subparagraph
(A). At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any for-
feited counterfeit labels or illicit labels and
any article to which a counterfeit label or il-
licit label has been affixed, which a counter-
feit label or illicit label encloses or accom-
panies, or which was intended to have had
such label affixed, enclosing, or accom-
panying, be destroyed or otherwise disposed
of according to law.

‘(C) In this paragraph, the term ‘aiding
and abetting’ means knowingly providing aid
to the violator with the intent to facilitate
the violation.

¢(2) CRIMINAL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—
(A) The court, in imposing sentence on a per-
son convicted of an offense under this sec-
tion, shall order, in addition to any other
sentence imposed, that the person forfeit to
the United States the following property:

‘(i) Any counterfeit documentation or
packaging, and any counterfeit label or il-
licit label, that was used, intended for use, or
possessed with intent to use in the commis-
sion of an offense under subsection (a), and
any article to which such a counterfeit label
or illicit label has been affixed, which such a
counterfeit label or illicit label encloses or
accompanies, or which was intended to have
had such label affixed, enclosing, or accom-
panying.

‘“(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of an offense under sub-
section (a).
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‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or substantially facilitate
the commission of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘(B) The forfeiture of property under sub-
paragraph (A), including any seizure and dis-
position of the property and any related judi-
cial or administrative proceeding, shall be
governed by the procedures set forth in sec-
tion 413 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C.
8563), other than subsection (d) of that sec-
tion. At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any
counterfeit label or illicit label and any arti-
cle to which a counterfeit label or illicit
label has been affixed, which a counterfeit
label or illicit label encloses or accompanies,
or which was intended to have had such label
affixed, enclosing, or accompanying, be de-
stroyed or otherwise disposed of according to
law.

‘(3) RESTITUTION.—When a person is con-
victed of an offense under this section, the
court, pursuant to sections 3556, 3663A, and
3664, shall order the person to pay restitution
to the owner of the marks or copyrighted
works involved in the offense and any other
victim of the offense as an offense against
property referred to in section
3663A(c)(1)(A)({1).”;

(2) by striking subsection (e); and

(3) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (e).

(b) CRIMINAL INFRINGEMENT OF A COPY-
RIGHT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2319 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘(g) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION; RES-
TITUTION.—

‘(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—(A)
The following property is subject to for-
feiture to the United States:

‘(i) Any copies or phonorecords manufac-
tured, reproduced, distributed, sold, or other-
wise used, intended for use, or possessed with
intent to use in violation of section 506(a) of
title 17, any plates, molds, matrices, mas-
ters, tapes, film negatives, or other articles
by means of which such copies or
phonorecords may be made, and any elec-
tronic, mechanical, or other devices for man-
ufacturing, reproducing, or assembling such
copies or phonorecords.

‘“(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of a violation of section
506(a) of title 17.

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or facilitate the commission
of a violation of section 506(a) of title 17 that
is owned or predominantly controlled by the
violator or by a person conspiring with or
aiding and abetting the violator in commit-
ting the violation, except that property is
subject to forfeiture under this clause only if
the Government establishes that there was a
substantial connection between the property
and the violation of section 506(a) of title 17.

‘“(B) The provisions of chapter 46 relating
to civil forfeitures shall extend to any sei-
zure or civil forfeiture under this section. At
the conclusion of the forfeiture proceedings,
the court shall order that any forfeited in-
fringing copies or phonorecords, and any
plates, molds, matrices, masters, tapes, and
film negatives by means of which such unau-
thorized copies or phonorecords may be
made, be destroyed or otherwise disposed of
according to law.

‘(C) In this paragraph, the term ‘aiding
and abetting’ means knowingly providing aid
to the violator with the intent to facilitate
the violation.

‘(2) CRIMINAL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—
(A) The court, in imposing sentence on a per-
son convicted of an offense under subsection
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(a), shall order, in addition to any other sen-
tence imposed, that the person forfeit to the
United States the following property:

‘(i) Any copies or phonorecords manufac-
tured, reproduced, distributed, sold, or other-
wise used, intended for use, or possessed with
intent to use in the commission of an offense
under subsection (a), any plates, molds, mat-
rices, masters, tapes, film negatives, or other
articles by means of which the copies or
phonorecords may be reproduced, and any
electronic, mechanical, or other devices for
manufacturing, reproducing, or assembling
such copies or phonorecords.

‘‘(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘“(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or substantially facilitate
the commission of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘“(B) The forfeiture of property under sub-
paragraph (A), including any seizure and dis-
position of the property and any related judi-
cial or administrative proceeding, shall be
governed by the procedures set forth in sec-
tion 413 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C.
8563), other than subsection (d) of that sec-
tion. At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any for-
feited infringing copies or phonorecords, and
any plates, molds, matrices, masters, tapes,
and film negatives by means of which such
infringing copies or phonorecords may be
made, be destroyed or otherwise disposed of
according to law.

‘(3) RESTITUTION.—When a person is con-
victed of an offense under this section, the
court, pursuant to sections 3556, 3663A, and
3664, shall order the person to pay restitution
to the copyright owner and any other victim
of the offense as an offense against property
referred to in section 3663A(c)(1)(A)(i).”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(A) Section
506(b) of title 17, United States Code, is
amended by striking all that follows ‘‘de-
struction” and inserting the following: ‘‘of
property as prescribed by section 2319(g) of
title 18.”.

(B) Section 509 of title 17, United States
Code, relating seizure and forfeiture, and the
item relating to section 509 in the table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 5 of title
17, United States Code, are repealed.

(¢c) UNAUTHORIZED FIXATION AND TRAF-
FICKING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2319A of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (c¢) and redesig-
nating subsections (d), (e), and (f) as sub-
sections (c), (d), and (e), respectively; and

(B) by amending subsection (b) to read as
follows:

“(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION; RES-
TITUTION.—

‘(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—(A)
The following property is subject to for-
feiture to the United States:

‘(i) Any copies or phonorecords of a live
musical performance described in subsection
(a)(1) that are made without the consent of
the performer or performers involved, and
any plates, molds, matrices, masters, tapes,
and film negatives by means of which such
copies or phonorecords may be made.

‘‘(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of a violation of subsection
(a).

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or facilitate the commission
of a violation of subsection (a) that is owned
or predominantly controlled by the violator
or by a person conspiring with or aiding and
abetting the violator in committing the vio-
lation, except that property is subject to for-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

feiture under this clause only if the Govern-
ment establishes that there was a substan-
tial connection between the property and the
violation of subsection (a).

‘“(B) The provisions of chapter 46 relating
to civil forfeitures shall extend to any sei-
zure or civil forfeiture under paragraph (1).
At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any for-
feited unauthorized copies or phonorecords
of live musical performances, and any plates,
molds, matrices, maters, tapes, and film neg-
atives by means of which such unauthorized
copies or phonorecords may be made, be de-
stroyed or otherwise disposed of according to
law.

‘(C) In this paragraph, the term ‘aiding
and abetting” means knowingly providing aid
to the violator with the intent to facilitate
the violation.

‘(2) CRIMINAL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—
(A) The court, in imposing sentence on a per-
son convicted of an offense under this sec-
tion, shall order, in addition to any other
sentence imposed, that the person forfeit to
the United States the following property:

(1) Any unauthorized copies or
phonorecords of a live musical performance
that were used, intended for use, or possessed
with intent to use in the commission of an
offense under subsection (a), and any plates,
molds, matrices, masters, tapes, and film
negatives by means of which such copies or
phonorecords may be made.

‘(i) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or substantially facilitate
the commission of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘(B) The forfeiture of property under sub-
paragraph (A), including any seizure and dis-
position of the property and any related judi-
cial or administrative proceeding, shall be
governed by the procedures set forth in sec-
tion 413 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C.
8563), other than subsection (d) of that sec-
tion. At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any for-
feited unauthorized copies or phonorecords
of live musical performances, and any plates,
molds, matrices, masters, tapes, and film
negatives by means of which such unauthor-
ized copies of phonorecords may be made, be
destroyed or otherwise disposed of according
to law.

“(3) NOTIFICATION OF IMPORTATION.—The
Secretary of Homeland Security shall issue
regulations by which any performer may,
upon payment of a specified fee, be entitled
to notification by U.S. Customs and Border
Protection of the importation of copies or
phonorecords that appear to consist of unau-
thorized fixations of the sounds or sounds
and images of a live musical performance
prohibited by this section.

‘“(4) RESTITUTION.—When a person is con-
victed of an offense under this section, the
court, pursuant to sections 3556, 3663A, and
3664, shall order the person to pay restitution
to the performer or performers involved, and
any other victim of the offense as an offense
against property referred to in section
3663A(c)(1)(A)({i).”.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Section 2319A(e), as re-
designated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section, is amended by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘, except that the for-
feiture provisions under subsection (b)(2), as
added by the Prioritizing Resources and Or-
ganization for Intellectual Property Act,
shall apply only in a case in which the un-
derlying act or acts occur on or after the
date of the enactment of that Act”.
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(d) UNAUTHORIZED RECORDING OF MOTION
PICTURES.—Section 2319B(b) of title 18,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

“(b) FORFEITURE AND DESTRUCTION; RES-
TITUTION.—

‘(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—(A)
The following property is subject to for-
feiture to the United States:

‘(i) Any copies of a motion picture or
other audiovisual work protected under title
17 that are made without the authorization
of the copyright owner.

‘“(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of a violation of subsection
(a).

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or facilitate the commission
of a violation of subsection (a) that is owned
or predominantly controlled by the violator
or by a person conspiring with or aiding and
abetting the violator in committing the vio-
lation, except that property is subject to for-
feiture under this clause only if the Govern-
ment establishes that there was a substan-
tial connection between the property and the
violation of subsection (a).

‘“(B) The provisions of chapter 46 relating
to civil forfeitures shall extend to any sei-
zure or civil forfeiture under this section. At
the conclusion of the forfeiture proceedings,
the court shall order that any forfeited un-
authorized copies or phonorecords of a mo-
tion picture or other audiovisual work, or
part thereof, and any plates, molds, mat-
rices, masters, tapes, and film negatives by
means of which such unauthorized copies or
phonorecords may be made, be destroyed or
otherwise disposed of according to law.

‘“(C) In this paragraph, the term ‘aiding
and abetting” means knowingly providing aid
to the violator with the intent to facilitate
the violation.

¢(2) CRIMINAL FORFEITURE PROCEEDINGS.—
(A) The court, in imposing sentence on a per-
son convicted of an offense under this sec-
tion, shall order, in addition to any other
sentence imposed, that the person forfeit to
the United States the following property:

‘(i) Any unauthorized copies of a motion
picture or other audiovisual work protected
under title 17, or part thereof, that were
used, intended for use, or possessed with in-
tent to use in the commission of an offense
under subsection (a).

‘‘(ii) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘‘(iii) Any property used, or intended to be
used, to commit or substantially facilitate
the commission of an offense under sub-
section (a).

‘“(B) The forfeiture of property under sub-
paragraph (A), including any seizure and dis-
position of the property and any related judi-
cial or administrative proceeding, shall be
governed by the procedures set forth in sec-
tion 413 of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse
Prevention and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C.
853), other than subsection (d) of that sec-
tion. At the conclusion of the forfeiture pro-
ceedings, the court shall order that any for-
feited unauthorized copies or phonorecords
of a motion picture or other audiovisual
work, or part thereof, and any plates, molds,
matrices, masters, tapes, and film negatives
by means of which such unauthorized copies
or phonorecords may be made, be destroyed
or otherwise disposed of according to law.

‘“(3) RESTITUTION.—When a person is con-
victed of an offense under this chapter, the
court, pursuant to sections 3556, 3663A, and
3664, shall order the person to pay restitution
to the owner of the copyright in the motion
picture or other audiovisual work and any
other victim of the offense as an offense
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against property referred to

3663A(c)(1)(A)({1).”.

(e) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply only in a case in
which the underlying act or acts occur on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 203. DIRECTIVE TO UNITED STATES SEN-

TENCING COMMISSION.

(a) REVIEW AND AMENDMENT.—The United
States Sentencing Commission, pursuant to
its authority under section 994 of title 28,
United States Code, shall review and, if ap-
propriate, amend the Federal sentencing
guidelines and policy statements applicable
in any case sentenced under section 2B5.3 of
the Federal sentencing guidelines for export-
ing infringing items in violation of section
602(a)(2) of title 17, United States Code, to
determine whether a defendant in such case
should receive an upward adjustment in the
offense level, on the grounds that expor-
tation introduces infringing items into the
stream of foreign commerce in a manner
analogous to the manner in which manufac-
turing, importing, and uploading such items
introduces them into the stream of com-
merce.

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—The United States
Sentencing Commission may amend the Fed-
eral sentencing guidelines under subsection
(a) in accordance with the procedures set
forth in section 21(a) of the Sentencing Act
of 1987 (28 U.S.C. 994 note) as though the au-
thority under that section had not expired.
SEC. 204. TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT GOODS

OR SERVICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2320 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘“Whoever’” and inserting
“OFFENSE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever’’;

(B) by moving the remaining text 2 ems to
the right; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘(2) SERIOUS BODILY HARM OR DEATH.—

‘‘(A) SERIOUS BODILY HARM.—If the offender
knowingly or recklessly causes or attempts
to cause serious bodily injury from conduct
in violation of paragraph (1), the penalty
shall be a fine under this title or imprison-
ment for not more than 20 years, or both.

‘“(B) DEATH.—If the offender knowingly or
recklessly causes or attempts to cause death
from conduct in violation of paragraph (1),
the penalty shall be a fine under this title or
imprisonment for any term of years or for
life, or both.”’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(1)—

(A) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as
subparagraph (C); and

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following:

‘“(B) Any property constituting or derived
from any proceeds obtained directly or indi-
rectly as a result of a violation of subsection
(a).”.

TITLE III—COORDINATION AND STRA-
TEGIC PLANNING OF FEDERAL EFFORT
AGAINST COUNTERFEITING AND PI-
RACY

Subtitle A—Office of the United States Intel-
lectual Property Enforcement Representa-
tive

SEC. 301. OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES INTEL-

LECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCEMENT
REPRESENTATIVE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT WITHIN EXECUTIVE OF-
FICE OF THE PRESIDENT.—There is established
within the Executive Office of the President
the Office of the United States Intellectual
Property Enforcement Representative (in
this title referred to as ‘‘the Office”’).

(b) UNITED STATES INTELLECTUAL PROP-
ERTY ENFORCEMENT REPRESENTATIVE.—The
head of the Office shall be the United States
Intellectual Property Enforcement Rep-

in section
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resentative (in this title referred to as the
“IP Enforcement Representative’’) who shall
be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate. As an
exercise of the rulemaking power of the Sen-
ate, any nomination of the IP Enforcement
Representative submitted to the Senate for
confirmation, and referred to a committee,
shall be referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

(¢) DUTIES OF IP ENFORCEMENT REPRESENT-
ATIVE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative shall—

(A) have primary responsibility for devel-
oping the Joint Strategic Plan against coun-
terfeiting and piracy under section 321 and
facilitating the implementation of the Joint
Strategic Plan by the departments and agen-
cies listed in subsection (d)(2)(A);

(B) serve as a principal advisor to the
President on domestic and international in-
tellectual property enforcement policy;

(C) assist the United States Trade Rep-
resentative—

(i) concerning negotiations on behalf of the
United States relating to international intel-
lectual property enforcement, including ne-
gotiations on any intellectual property en-
forcement matter considered under the aus-
pices of the World Trade Organization or in
the course of commodity or direct invest-
ment negotiations in which the TUnited
States participates; and

(ii) in the programs of the United States
Trade Representative to monitor and enforce
intellectual property enforcement obliga-
tions of other countries under trade agree-
ments with the United States;

(D) coordinate the issuance of policy guid-
ance to departments and agencies on basic
issues of policy and interpretation that arise
in the exercise of domestic and international
intellectual property enforcement functions,
to the extent necessary to assure the coordi-
nation of intellectual property enforcement
policy and consistency with any other law;

(E) act as a principal spokesperson of the
President on domestic and international in-
tellectual property enforcement matters;

(F) report directly to the President and the
Congress regarding domestic and inter-
national intellectual property enforcement
programs;

(G) advise the President and the Congress
with respect to domestic and international
intellectual property enforcement challenges
and priorities;

(H) report to the Congress, as provided in
section 322, on the implementation of the
Joint Strategic Plan, and make rec-
ommendations to the Congress for improve-
ments in Federal intellectual property en-
forcement efforts;

(I) chair the interagency intellectual prop-
erty enforcement advisory committee estab-
lished under subsection (d)(2), and consult
with such advisory committee in the per-
formance of the functions of the IP Enforce-
ment Representative; and

(J) carry out such other functions as the
President may direct.

(2) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—The IP En-
forcement Representative may not control
or direct any law enforcement agency in the
exercise of its investigative or prosecutorial
authority in particular cases.

(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
the Congress that the IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative should—

(A) be a senior representative on any body
that the President may establish for the pur-
pose of providing to the President advice on
overall policies in which intellectual prop-
erty enforcement matters predominate; and

(B) be included as a participant in eco-
nomic summit and other international meet-
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ings at which international intellectual
property enforcement is a significant topic.

(4) DELEGATION.—The IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative may—

(A) delegate any of the IP Enforcement
Representative’s functions, powers, and du-
ties to such officers and employees of the Of-
fice as the IP Enforcement Representative
may designate; and

(B) authorize such successive redelegations
of such functions, powers, and duties to such
officers and employees of the Office as the IP
Enforcement Representative considers ap-
propriate.

(d) COORDINATION OF INTELLECTUAL PROP-
ERTY ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the func-
tions of the IP Enforcement Representative,
the IP Enforcement Representative shall de-
velop recommendations on the allocation of
Federal resources for intellectual property
enforcement.

(2) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
an interagency intellectual property enforce-
ment advisory committee composed of the
IP Enforcement Representative, who shall
chair the committee, and senior representa-
tives of the following departments and agen-
cies who are involved in intellectual prop-
erty enforcement, and are appointed by the
respective heads of those departments and
agencies:

(i) The Department of Justice (including
the Intellectual Property Enforcement Offi-
cer appointed under section 501).

(ii) The United States Patent and Trade-
mark Office and other relevant units of the
Department of Commerce.

(iii) The Office of the United States Trade
Representative.

(iv) The Department of State (including
the United States Agency for International
Development and the Bureau of Inter-
national Narcotics Law Enforcement).

(v) The Department of Homeland Security
(including U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion and U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement).

(vi) The United States International Trade
Commission.

(vii) The Food and Drug Administration of
the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices.

(viii) The United States Copyright Office.

(ix) Such other agencies as the IP Enforce-
ment Representative determines to be sub-
stantially involved in the efforts of the Fed-
eral Government to combat counterfeiting
and piracy.

(B) FUNCTIONS.—The advisory committee
established under subparagraph (A) shall,
under the guidance of the IP Enforcement
Representative, develop the Joint Strategic
Plan against counterfeiting and piracy under
section 321.

(3) EXEMPTION FROM FEDERAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act shall not apply to the inter-
agency intellectual property enforcement
advisory committee established under para-
graph (2) or to any of the activities con-
ducted by the IP Enforcement Representa-
tive in developing the Joint Strategic Plan
under section 321.

(e) IDENTIFICATION OF COUNTRIES THAT
DENY ADEQUATE PROTECTION OF INTELLEC-
TUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS.—Section 182(b)(2)(A)
of the Trade Act of 1974 (@19 TU.S.C.
2242(b)(2)(A)) is amended by inserting ‘‘the
United States Intellectual Property Enforce-
ment Representative,” after ‘‘consult with”.

(f) POWERS OF IP ENFORCEMENT REPRESENT-
ATIVE.—In carrying out the responsibilities
under this title, the IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative may—

(1) select, appoint, employ, and fix the
compensation of such officers and employees
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as may be necessary to carry out those re-
sponsibilities;

(2) request the head of a department, agen-
cy, or program of the Federal Government to
place personnel of such department, agency,
or program who are engaged in intellectual
property enforcement activities on tem-
porary detail to the Office of the IP Enforce-
ment Representative to assist in carrying
out those responsibilities;

(3) use, with the consent of the Federal,
State, and local government agencies con-
cerned, the available services, equipment,
personnel, and facilities of such Federal,
State, and local government agencies;

(4) procure the services of experts and con-
sultants in accordance with section 3109 of
title 5, United States Code, relating to the
procurement of temporary and intermittent
services, at rates of compensation for indi-
viduals not to exceed the daily equivalent of
the rate of pay payable under level IV of the
Executive Schedule under section 5315 of
title 5, United States Code, and while such
experts and consultants are so serving away
from their homes or regular place of busi-
ness, pay such employees travel expenses and
per diem in lieu of subsistence at rates au-
thorized by section 5703 of title 5, United
States Code, for persons in Government serv-
ice employed intermittently;

(5) issue such regulations as may be nec-
essary to carry out the functions vested in
the IP Enforcement Representative;

(6) enter into and perform such contracts,
leases, cooperative agreements, or other
transactions as may be necessary in the con-
duct of the work of the Office and on such
terms as the IP Enforcement Representative
considers appropriate, with any department,
agency, or instrumentality of the United
States, or with any public or private person,
firm, association, corporation, or institu-
tion;

(7) accept voluntary and uncompensated
services, notwithstanding the provisions of
section 1342 of title 31, United States Code;

(8) adopt an official seal, which shall be ju-
dicially noticed; and

(9) accept, hold, administer, and use gifts,
devises, and bequests of property, both real
and personal, for the purpose of aiding or fa-
cilitating the work of the Office.

(g) COMPENSATION.—Section 5312 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

“United States Intellectual Property En-
forcement Representative.”.

SEC. 302. DEFINITION.

For purposes of this title, the term ‘“‘intel-
lectual property enforcement’” means mat-
ters relating to the enforcement of laws pro-
tecting copyrights, patents, trademarks,
other forms of intellectual property, and
trade secrets, both in the United States and
abroad, including in particular matters re-
lating to combating counterfeit and pirated
goods.

Subtitle B—Joint Strategic Plan
SEC. 321. JOINT STRATEGIC PLAN.

(a) PURPOSE.—The objectives of the Joint
Strategic Plan against counterfeiting and pi-
racy that is referred to in section 301(c)(1)(A)
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘joint stra-
tegic plan’’) are the following:

(1) Reducing counterfeit and pirated goods
in the domestic and international supply
chain.

(2) Identifying and addressing structural
weaknesses, systemic flaws, or other unjusti-
fied impediments to effective enforcement
action against the financing, production,
trafficking, or sale of counterfeit or pirated
goods.

(3) Assuring that information is identified
and shared among the relevant departments
and agencies, to the extent permitted by law
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and consistent with law enforcement proto-
cols for handling information, to aid in the
objective of arresting and prosecuting indi-
viduals and entities that are knowingly in-
volved in the financing, production, traf-
ficking, or sale of counterfeit or pirated
goods.

(4) Disrupting and eliminating domestic
and international counterfeiting and piracy
networks.

(b) Strengthening the capacity of other
countries to protect and enforce intellectual
property rights, and reducing the number of
countries that fail to enforce laws pre-
venting the financing, production, traf-
ficking, and sale of counterfeit and pirated
goods.

(6) Working with other countries to estab-
lish international standards and policies for
the effective protection and enforcement of
intellectual property rights.

(7) Protecting intellectual property rights
overseas by—

(A) working with other countries to ensure
that such countries—

(i) have adequate and effective laws pro-
tecting copyrights, trademarks, patents, and
other forms of intellectual property;

(ii) have legal regimes that enforce their
own domestic intellectual property laws,
eliminate counterfeit and piracy operations,
and arrest and prosecute those who commit
intellectual property crimes;

(iii) provide their law enforcement officials
with the authority to seize, inspect, and de-
stroy pirated and counterfeit goods, includ-
ing at ports of entry; and

(iv) provide for the seizure of property used
to produce pirated and counterfeit goods;

(B) exchanging information with appro-
priate law enforcement agencies in other
countries relating to individuals and entities
involved in the financing, production, traf-
ficking, or sale of pirated or counterfeit
goods;

(C) using the information described in sub-
paragraph (B) to conduct enforcement activi-
ties in cooperation with appropriate law en-
forcement agencies in other countries; and

(D) building a formal process for con-
sulting with companies, industry associa-
tions, labor unions, and other interested
groups in other countries with respect to in-
tellectual property enforcement.

(b) TIMING.—Not later than 12 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, and
not later than December 31 of every third
year thereafter, the IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative shall submit the joint strategic
plan to the President, to the Committee on
the Judiciary and the Committee on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives,
and to the Committee on the Judiciary and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate.

(¢) RESPONSIBILITY OF THE IP ENFORCEMENT
REPRESENTATIVE.—During the development
of the joint strategic plan, the IP Enforce-
ment Representative—

(1) shall consult and coordinate with the
appropriate officers and employees of depart-
ments and agencies represented on the advi-
sory committee appointed under section
301(d)(2) who are involved in intellectual
property enforcement; and

(2) may consult with private sector experts
in intellectual property enforcement.

(d) RESPONSIBILITIES OF OTHER DEPART-
MENTS AND AGENCIES.—To assist in the devel-
opment and implementation of the joint
strategic plan, the heads of the departments
and agencies identified wunder section
301(d)(2)(A) (including the heads of any other
agencies identified by the IP Enforcement
Representative under section 301(d)(2)(A)(ix))
shall—

(1) designate personnel with expertise and
experience in intellectual property enforce-
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ment matters to work with the IP Enforce-
ment Representative; and

(2) share relevant department or agency in-
formation with the IP Enforcement Rep-
resentative, including statistical informa-
tion on the enforcement activities of the de-
partment or agency against counterfeiting
or piracy, and plans for addressing the joint
strategic plan.

(e) CONTENTS OF THE JOINT STRATEGIC
PLAN.—Each joint strategic plan shall in-
clude the following:

(1) A detailed description of the priorities
identified for carrying out the objectives in
the joint strategic plan, including activities
of the Federal Government relating to intel-
lectual property enforcement.

(2) A detailed description of the means and
methods to be employed to achieve the prior-
ities, including the means and methods for
improving the efficiency and effectiveness of
the Federal Government’s enforcement ef-
forts against counterfeiting and piracy.

(3) Estimates of the resources necessary to
fulfill the priorities identified under para-
graph (1).

(4) The performance measures to be used to
monitor results under the joint strategic
plan during the following year.

(5) An analysis of the threat posed by vio-
lations of intellectual property rights, in-
cluding targets, risks, and threats of intel-
lectual property infringement, the costs to
the economy of the United States resulting
from violations of intellectual property laws,
and the threats to public health and safety
created by counterfeiting and piracy.

(6) An identification of the departments
and agencies that will be involved in imple-
menting each priority under paragraph (1).

(7) A strategy for ensuring coordination be-
tween the IP Enforcement Representative
and the departments and agencies identified
under paragraph (6), including a process for
oversight by the executive branch of, and ac-
countability among, the departments and
agencies responsible for carrying out the
strategy.

(8) Such other information as is necessary
to convey the costs imposed on the United
States economy by, and the threats to public
health and safety created by, counterfeiting
and piracy, and those steps that the Federal
Government intends to take over the period
covered by the succeeding joint strategic
plan to reduce those costs and counter those
threats.

(f) ENHANCING ENFORCEMENT EFFORTS OF
FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS.—The joint strategic
plan shall include programs to provide train-
ing and technical assistance to foreign gov-
ernments for the purpose of enhancing the
efforts of such governments to enforce laws
against counterfeiting and piracy. With re-
spect to such programs, the joint strategic
plan shall—

(1) seek to enhance the efficiency and con-
sistency with which Federal resources are
expended, and seek to minimize duplication,
overlap, or inconsistency of efforts;

(2) identify and give priority to those coun-
tries where programs of training and tech-
nical assistance can be carried out most ef-
fectively and with the greatest benefit to re-
ducing counterfeit and pirated products in
the United States market, to protecting the
intellectual property rights of United States
persons and their licensees, and to pro-
tecting the interests of United States per-
sons otherwise harmed by violations of intel-
lectual property rights in those countries;

(3) in identifying the priorities under para-
graph (2), be guided by the list of countries
identified by the United States Trade Rep-
resentative under section 182(a) of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2242(a)); and

(4) develop metrics to measure the effec-
tiveness of the Federal Government’s efforts
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to improve the laws and enforcement prac-
tices of foreign governments against coun-
terfeiting and piracy.

(g) DISSEMINATION OF THE JOINT STRATEGIC
PLAN.—The joint strategic plan shall be
posted for public access on the website of the
White House, and shall be disseminated to
the public through such other means as the
IP Enforcement Representative may iden-
tify.

SEC. 322. REPORTING.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than De-
cember 31 of each calendar year beginning in
2009, the IP Enforcement Representative
shall submit a report on the activities of the
Office during the preceding fiscal year. The
annual report shall be submitted to the
President and the Congress, and dissemi-
nated to the people of the United States, in
the manner specified in subsections (b) and
(g) of section 321.

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by this
section shall include the following:

(1) The progress made on implementing the
strategic plan and on the progress toward
fulfillment of the priorities identified under
section 321(e), including an analysis of the
performance measures used to monitor re-
sults described in section 321(e)(4).

(2) The progress made in efforts to encour-
age Federal, State, and local government de-
partments and agencies to accord higher pri-
ority to intellectual property enforcement.

(3) The progress made in working with for-
eign countries to investigate, arrest, and
prosecute entities and individuals involved
in the financing, production, trafficking, and
sale of counterfeit and pirated goods.

(4) The manner in which the relevant de-
partments and agencies are working to-
gether and sharing information to strength-
en intellectual property enforcement.

(56) An assessment of the successes and
shortcomings of the efforts of the Federal
Government, including departments and
agencies represented on the committee es-
tablished under section 301(d)(2)(A), in ful-
filling the priorities identified in the appli-
cable joint strategic plan during the pre-
ceding fiscal year and in implementing the
recommendations developed under section
301(d)(1).

(6) Recommendations for any changes in
enforcement statutes, regulations, or fund-
ing levels that the IP Representative con-
siders would significantly improve the effec-
tiveness or efficiency of the effort of the
Federal Government to combat counter-
feiting and piracy and otherwise strengthen
intellectual property enforcement, including
through the elimination or consolidation of
duplicative programs or initiatives.

(7) The progress made in strengthening the
capacity of countries to protect and enforce
intellectual property rights.

(8) The successes and challenges in sharing
with other countries information relating to
intellectual property enforcement.

(9) The progress of the United States Trade
Representative in taking the appropriate ac-
tion under any trade agreement or treaty to
protect intellectual property rights of
United States persons and their licensees.
SEC. 323. SAVINGS AND REPEALS.

(a) REPEAL OF COORDINATION COUNCIL.—
Section 653 of the Treasury and General Gov-
ernment Appropriations Act, 2000 (15 U.S.C.
1128) is repealed.

(b) CURRENT AUTHORITIES NOT AFFECTED.—
Except as provided in subsection (a), nothing
in this title shall alter the authority of any
department or agency of the United States
(including any independent agency) that re-
lates to—

(1) the investigation and prosecution of
violations of laws that protect intellectual
property rights;
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(2) the administrative enforcement, at the
borders of the United States, of laws that
protect intellectual property rights; or

(3) the United States trade agreements pro-
gram or international trade.

(¢) REGISTER OF COPYRIGHTS.—Nothing in
this title shall derogate from the duties and
functions of the Register of Copyrights.

SEC. 324. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated for each fiscal year such
sums as may be necessary to carry out this
title.

(b) SUBMISSION OF PROJECTED BUDGET.—BYy
not later than the date on which the Presi-
dent submits to the Congress the budget of
the United States Government for a fiscal
year, the IP Representative shall submit to
the Committees on the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives and the Senate the
projected amount of funds for the succeeding
fiscal year that will be necessary for the Of-
fice to carry out its functions.

TITLE IV—INTERNATIONAL
ENFORCEMENT AND COORDINATION
SEC. 401. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ATTACHES.

The Under Secretary of Commerce for In-
tellectual Property and Director of the
United States Patent and Trademark Office
(in this title referred to as the ‘‘Director”’),
in consultation with the Director General of
the United States and Foreign Commercial
Service, shall, within 2 years after the date
of the enactment of this Act, appoint at
least 10 intellectual property attachés to
serve in United States embassies or other
diplomatic missions. The appointments
under this section shall be in addition to
those individuals serving in the capacity of
intellectual property attachés at United
States embassies or other diplomatic mis-
sions on the date of the enactment of this
Act. The Director shall provide such mana-
gerial, administrative, research, and other
services as the Secretary of Commerce con-
siders necessary to assist the intellectual
property attachés in carrying out their re-
sponsibilities.

SEC. 402. DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF IN-
TELLECTUAL PROPERTY ATTACHES.

The intellectual property attachés ap-
pointed under section 401, as well as others
serving as intellectual property attachés of
the Department of Commerce, shall have the
following responsibilities:

(1) To promote cooperation with foreign
governments in the enforcement of intellec-
tual property laws generally, and in the en-
forcement of laws against counterfeiting and
piracy in particular.

(2) To assist United States persons holding
intellectual property rights, and the licens-
ees of such United States persons, in their ef-
forts to combat counterfeiting and piracy of
their products or works within the host
country, including counterfeit or pirated
goods exported from or transshipped through
that country.

(3) To chair an intellectual property pro-
tection task force consisting of representa-
tives from all other relevant sections or bu-
reaus of the embassy or other mission.

(4) To coordinate with representatives of
the embassies or missions of other countries
in information sharing, private or public
communications with the government of the
host country, and other forms of cooperation
for the purpose of improving enforcement
against counterfeiting and piracy.

(5) As appropriate and in accordance with
applicable laws and the diplomatic status of
the attachés, to engage in public education
efforts against counterfeiting and piracy in
the host country.

(6) To coordinate training and technical as-
sistance programs of the United States Gov-
ernment within the host country that are
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aimed at improving the enforcement of laws
against counterfeiting and piracy.

(7) To assist in the coordination of the ef-
forts of the United States Intellectual Prop-
erty Enforcement Representative, Federal
agencies, and private organizations engaged
in the promotion of United States intellec-
tual property interests abroad so as to maxi-
mize their effectiveness and minimize dupli-
cative efforts.

(8) To identify and promote other means to
more effectively combat counterfeiting and
piracy activities under the jurisdiction of
the host country.

SEC. 403. TRAINING AND DESIGNATION OF AS-
SIGNMENT.

(a) TRAINING OF ATTACHES.—The Director
shall ensure that each attaché appointed
under section 401 is fully trained for the re-
sponsibilities of the position before assuming
duties at the United States embassy or other
mission in question.

(b) PRIORITY ASSIGNMENTS.—In designating
the embassies or other missions to which
attachés are assigned, the Director shall give
priority to those countries where the activi-
ties of an attaché can be carried out most ef-
fectively and with the greatest benefit to re-
ducing counterfeit and pirated products in
the United States market, to protecting the
intellectual property rights of United States
persons and their licensees, or to protecting
the interests of United States persons other-
wise harmed by violations of intellectual
property rights in those countries.

SEC. 404. COORDINATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The activities authorized
by this title shall be carried out in coordina-
tion with the United States Intellectual
Property Enforcement Representative ap-
pointed under section 301.

(b) REPORT ON ATTACHES.—The Inspector
General of the Department of Commerce
shall perform yearly audits of the intellec-
tual property attachés of the Department,
and shall report to the Committees on the
Judiciary of the House of Representatives
and the Senate the results of each such
audit. In addition to an overview of the ac-
tivities and effectiveness of the intellectual
property attaché operations, the audit shall
include—

(1) an evaluation of the current placement
of foreign-based personnel and recommenda-
tions for transferring such personnel in re-
sponse to newly emerging intellectual prop-
erty issues abroad; and

(2) an evaluation of the personnel system
and its management, including the recruit-
ment, assignment, promotion, and perform-
ance appraisal of personnel, and the use of
limited appointees.

SEC. 405. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary for the training and support of the in-
tellectual property attachés appointed under
section 401 and of other individuals serving
as intellectual property attachés of the De-
partment of Commerce.

TITLE V—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—Coordination
SEC. 501. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCE-
MENT OFFICER.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
within the Office of the Deputy Attorney
General in the Department of Justice the
‘“‘Intellectual Property Enforcement Divi-
sion’’. The head of the Intellectual Property
Enforcement Division shall be the Intellec-
tual Property Enforcement Officer (in this
title referred to as the ‘“IP Officer’’). The IP
Officer shall be appointed by the Attorney
General and shall report directly to the Dep-
uty Attorney General.
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(b) DUTIES.—The IP Officer shall—

(1) coordinate all efforts of the Department
of Justice relating to the enforcement of in-
tellectual property rights and to combating
counterfeiting and piracy;

(2) serve as the lead representative of the
Department of Justice on the advisory com-
mittee provided for in section 301(d)(2) and as
the liaison of the Department of Justice with
foreign governments with respect to training
conducted under section 522; and

(3) carry out such other related duties that
may be assigned by the Deputy Attorney
General.

(¢) TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS.—

(1) CRIMINAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY EN-
FORCEMENT.—There are transferred to the In-
tellectual Property Enforcement Division
those functions of the Computer Crime and
Intellectual Property Section of the Crimi-
nal Division of the Department of Justice
that relate to the enforcement of criminal
laws relating to the protection of intellec-
tual property rights and trade secrets, in-
cluding the following:

(A) Sections 506 and 1204 of title 17, United
States Code.

(B) Sections 2318 through 2320 of title 18,
United States Code.

(C) Sections 1831 and 1832 of title 18, United
States Code.

(D) Any other provision of law, including
the following, to the extent such provision
involves the enforcement of any provision of
law referred to in subparagraphs (A) through
(C) or comparable provision of law:

(i) Section 1341 of title 18, United States
Code, relating to frauds and swindles.

(ii) Section 1343 of title 18, United States
Code, relating to fraud by wire, radio, or tel-
evision.

(iii) Section 2512 of title 18, United States
Code, relating to trafficking in interception
devices.

(iv) Section 633 of the Communications Act
of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 553), relating to the unau-
thorized reception of cable service.

(v) Section 705 of the Communications Act
of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 605), relating to the unau-
thorized publication or use of communica-
tions.

(2) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCEMENT
COORDINATORS.—The Intellectual Property
Law Enforcement Coordinators of the De-
partment of Justice to whom section 521 ap-
plies shall also be in the Intellectual Prop-
erty Enforcement Division.

Subtitle B—Law Enforcement Resources
SEC. 511. LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 2 of the Com-
puter Crime Enforcement Act (42 U.S.C. 3713)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting after
‘“‘computer crime’ each place it appears the
following: ‘‘, including infringement of copy-
righted works over the Internet’’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(1), relating to author-
ization of appropriations, by striking ‘‘fiscal
years 2001 through 2004’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal
years 2009 through 2013

(b) GRANTS.—The Office of Justice Pro-
grams of the Department of Justice shall
make grants to eligible State or local law
enforcement entities, including law enforce-
ment agencies of municipal governments and
public educational institutions, for training,
prevention, enforcement, and prosecution of
intellectual property theft and infringement
crimes (in this subsection referred to as “‘IP-
TIC grants’), in accordance with the fol-
lowing:

(1) USE OF IP-TIC GRANT AMOUNTS.—IP-TIC
grants may be used to establish and develop
programs to do the following with respect to
the enforcement of State and local true
name and address laws and State and local
criminal laws on anti-piracy, anti-counter-
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feiting, and unlawful acts with respect to
goods by reason of their protection by a pat-
ent, trademark, service mark, trade secret,
or other intellectual property right under
State or Federal law:

(A) Assist State and local law enforcement
agencies in enforcing those laws, including
by reimbursing State and local entities for
expenses incurred in performing enforcement
operations, such as overtime payments and
storage fees for seized evidence.

(B) Assist State and local law enforcement
agencies in educating the public to prevent,
deter, and identify violations of those laws.

(C) Educate and train State and local law
enforcement officers and prosecutors to con-
duct investigations and forensic analyses of
evidence and prosecutions in matters involv-
ing those laws.

(D) Establish task forces that include per-
sonnel from State or local law enforcement
entities, or both, exclusively to conduct in-
vestigations and forensic analyses of evi-
dence and prosecutions in matters involving
those laws.

(E) Assist State and local law enforcement
officers and prosecutors in acquiring com-
puter and other equipment to conduct inves-
tigations and forensic analyses of evidence
in matters involving those laws.

(F) Facilitate and promote the sharing,
with State and local law enforcement offi-
cers and prosecutors, of the expertise and in-
formation of Federal law enforcement agen-
cies about the investigation, analysis, and
prosecution of matters involving those laws
and criminal infringement of copyrighted
works, including the use of multi-jurisdic-
tional task forces.

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive
an IP-TIC grant, a State or local govern-
ment entity must provide to the Attorney
General—

(A) assurances that the State in which the
government entity is located has in effect
laws described in paragraph (1);

(B) an assessment of the resource needs of
the State or local government entity apply-
ing for the grant, including information on
the need for reimbursements of base salaries
and overtime costs, storage fees, and other
expenditures to improve the investigation,
prevention, or enforcement of laws described
in paragraph (1); and

(C) a plan for coordinating the programs
funded under this section with other feder-
ally funded technical assistance and training
programs, including directly funded Ilocal
programs such as the Edward Byrne Memo-
rial Justice Assistance Grant Program au-
thorized by subpart 1 of part E of title I of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.).

(3) MATCHING FUNDS.—The Federal share of
an IP-TIC grant may not exceed 90 percent
of the costs of the program or proposal fund-
ed by the IP-TIC grant, unless the Attorney
General waives, in whole or in part, the 90
percent requirement.

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(A) AUTHORIZATION.—There is authorized to
be appropriated to carry out this subsection
the sum of $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2008 through 2012.

(B) LIMITATION.—Of the amount made
available to carry out this subsection in any
fiscal year, not more than 3 percent may be
used by the Attorney General for salaries
and administrative expenses.

SEC. 512. CHIP UNITS, TRAINING, AND ADDI-
TIONAL RESOURCES.

(a) EVALUATION OF CHIP UNITS.—The At-
torney General shall review the allocation
and activities of the Computer Hacking and
Intellectual Property (in this section re-
ferred to as ‘““CHIP’’) units that have been es-
tablished in various Federal judicial dis-
tricts, with the goals of—
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(1) improving the effectiveness of CHIP
units in investigating and prosecuting crimi-
nal offenses arising from counterfeiting or
piracy activities;

(2) ensuring that CHIP units are estab-
lished and funded in every judicial district in
which they can be effectively deployed;

(3) upgrading the training and expertise of
Department of Justice personnel partici-
pating in CHIP units; and

(4) improving the coordination of the ac-
tivities of CHIP units with corresponding ef-
forts of State and local law enforcement
agencies operating within the Federal judi-
cial district in question.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In addition to any ini-
tiatives undertaken as a result of the review
conducted under subsection (a), the Attorney
General, in consultation with the Director of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, shall
ensure that—

(1) each CHIP unit is supported by at least
2 additional agents of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation for the purpose of inves-
tigating intellectual property crimes;

(2) each CHIP unit is assigned at least 1 ad-
ditional assistant United States attorney to
support such unit for the purpose of pros-
ecuting intellectual property crimes or other
crimes involved in counterfeiting or piracy
activities;

(3) CHIP units are established and staffed
in at least 10 Federal judicial districts in ad-
dition to those districts in which CHIP units
exist on the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(4) an operational unit is created con-
sisting of not less than 5 agents of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, attached to the
headquarters of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation in Washington, D.C., and dedicated
to working with the Intellectual Property
Enforcement Division established by section
501 on the development, investigation, and
coordination of complex, multi-district, and
international criminal intellectual property
cases.

(c) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL
AUTHORITIES.—The TUnited States attorney
for each Federal judicial district in which a
CHIP unit is in operation shall ensure that
the activities of that unit are coordinated
with the corresponding activities of State
and local law enforcement agencies oper-
ating within that Federal judicial district in
the investigation of intellectual property
crimes and other crimes involved in counter-
feiting or piracy, including by coordinating
Federal, State, and local operations and in-
telligence sharing to the extent appropriate.

(d) ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL.—The Attorney General,
in consultation with the Director of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation as appropriate,
shall ensure the following:

(1) All assistant United States attorneys
who are assigned to CHIP units, and all
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion who support those units, have received
advanced training, on an annual basis, in the
investigation and prosecution of intellectual
property crimes and other crimes involved in
counterfeiting and piracy.

(2) All relevant units of the Department of
Justice are allocated sufficient funding and
other resources as may be necessary to pro-
vide expert computer forensic assistance, in-
cluding from nongovernmental entities, in
investigating and prosecuting intellectual
property crimes in a timely manner. For
purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘‘all rel-
evant units’ includes those officers and em-
ployees assigned to carry out the functions
transferred by section 501(c)(1), CHIP units,
offices of the United States attorneys, and
units of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
that are engaged in the investigation of in-
tellectual property crimes.
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SEC. 513. TRANSPARENCY OF PROSECUTORIAL
DECISIONMAKING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
shall direct each United States attorney—

(1) to review the formal or informal stand-
ards currently in effect in that Federal judi-
cial district for accepting or declining pros-
ecution of cases involving criminal viola-
tions of intellectual property laws;

(2) to consider whether the standards
should be modified or applied more flexibly—

(A) to ensure that significant violations
are not being declined for prosecution inap-
propriately; or

(B) in light of the broader impact of indi-
vidual cases on the overall strategy to com-
bat counterfeiting and piracy; and

(3) to review the practices and procedures
currently in place for providing information
to complainants and victims in cases and in-
vestigations involving criminal violations of
intellectual property laws regarding the sta-
tus of such cases and investigations, includ-
ing the practices and procedures for appris-
ing interested parties of the decision to de-
cline prosecution of such cases.

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) PROSECUTORIAL MATTERS.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to impinge on
the appropriate exercise of prosecutorial dis-
cretion with respect to cases involving
criminal violations of intellectual property
laws or to require the promulgation of for-
mal standards or thresholds regarding pros-
ecution of any cases.

(2) NO CLAIMS, ETC., MAY BE ASSERTED.—
Nothing in the section shall give rise to any
claim, cause of action, defense, privilege, or
immunity that may be asserted by any party
to Federal litigation.

SEC. 514. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this subtitle.

Subtitle C—International Activities
SEC. 521. INTERNATIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROP-
ERTY LAW ENFORCEMENT COORDI-
NATORS.

(a) DEPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL COORDINA-
TORS.—The Attorney General shall, within
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, deploy 5 Intellectual Property Law
Enforcement Coordinators, in addition to
those serving in such capacity on such date
of enactment. Such deployments shall be
made to those countries and regions where
the activities of such a coordinator can be
carried out most effectively and with the
greatest benefit to reducing counterfeit and
pirated products in the United States mar-
ket, to protecting the intellectual property
rights of United States persons and their li-
censees, and to protecting the interests of
United States persons otherwise harmed by
violations of intellectual property rights in
those countries. The mission of all Inter-
national Intellectual Property Law Enforce-
ment Coordinators shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) Acting as liaison with foreign law en-
forcement agencies and other foreign offi-
cials in criminal matters involving intellec-
tual property rights.

(2) Performing outreach and training to
build the enforcement capacity of foreign
governments against intellectual property-
related crime in the regions in which the co-
ordinators serve.

(3) Coordinating United States law enforce-
ment activities against intellectual prop-
erty-related crimes in the regions in which
the coordinators serve.

(4) Coordinating with the activities of the
intellectual property attachés appointed
under title IV in the countries or regions to
which the coordinators are deployed.

(5) Coordinating the activities of the coor-
dinators with the IP Officer.
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(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary for the deployment and support of all
International Intellectual Property Enforce-
ment Coordinators of the Department of Jus-
tice, including those deployed under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 522. INTERNATIONAL TRAINING ACTIVITIES
OF THE COMPUTER CRIME AND IN-
TELLECTUAL PROPERTY SECTION.

(a) INCREASED TRAINING AND TECHNICAL AS-
SISTANCE TO FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS.—The
Attorney General shall increase the efforts
of the Department of Justice to provide
training and technical assistance to foreign
governments, including foreign law enforce-
ment agencies and foreign courts, to more ef-
fectively combat counterfeiting and piracy
activities falling within the jurisdiction of
such governments.

(b) ConDUCT OF PROGRAMS.—The increased
training and technical assistance programs
under subsection (a) shall be carried out by
the Intellectual Property Enforcement Divi-
sion established by section 501, as well as
through such other divisions, sections, or
agencies of the Department of Justice as the
Attorney General may direct.

(¢c) PRIORITY COUNTRIES.—The Attorney
General, in providing increased training and
technical assistance programs under this
section, shall give priority to those countries
where such programs can be carried out most
effectively and with the greatest likelihood
of reducing counterfeit and pirated products
in the United States market, of protecting
the intellectual property rights of United
States persons, or of protecting the interests
of United States persons otherwise harmed
by violations of intellectual property rights
in those countries.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
each fiscal year such sums as may be nec-
essary to carry out this section.

Subtitle D—Coordination, Implementation,

and Reporting

SEC. 531. COORDINATION.

The IP officer shall ensure that activities
undertaken under this title are carried out
in a manner consistent with the joint stra-
tegic plan developed under section 321.

SEC. 532. ANNUAL REPORTS.

Not later than 1 year after the date of the
enactment of this Act, and annually there-
after, the Attorney General shall submit to
the Committees on the Judiciary of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives a re-
port on actions taken to carry out this title,
including a report on the activities of the IP
Officer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today we move to dra-
matically step up our Nation’s intellec-
tual property laws and enforcement ef-
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forts. With so much unpleasant eco-
nomic news in the headlines, the meas-
ure before us, H.R. 4279, puts resources
towards aiding a sector of the economy
that employs an estimated 18 million
workers. That is 13 percent of our labor
force and accounts for half of all of the
United States exports driving 40 per-
cent of the country’s growth.

As a result of less-than-effective en-
forcement, however, counterfeiting and
piracy cost the United States’ economy
somewhere in the neighborhood of $250
billion a year and creates the loss of
about 750,000 American jobs.

And so H.R. 4279 will do these impor-
tant things: It will prioritize intellec-
tual property protection to the highest
level of our government by creating an
office in the White House that will be
responsible for coordinating the intel-
lectual property efforts of eight diverse
agencies and producing a national
Joint Strategic Plan for IP enforce-
ment. It will elevate IP enforcement
within the Department of Justice and
provide more resources for inves-
tigating and prosecuting IP crimes.

It will make changes to both civil
and criminal IP laws to enhance the
ability of intellectual property owners
to effectively protect their rights, and
it will increase penalties for IP viola-
tions that endanger public health and
safety.

Throughout the process of developing
this bill, we heard many expressions of
support as well as a number of expres-
sions of concern. But we’ve been able
to work out these issues on a bipar-
tisan basis at every step of the process.

I congratulate the distinguished
members of the Judiciary Committee,
both Republicans and Democrats, for
their cooperation in this process. And
S0 now as a result, the measure is sup-
ported by the Consumer Electronics
Association, the Digital Media Associa-
tion, the Net Coalition, the Internet
Commerce Coalition, the Coalition for
Consumers’ Picture Rights, the Print-
ing Industries Association and more.

That is in addition to the support
we’ve already had from the Teamsters,
the Directors Guild of America, SEIU,
AFTRA, Unite Here, AFM, OPEIU, the
Coalition Against Counterfeiting in Pi-
racy, the Motor Equipment Manufac-
turing Association, the Motion Picture
Association of America, PHARMA, and
NBC Universal.

Intellectual property protection is
among the key issues that will deter-
mine American competitiveness in the
21st century. The ability to create, in-
novate, and generate the best artistic,
technological, and knowledge-based in-
tellectual property is the formula for
continued growth in the global econ-
omy and is fundamental to the pro-
motion of human progress.

This committee of ours, the Judici-
ary Committee, has given these items
involved in the measure extensive con-
sideration, lots of compromise back
and forth, and we feel that this bill will
make important contributions to the
fight against counterfeiting and piracy.
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It was reported by voice with strong bi-
partisan statements of support, and I
urge my colleagues to vote for its pas-
sage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, at the outset I want to
recognize Chairman CONYERS, Sub-
committee Chairman BERMAN and
Ranking Member HOWARD COBLE of the
subcommittee, each of whom I have en-
joyed working with in developing and
advancing this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, at a time when many
Americans are facing a slowing econ-
omy and increasing costs of food and
fuel, it is imperative that Congress put
aside any differences we may have and
work together to promote the interests
of U.S. entrepreneurs and industry.

Over the past 25 years, perhaps no
group of industries has contributed
more to the tremendous and sustained
growth in our economy than those who
rely on strong patent, trademark and
copyright protections.

American intellectual property in-
dustries, including entertainment,
high-tech and pharmaceutical indus-
tries, account for over half of all U.S.
exports, represent 40 percent of the
country’s economic growth and employ
18 million American workers.

American technology, entertainment
and productivity-based enterprises
serve as the cornerstone of our eco-
nomic and export strength.

Because of the important role IP in-
dustries play in our economy, we can-
not take these innovations, or their
creativity and investment required to
bring them to life, for granted.

Unfortunately, the tremendous suc-
cess of these innovators, creators and
rights-holders has made them prime
targets for thieves who seek out items
protected by patent, copyright, trade-
mark or trade secret designation.
These thieves not only steal the cre-
ations of others, but also reap the mon-
etary benefits by reproducing and dis-
tributing the products themselves.

And the losses attributed to counter-
feiting and piracy affect more than the
inventor. According to the U.S. Gov-
ernment, American businesses lose ap-
proximately $250 billion each year to
pirated and counterfeited goods.

The theft of intellectual property has
also cost nearly 750,000 Americans their
jobs. Given the current state of the
economy, preventing these crimes and
enforcing IP laws must be a top pri-
ority for the Federal Government.

H.R. 4279, the Prioritizing Resources
and Organization for Intellectual Prop-
erty Act of 2008, which is also known as
PRO-IP, is a measure designed to re-
spond directly to these challenges.

Specifically, the bill strengthens our
laws against counterfeiting and piracy;
provides new resources to key agencies
involved in the enforcement of IP
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rights; and mandates a new and un-
precedented level of coordination and
leadership on IP enforcement issues
from the White House.

Mr. Speaker, the incentive to inno-
vate and the ability to profit from the
creation of new intellectual property
cannot be sustained without enforcing
the rights that protect the ownership
of such valuable, intangible property.

And while our government agencies
are doing more today to protect intel-
lectual property than ever before, the
reality is that we must do much more.
We must make it increasingly difficult,
and costly, for counterfeiters and traf-
fickers, some of whom are connected to
organized crime, to steal and profit
from American innovations.

Because intellectual property is such
an important asset for both the inven-
tor and the economy as a whole, Con-
gress has a responsibility to ensure
that IP enforcement is made a perma-
nent priority of every administration.

By supporting the PRO-IP bill, the
House will send a clear message that
there is a bipartisan commitment to
ensure the next President and suc-
ceeding administrations have the re-
sources, organizations and strategies
required to protect our vital national
and economic interests.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, H.R. 4279.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
now to yield to my dear friend and
chairman of the Intellectual Property
Subcommittee who’s worked on this
subject matter for so many years. HOw-
ARD BERMAN has been a bellwether in
bringing together the groups, and I'm
happy to yield him as much time as he
may consume.

Mr. BERMAN. Thank you, Chairman
CONYERS, for those kind words.

I rise today in support of H.R. 4279.
American inventors, artists and busi-
nesses rely on intellectual property
rights to protect the value of their cre-
ative works. These works, unfortu-
nately, are being ripped off around the
world. The rampant counterfeiting and
piracy of U.S. products is having a dev-
astating impact on our economy.

Counterfeit and pirated products may
account for up to 8 percent of world
trade, and a significant portion of this
illicit trade are knock-offs of American
products. Latest estimates indicate
that U.S. businesses lose up to $250 bil-
lion a year due to intellectual property
theft. This level of counterfeiting and
piracy of U.S. intellectual property
rights translates to job losses, lower
tax receipts, and a greater trade def-
icit. It has also led to public health and
safety threats ranging from exploding
batteries to toxic pharmaceuticals to
sawdust brake pads.

The economic threat and safety prob-
lems that counterfeit and pirated prod-
ucts pose for U.S. businesses and con-
sumers must be dealt with. Given the
difficult economic times we find our-
selves in, it is that much more impor-
tant that we address these problems
quickly and effectively.
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I am aware of the recent efforts the
administration has taken to stem the
tide of counterfeit and pirated prod-
ucts. The Department of Homeland Se-
curity has seized record numbers of
counterfeit and pirated goods coming
through the border. The Department of
Justice is prosecuting and convicting
more intellectual property thieves. The
Patent and Trademark Office has sta-
tioned representatives in foreign coun-
tries to advocate for better enforce-
ment. However, despite these efforts,
intellectual property theft is on the
rise. More must be done. H.R. 4279 is
more.

The Act strengthens our civil and
criminal laws in ways that attack the
organizational structures intellectual
property thieves are using and reduce
the economic incentives that thieves
have to engage in commercial scale
counterfeiting and piracy. The Act de-
votes more resources to investigate
and prosecute intellectual property
crimes. The Act also provides more re-
sources for the U.S. Government to
work with other governments to im-
prove intellectual property enforce-
ment abroad.

And probably most importantly, H.R.
4279 provides a permanent and effective
means of coordinating intellectual
property enforcement activities. This
includes the creation of an intellectual
property enforcement representative in
the Executive Office of the President
and requiring that a national strategic
plan to counter intellectual property
theft be created, complete with clear
goals and benchmarks that will facili-
tate accountability.

I'd like very much to thank Chair-
man CONYERS, Ranking Member SMITH,
and Subcommittee Ranking Member
COBLE and all of their staffs, as well as
mine, for the hard work they’ve put
into crafting this bill. The hard work
shows in both the scope of the reforms
and in the strong support for the bill
by U.S. businesses and labor groups,
and Chairman CONYERS outlined a
number of those organizations and the
broad sweep that they cover and their
strong endorsement.

I'm also pleased to say that the
amendments adopted in the bill before
us go a long way in alleviating con-
cerns raised over the operational inde-
pendence of agencies like the USTR
and the Department of Justice, with-
out compromising the underlying re-
forms.

H.R. 4279 will bolster U.S. efforts to
combat counterfeiting and piracy, and
I urge support of the bill.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE), the ranking
member of the Intellectual Property
Subcommittee and the former chair-
man of the Intellectual Property Sub-
committee, as much time as he may
consume.

Mr. COBLE. I thank the gentleman
from Texas and, Mr. Speaker, at the
outset I, too, want to recognize and ex-
press thanks to Judiciary Chairman
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JOHN CONYERS, Ranking Member
LAMAR SMITH, and Subcommittee
Chairman HOWARD BERMAN for having
made every effort to address all con-
cerns raised during the development of
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the Prioritizing Re-
sources and Organization for Intellec-
tual Property Act of 2008 reflects a bi-
partisan recognition and shared com-
mitment to the strengthening of our
Nation’s intellectual property laws.

A comprehensive measure, it is not
confined to making marginal improve-
ments in the available civil and crimi-
nal authorities. Instead, it incor-
porates bold and urgently needed provi-
sions that will permanently elevate the
importance of intellectual property,
IP, enforcement in future administra-
tions.

This is accomplished by providing fo-
cused and accountable strategic leader-
ship in the Executive Office of the
President and at Kkey enforcement
agencies.

Mr. Speaker, in considering why we
should take steps to improve the en-
forcement of U.S. IP rights, Members
should be aware that U.S. losses from
global copyright piracy and counter-
feiting cost our innovators and entre-
preneurs from $200 to $250 billion each
and every year.

The impact in America has been
widespread. More than 750,000 Ameri-
cans in communities across our land
have lost their jobs due to counter-
feiting and piracy. Counterfeit goods
lack proper quality control and can be
dangerous. Toothpaste, medicines,
cigarettes, and fake auto parts are but
a small sample of the virtually unlim-
ited supply of goods that have been
counterfeited.

The United States Chamber of Com-
merce has done an excellent job of doc-
umenting the extent of this problem. I
encourage anyone interested in learn-
ing about these issues to visit the
Chamber’s Web site for additional in-
formation or to take the time to watch
the documentary Illicit which was pro-
duced by National Geographic and the
Chamber.

Mr. Speaker, fighting piracy and
counterfeiting, as you all know, is easi-
er said than done because most of this
illicit activity occurs outside our bor-
ders. In recent years, the Federal Gov-
ernment has made progress in improv-
ing both our domestic and global en-
forcement efforts, but it is also clear
that achieving success in the fight
against piracy and counterfeiting re-
quires government-wide coordination
and cooperation.

In addition to authorizing the Office
of the United States Intellectual Prop-
erty Enforcement Representative, H.R.
4279 also raises the profile of IP en-
forcement within the Department of
Justice through the creation of a new
IP enforcement division. This is abso-
lutely necessary in my opinion.

The bill creates an additional 10 at-
taches at the United States Patent and
Trademark Office who will be assigned
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to work with foreign countries to bet-
ter coordinate our international en-
forcement efforts.

And the bill enhances existing anti-
piracy and counterfeiting criminal
statutes, authorizes grants to assist
local anti-piracy and counterfeiting ef-
forts, and directs the Justice Depart-
ment to refine its policies for inves-
tigating and prosecuting piracy and
counterfeiting operations.

Before closing, Mr. Speaker, I'd like
to note for the record three final
amendments the managers agreed to
incorporate into the bill. The first is
designed to harmonize the cooperative
provisions in title II of the bill.

The second, in section 301, places an
affirmative limitation on the authority
of the new IP enforcement representa-
tive that makes clear the official has
no authority to control or direct law
enforcement agencies in the exercise of
their respective investigative or pros-
ecutorial discretion in particular cases.

And the third, which amends section
323 of the bill, simply contains tech-
nical and conforming changes to make
the text of the bill clearer.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to rec-
ognize some of the stakeholders who
have worked so diligently on this ef-
fort. Specifically, I'd like to note the
efforts of the Coalition Against Coun-
terfeiting and Piracy, which has been
so ably led by Mr. Rick Cotton; and the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, which, of
course, is led Dby President Tom
Donohue; and the Congressional Inter-
national Anti-Piracy Caucus, which is
led by Representatives ADAM SCHIFF of
California and BOB GOODLATTE of Vir-
ginia.

In closing, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 4279, and I thank the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Texas for
having yielded to me.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I think
I have only one speaker left, but might
I say a word about the distinguished
ranking member, LAMAR SMITH of
Texas, who’s worked with us incred-
ibly, with deliberation. He’s brought
parties together. There has been an
enormous amount of work behind the
scenes for which nobody knows how
much he’s done to make this possible.
I thank him publicly.

I now yield the rest of our time to
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN).
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Mr. COHEN. I want to thank the
chairman and the chairmen for the
work they’ve done, and for the ranking
member, on this bill.

I rise in support of H.R. 4279, the
Prioritizing Resources and Organiza-
tion for Intellectual Property Act of
2008, or the PRO-IP Act.

Our Nation’s intellectual property is
the basis for our economic success and
security. That is something that can’t
be undermined by cheap labor prices
overseas. It’s an American product.
Therefore, protecting our intellectual
property must be among our highest
priorities.
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In addition to undermining our glob-
al economic primacy, counterfeit and
pirated products can threaten the
health and safety of American con-
sumers, American pet owners, steal in-
come from legitimate businesses, de-
prive American workers of good jobs,
and undermine the necessary incentive
for innovation and creativity which
has made America the great country
that it is. It is for these reasons I'm an
original cosponsor of the PRO-IP Act.

The PRO-IP Act will help strengthen
enforcement of intellectual property
rights domestically and internation-
ally through enhanced criminal and
civil penalties for intellectual property
crimes, better high-level coordination
among Federal Government agencies,
and increased resources to domestic
and foreign law enforcement authori-
ties.

This bill, Mr. Speaker, rightfully en-
joys broad support from a wide range of
industries, including the entertain-
ment, pharmaceutical, food, auto-
mobile parts and software industries. It
has such diverse partners as the Cham-
ber of Commerce and the Teamsters.
When the Chamber of Commerce and
the Teamsters come together it’s like
E.F. Hutton—we listen. We’ve listened
well and need to pass this bill.

This coalition that supports PRO-IP
is indicative of the broad support and
the need for passage of such legisla-
tion. I urge my colleagues to heed the
words and vote in favor of this impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I'd like to thank the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee, Mr.
CONYERS, for his earlier very generous
comments.

Mr. Speaker, I submit the following
extraneous material for the RECORD:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2008.
Re support H.R. 4279, the PRO-IP Act.

DEAR COLLEAGUE: We want to alert all Con-
gressional Caucus on Intellectual Property
Promotion and Piracy Prevention Members
that tomorrow the House will consider H.R.
4279, the Prioritizing Resources and Organi-
zation for Intellectual Property Act of 2007
(PRO IP Act) under suspension of the rules.
As a caucus dedicated to enforcing IP rights,
it is not only critical that our Members sup-
port this legislation, but also make an effort
to educate other Members about the value of
protecting American IP.

It has become increasingly clear that IP-
based industries are the key to the future
competitiveness and economic prosperity of
the United States. They currently account
for between $56-5.5 trillion of the U.S. gross
domestic product and this sector is respon-
sible for 40% of the nation’s economic
growth. It is therefore imperative that our
government protect IP industries from
criminal networks that engage in counter-
feiting and piracy, which cost U.S. busi-
nesses $250 billion annually and have caused
the loss of 750,000 American jobs.

Unfortunately, the counterfeiting and pi-
racy problem will continue to worsen with-
out strong, resolute action by Congress. The
PRO IP Act addresses this disturbing trend
by strengthening civil and criminal IP laws
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to deter offenders and also provides in-
creased government resources and coordina-
tion to enforce Americans’ IP rights in the
U.S. and around the world.

Given the extent of the counterfeiting and
piracy problem and its impact on U.S. eco-
nomic security, jobs, and consumer health
and safety, it is not surprising that H.R. 4279
is supported by an array of businesses, trade
associations and organized labor groups.

We urge you to support this legislation.

If you have any questions about the Con-
gressional Caucus on Intellectual Property
Promotion and Piracy Prevention please feel
free to contact the following Member Offices
Rep. Robert Wexler (Ellen McLaren, 202-225—
3001), Rep. Mary Bono Mack (Paul
Cancienne, 202-225-5330), Rep. Tom Feeney
(D. Cameron Smith, 202-225-2706), or Rep.
Adam Smith (Jonathan Pawlow, 202-225—
8901).

Sincerely,
ROBERT WEXLER,
Member of Congress.
ToM FEENEY,
Member of Congress.
MARY BONO MACK,
Member of Congress.
ADAM SMITH,
Member of Congress.
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Washington, DC, April 29, 2008.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, JR.,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.
Hon. LAMAR SMITH,
Ranking Member, Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS AND RANKING
MEMBER SMITH: The U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, the world’s largest business federa-
tion representing more than three million
businesses and organizations of every size,
sector, and region, would like to thank you
for scheduling a full committee markup of
H.R. 4279, the ‘‘Prioritizing Resources and
Organization for Intellectual Property Act of
2007, (PRO-IP Act).

Protection of intellectual property (IP) is
critical to America’s continued competitive-
ness and future economic security. Counter-
feiting and piracy of IP costs the United
States an estimated 750,000 jobs and U.S.
companies close to $250 billion in annual rev-
enue. Moreover, counterfeit products such as
auto and aviation parts, toothpaste, pre-
scription drugs, and many others pose a se-
vere health and safety risk to American con-
sumers.

Unfortunately, the incidence of counter-
feiting and piracy has increased faster than
the government resources necessary to stop
this problem and current legal penalties are
insufficient to deter criminals. H.R. 4279 ad-
dresses these concerns by providing in-
creased resources and coordination within
the executive branch for IP enforcement and
enhancing civil and criminal IP laws.

The Chamber appreciates your leadership
on this important issue and supports expedi-
tious approval of the PRO-IP Act by the Ju-
diciary Committee and the full House of
Representatives.

Sincerely,
R. BRUCE JOSTEN,
Executive Vice President,
Government Affairs.
APRIL 29, 2008.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.
Hon. LAMAR SMITH,
Ranking Member, Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS AND RANKING

MEMBER SMITH: The Coalition Against Coun-
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terfeiting and Piracy (CACP), which includes
more than 500 businesses and associations,
thanks you for scheduling a markup of H.R.
4279, the ‘‘Prioritizing Resources and Organi-
zation for Intellectual Property Act of 2007,”
(PRO-IP Act).

As you know, intellectual property (IP) ac-
counts for more than $5 trillion of the U.S.
gross domestic product, comprises more than
half of all U.S. exports, and represents 40
percent of U.S. economic growth. Counter-
feiting and piracy of IP are growing prob-
lems that threaten the ability of businesses
to remain competitive and continue pro-
viding quality jobs to Americans. Addition-
ally, unsafe counterfeit products pose a se-
vere risk to U.S. consumer health and safety.

CACP members strongly support passage of
the PRO-IP Act because it will help the U.S.
government significantly improve IP protec-
tion and enforcement both internationally
and domestically. It is crucial that Congress
address counterfeiting and piracy before the
end of this session. CACP therefore urges the
Committee on the Judiciary not to adopt
any controversial amendments that might
jeopardize swift enactment of this legisla-
tion.

The CACP thanks you again for sponsoring
the PRO-IP Act and for your continued lead-
ership in moving this critical bill through
the legislative process.

Sincerely,
RiICK COTTON,
Chairman, The Coalition Against
Counterfeiting and Piracy.

INTERNATIONAL TRADEMARK
ASSOCIATION,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2008.

DEAR MEMBER, The International Trade-
mark Association (INTA) would like to ex-
press its full support for the legislation,
““Prioritizing Resources and Organization for
Intellectual Property Act of 2007 (H.R.
4279). INTA is a not-for-profit membership
association of more than 5,500 trademark
owners and professionals dedicated to the
support and advancement of trademarks and
related intellectual property (‘‘IP’’) as ele-
ments of fair and effective national and
international commerce. We urge you to
vote “YES” on H.R, 4279.

We commend the House of Representatives
for this bill, which seeks to improve the pro-
tection of IP and enhances the capacity for
enforcement and coordination activities. The
protection of intellectual property is a glob-
al challenge and requires a focus on
strengthening and streamlining U.S. law and
policy as well as a mechanism for creating
new opportunities for enforcement and col-
laboration on a global level. H.R. 4279 suc-
ceeds in achieving these objectives.

Counterfeiting is a growing problem that is
affecting the health and well-being of con-
sumers throughout the world. It steals the
identity of trademark owners and robs con-
sumers of a safe and reliable marketplace.
For the U.S. economy, it translates into lost
jobs and lost tax revenues. Specifically, the
cost to the U.S. economy is estimated at $200
to $250 billion per year. Passage of H.R. 4279
is a crucial step to counteract the challenges
and burdens presented by counterfeiting.

INTA is pleased to see a united effort by
Congress to address this growing problem
and INTA looks forward to passage of this
legislation in the House of Representatives.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
ALAN C. DREWSEN,
Executive Director.
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MOTION PICTURE ASSOCIATION
OF AMERICA, INC.,
Washington, DC, May 6, 2008.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,

House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,

House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND LEADER
BOEHNER: On behalf of the Motion Picture
Association of America, I write to convey
our strong support for House passage of H.R.
4279, the Prioritizing Resources and Organi-
zation for Intellectual Property Act of 2007.
H.R. 4279 is a comprehensive bi-partisan
measure that will strength protections for
intellectual property and thereby strengthen
our nation’s economy and generate more
jobs for American workers.

Theft of intellectual property by counter-
feiting and copyright piracy have a pro-
foundly detrimental impact on our nation’s
economy. Theft of intellectual property
costs American industry more than $250 bil-
lion annually, as well as an estimated 750,000
jobs. Piracy costs the motion picture and
television production industries alone over
140,000 U.S. jobs each year. Absent piracy,
workers employed by the motion picture and
television production industries would earn
an additional $5.5 billion per year, and cities,
towns and states would receive $837 million
in additional tax revenue annually. Pro-
tecting intellectual property is vital to our
nation’s continuing economic strength and
H.R. 4279 includes important and much need-
ed provisions that will help do so.

H.R. 4279 will ensure that federal authori-
ties have the resources necessary to inves-
tigate and prosecute criminal intellectual
property crimes. It will also ensure that in-
tellectual property protection remains a fed-
eral priority by creating a new office within
the White House dedicated to this important
goal. Finally, H.R. 4279 increases the protec-
tion of American intellectual property
abroad by enhancing critically important
international enforcement resources.

Intellectual property is among America’s
most precious commodities. Protecting in-
tellectual property is good for America’s
economy, will produce more jobs for U.S.
workers and more and better products for
consumers. H.R. 4279 is a measured, reason-
able and much-needed piece of legislation
that will ensure that the American intellec-
tual property system remains the world lead-
er. This important legislation has strong bi-
partisan support and enjoys broad support
from both the American business commu-
nity, and labor unions. Accordingly, we urge
House Members to vote in favor of H.R. 4279.

Sincerely,
DAN GLICKMAN,
Chairman and
Chief Executive Officer.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in strong support of H.R. 4279, the
“Prioritizing Resources and Organization for
Intellectual Property (PRO-IP) Act of 2007.” |
urge my colleagues to join me in voting for
this legislation. | am confident that working to-
gether we can address and strengthen crimi-
nal and civil enforcement of United States in-
tellectual property law.

The purpose of H.R. 4279 is to strengthen
criminal and civil enforcement of United States
intellectual property law focusing, in particular,
on copyright violations (piracy) and trademark
violations (counterfeiting). In addition, the
PRO-IP Act seeks to modernize and improve
U.S. government efforts for coordination and
enforcement of our nation’s IP laws.
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The knowledge and innovation of American
citizens contributes significantly to the eco-
nomic strength of our nation. Intellectual prop-
erty law provides the principal incentives that
are calculated to lead to the creation and pro-
duction of new works. This bill is needed be-
cause the effect of piracy and counterfeiting
on the economy is devastating. Total global
losses to United States companies from coun-
terfeiting and copyright piracy amount to $250
billion per year. Every company in every in-
dustry is vulnerable.

Because these illegal activities represent a
growing public health, safety and law enforce-
ment problem, H.R. 4279 provides additional
targeted resources for investigation, enforce-
ment and prosecution; requires the develop-
ment and promulgation of a national Joint
Strategic Plan to combat counterfeiting and pi-
racy; and provides for enhanced Presidential
level leadership and coordination among fed-
eral agencies involved with preserving and
protecting intellectual property rights.

Title | of H.R. 4279 provides enhancements
to civil intellectual property laws. Specifically,
Title | makes it clear that a certificate of reg-
istration will satisfy registration requirements
regardless of whether there is any inaccurate
information on the registration application, un-
less the inaccurate information was included
with knowledge that it was inaccurate.

Title | also broadens the civil remedies for
infringement by broadening the scope of arti-
cles that may be ordered impounded by the
court upon a finding that the article was made
or used in violation of a copyright. This Title
also directs the court to enter a protective
order to ensure that confidential information is
not improperly disclosed.

Title 1l provides enhancements to criminal
intellectual property laws by addressing repeat
offender penalties for criminal acts contained
within the criminal copyright statute. Title Il
clarifies that a repeat offender is a person that
commits the same criminal act twice. The bill
clarifies that any property subject to forfeiture
must be owned or predominantly controlled by
the violator in order to be seized and directs
the United States Sentencing Commission to
consider whether the sentencing guidelines
should be expanded to include the export of
infringing items. There are enhanced max-
imum statutory penalties for counterfeit of-
fenses that endanger public health and safety.

Title 1l of H.R. 4279 provides greater co-
ordination and strategic planning of federal ef-
forts against counterfeiting and piracy. Specifi-
cally, this Title establishes within the Executive
Office of the President, the Office of the
United States Intellectual Property Enforce-
ment Representative and, within that Office,
the United

States Intellectual Property Enforcement
Representative, appointed by the President of
the United States. Lastly, Titles IV and V pro-
vide international, national, and local enforce-
ment.

The bill has several important enforcement
provisions that are worthy to discuss. First, it
places a 45-day time limit on the Register of
Copyrights’ response to a court. Second, it
strikes the section allowing for multiple statu-
tory damages for compilation infringement.
Third, it clarifies that there must be a substan-
tial nexus between the property and the crime
to institute civil forfeiture proceedings. Lastly, it
removes the requirements for Federal Bureau
of Investigation agents to receive IP related
crime training.
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While | support the bill, I would have liked
to consider ways to ensure diversity in the
Computer Hacking and Intellectual Property
(CHIPs) units that are established by this bill.
| would have liked to work to ensure that mi-
norities be represented in hiring and that spe-
cial recruitment initiatives be launched at his-
torically black colleges and universities and
other minority serving institutions. We should
do all within our efforts to guarantee that mi-
norities receive the necessary training and be
recruited to help in the IP enforcement at the
Executive, State, and local levels.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4279 is a first step to-
ward the promotion of the American economy.
It ensures that American innovation will remain
crucial to the United States economy and that
American innovation will allow the United
States to remain a global economic power. In-
deed, this bill ensures that the United States
IP laws are enforced and that the American in-
tellectual property system remains one of the
best in the world.

Mr. Speaker, | urge all members to support
this much needed and thoughtful legislation.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, | rise in opposition to H.R. 4279.

While this administration can and should do
more to protect intellectual property rights, | do
not think that the answer lies in this bill’s cre-
ation of new forfeiture provisions, a new “IP
Czar,” or a new IP-only division within the De-
partment of Justice.

In recent civil actions pursued by some with-
in the content industry, we have seen unduly
aggressive tactics that occasionally target in-
nocent individuals. | am concerned that given
the bill's thrust toward more aggressive en-
forcement of copyright infringement, enhanced
forfeiture provisions similarly may sweep up
wholly innocent students, parents, and con-
sumers in larger enforcement actions.

| regret that more was not done to strike the
appropriate balance between protecting copy-
right owners from those who unlawfully benefit
from infringement and ensuring that we do not
inadvertently punish innocent bystanders.

| also have concerns with Title IlI’'s creation
of a new office of the U.S. IP Enforcement
Representative. | appreciate the work that has
been done to refine the scope of Title lll.
Nonetheless, Title Il still creates a position
that is a coequal of the U.S. Trade Represent-
ative in the Department of Commerce. There
is a strong possibility that the USTR and the
“IP Czar” will come to conflicting policy deci-
sions in matters affecting both IP enforcement
and international trade.

The bill offers little guidance with respect to
how those conflicts will be resolved. Nor does
it contain adequate safeguards to ensure that
the IP Czar does not target legitimate innova-
tion out of overstated concerns about contribu-
tory infringement.

Finally, | share the authors’ frustration with
this administration’s failure to engage in a
more constructive dialogue about how best to
focus the DOJ’s resources on IP enforcement
without harming and disrupting equally impor-
tant law enforcement priorities. Nonetheless,
that potential harm and disruption cannot be
ignored and has not been addressed ade-
quately.

| share the goals of the authors of this legis-
lation but not the means by which they sought
to achieve them. | thank the authors for their
work to improve this bill, but regret that it was
not improved further.

May 6, 2008

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I follow
suit and yield back any time remaining
on this side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4279, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that
a quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

AFRICAN NATIONAL CONGRESS
EXEMPTION

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5690) to exempt the African Na-
tional Congress from treatment as a
terrorist organization for certain acts
or events, provide relief for certain
members of the African National Con-
gress regarding admissibility, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5690

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EXEMPTION OF AFRICAN NATIONAL
CONGRESS FROM TREATMENT AS
TERRORIST ORGANIZATION FOR
CERTAIN ACTS OR EVENTS.

Section 691(b) of the Department of State, For-
eign Operations, and Related Programs Appro-
priations Act, 2008 (division J of Public Law 110-
161; 121 Stat. 2365) is amended by inserting ‘‘the
African National Congress (ANC),”” after ‘‘the
Karenni National Progressive Party,”’.

SEC. 2. RELIEF FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE
AFRICAN NATIONAL CONGRESS RE-
GARDING ADMISSIBILITY.

(a) EXEMPTION AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
State, after consultation with the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Secretary of Homeland Security, or
the Secretary of Homeland Security, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of State and the At-
torney General, may determine in such Sec-
retary’s sole unreviewable discretion that para-
graphs (2)(A), (2)(B), and (3)(B) of section
212(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1182(a)) shall not apply to an alien with
respect to activities undertaken in opposition to
apartheid rule in South Africa.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the
Congress that the Secretary of State and the
Secretary of Homeland Security should imme-
diately exercise in appropriate instances the au-
thority in subsection (a) to exempt the anti-
apartheid activities of aliens who are current or
former officials of the Government of the Repub-
lic of South Africa.
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SEC. 3. REMOVAL OF CERTAIN AFFECTED INDI-
VIDUALS FROM CERTAIN UNITED
STATES GOVERNMENT DATABASES.

The Secretary of State, in coordination with
the Attorney General, the Secretary of Home-
land Security, the Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation, and the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, shall take all necessary steps
to ensure that databases used to determine ad-
missibility to the United States are updated so
that they are consistent with the exemptions
provided under section 2.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and incorporate ex-
traneous material on the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Members of the House, the African
National Congress is a rare example of
an oppressed people fighting for their
freedom and then leading a successful
and peaceful transition to a modern na-
tion. The fight went on for years, un-
derground and in exile, against the
morally bankrupt apartheid system in
South Africa. And once they prevailed,
their response to gaining political
power was not retribution and repris-
als, but truth and reconciliation.

Notwithstanding this peaceful transi-
tion, the United States had not gotten
around to giving ANC leaders the op-
portunity to enter this country be-
cause certain provisions in the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act currently
require us to consider them still as ter-
rorists.

After the attacks on 9/11, Congress
sought to exclude and remove terror-
ists from the TUnited States by
strengthening the terrorism bars in our
immigration laws. In doing so, how-
ever, we inadvertently covered groups
and individuals whom we did not in-
tend to, including allies and even vic-
tims of terrorism. These bars have been
used against the brave men and women
who fought side by side with United
States forces in Southeast Asia.
They’ve been used against those who
used armed resistance to defend them-
selves against brutal and repressive re-
gimes, such as those in Cuba and
Burma. They’ve even been used against
women who were raped and enslaved by
armed militia in Liberia. And as we
recognize today, they’ve been used
against members of the African Na-
tional Congress, including the great
leader, Nelson Mandela. This has had
profound effects, preventing us from
protecting vulnerable refugees and asy-
lum seekers and resulting in embar-
rassing denials of visas for Nelson
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Mandela himself and other foreign
heads of state.

We all know how Mr. Mandela and
other ANC leaders suffered unjust in-
carceration for decades at the hands of
the apartheid regime. We know how
the apartheid regime labeled its oppo-
nents as terrorists, as communists, and
anything else they could invent to ac-
cuse them of that was negative in an
attempt to deflect criticism of their
own institutions of repression and ra-
cial separation. And yet these people
who steadfastly fought for freedom and
chose a path for peace once they came
to power are now blocked from entry to
the United States. And so that’s where
this measure comes in.

Congress has begun to take correc-
tive action, and last year were removed
a number of freedom-fighting groups
from treatment as terrorist organiza-
tions. Today, we do the same for the
ANC and its members. In addition to
specifying that the ANC is not on the
list of terrorist organizations under the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the
bill would also give discretionary au-
thority to Secretaries of State and
Homeland Security to admit individ-
uals regardless of activities undertaken
in opposition to apartheid rule in
South Africa.

Finally, the bill would require the
Secretary of State, in coordination
with other agencies, to ensure that
government databases are updated so
that they are consistent with the ex-
emptions provided in the bill.

I'd like to thank committee chair-
man of the Judiciary, HOWARD BERMAN,
but also in his capacity as the Chair of
the Foreign Relations Committee, and
in memoriam, I'd like to remember the
chairman that preceded Mr. BERMAN,
Tom Lantos, for their work on this
bill. T would like to insert into the
RECORD at this point an exchange of
letters between our two committees.

And thanks again to the ranking
member from Texas, LAMAR SMITH,
whose bipartisan discussions have en-
abled us to reach this point. This is a
noncontroversial bill that repairs
something that should have been taken
care of earlier. It closes the books on
the evils of apartheid. And so I'm very
proud to bring this to the floor with
the Members that I have mentioned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, May 5, 2008.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you
concerning the bill, H.R. 5690, legislation to
exempt the African National Congress from
treatment as a terrorist organization for cer-
tain acts or events, provide relief for certain
members of the African National Congress
regarding admissibility, and for other pur-
poses, which I introduced earlier this year.
The bill contains provisions within the Rule
X jurisdiction of the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, and was referred to the Committee
when introduced.

In the interest of permitting your Com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important legislation and
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clear it for the President, I am willing to
waive this Committee’s right mark up this
bill. I do so with the understanding that by
waiving consideration of the bill, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs does not waive any
future jurisdictional claim over the subject
matters contained in the bill which fall with-
in its Rule X jurisdiction.

I would ask that you place this letter into
the Congressional Record when the Com-
mittee has H.R. 5690 under consideration.

Sincerely,
HOWARD L. BERMAN,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, May 6, 2008.
Hon. HOWARD BERMAN,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding your committee’s jurisdic-
tional interest in H.R. 5690, a bill to exempt
the African National Congress from treat-
ment as a terrorist organization for certain
acts or events, provide relief for certain
members of the African National Congress
regarding admissibility, and for other pur-
poses.

I appreciate your willingness to support
expediting floor consideration of this impor-
tant legislation today. I understand and
agree that this is without prejudice to your
Committee’s jurisdictional interests in this
or similar legislation in the future. In the
event a House-Senate conference on this or
similar legislation is convened, I would sup-
port your request for an appropriate number
of conferees.

I will place a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H.R. 5690. Thank you for
your cooperation as we work towards enact-
ment of this legislation.

Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, JT.,
Chairman.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the African National
Congress has played a significant role
in history. Nelson Mandela and the
ANC for many years fought against the
unjust apartheid system in South Afri-
ca.
Through a largely peaceful transfer
of power, apartheid is a thing of the
past and South Africa now has a rep-
resentative democratic government.
Many ANC officials are now, in fact, of-
ficials of South Africa’s government.

South Africa provides hope that gen-
uine reconciliation between histori-
cally opposed groups can, in fact, be
achieved. However, real terrorist acts
were committed as part of the struggle
against apartheid. There were deadly
bombings of civilians. There were so-
called ‘‘necklacings’ in which car tires
were put around persons’ necks and set
on fire.

I am pleased that the bill’s sponsors,
Mr. BERMAN, Ms. LOFGREN and Chair-
man CONYERS, were willing to ensure
that this bill will provide appropriate
relief for the African National Congress
without excusing the perpetrators of
terrorist or criminal acts.

First, the ANC is added to the list of
organizations not considered terrorist
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organizations for immigration pur-
poses. Such a list was created to shield
certain organizations from the broad
reach of the Immigration Act of 1990.

Under the 1990 legislation, any gue-
rilla group would find itself under the
definition of a terrorist organization.
The groups currently on the exempt
list include the Hmong, who fought
alongside U.S. soldiers in the Vietnam
War, and groups that are fighting
against the repressive Burmese Gov-
ernment today. It is understandable
that the ANC be added to that list.

Second, the administration is grant-
ed the authority to waive the criminal
grounds of inadmissibility with respect
to aliens for activities undertaken in
opposition to apartheid rule in South
Africa. Congress already granted the
administration waiver authority for
the terrorism-related grounds in last
year’s omnibus spending bill.

Third, the bill contains a sense of
Congress that the administration
should immediately exercise ‘‘in appro-
priate instances’ the authority grant-
ed under the bill to waive grounds of
inadmissibility for the anti-apartheid
activities of aliens who are current or
former officials of the Government of
South Africa. I am confident that any
administration will use this power
wisely.

Finally, the bill directs the adminis-
tration to ensure that government
databases used to determine admissi-
bility to the U.S. be updated to reflect
any waivers granted.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill. Again, I want to
thank Chairman BERMAN and Chairman
CONYERS and Chairman LOFGREN for
working in good faith to address con-
cerns with the bill as it was intro-
duced.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud now to recognize the sub-
committee chairman from whence this
bill came, and the chairman of the For-
eign Affairs Committee, HOWARD BER-
MAN, for as much time as he may con-
sume.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it’s an
honor to be part of the debate on a bill
being managed by the chairman of the
Judiciary Committee, who perhaps is
one of the first Members of Congress to
speak out and lead the effort against
the old apartheid regime, going way
back into the late sixties and early
1970s, and who, along with Congress-
man Ron Dellums and many others, led
the effort in 1986, I believe it was, to
override the veto and provide the first
really tough sanctions against invest-
ment that helped play a part in the ul-
timate downfall of that apartheid re-
gime.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a long over-
due one, and it’s the direct result of a
stunning and, frankly, embarrassing
story for the United States. The United
States, throughout the 1970s and 1980s,
had a much too cozy relationship with
the apartheid Government of South Af-
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rica which had labeled the ANC as a
terrorist organization. The apartheid
government banned membership and
political activity in the ANC and
forced its leaders underground or into
exile. A direct result of that ban was
that under U.S. law individuals con-
victed of crimes, including the Nobel
Laureate and former President of
South Africa, Nelson Mandela, were
deemed inadmissible for entry to the
United States, along with individuals
labeled as terrorists by the former
South African government.

Much has changed for South Africa
since those dark times. President de
Klerk and Nelson Mandela negotiated
an end to the conflict and an end to the
apartheid system on behalf of the Na-
tional Party and the African National
Congress. In 1994, the country held its
first democratic elections in which full
enfranchisement was granted.

Today, the ANC serves as the major-
ity party in a diverse ruling coalition.
Yet, astonishingly, while South Africa
completed its monumental political
transition, the U.S. position regarding
entry for ANC’s leaders remained fro-
zen in time. Leaders such as Nelson
Mandela, Walter Sisulu and Govan
Mbeki, the father of President Thabo
Mbeki, were continually barred from
entry to the U.S. and had to apply for
special waivers to gain entry.

Even more embarrassing than the
original U.S. embrace of apartheid
policies was the fact that few of those
who opposed apartheid in the United
States Government, including many of
us in Congress, were even aware of the
residual terrorist designations against
ANC members.
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Despite recognizing two decades ago
that America’s place was on the side of
those oppressed by apartheid, Congress
has never resolved the inconsistency in
our immigration code that treats many
of those who actively opposed apart-
heid in South Africa as terrorists and
criminals, in part because the apart-
heid regime labeled them as such.

Increasingly, stringent security
measures passed by Congress since 2001
have further ensnared ANC members.
Because the ANC used armed force as
part of its campaign against the repres-
sive apartheid regime in South Africa,
current law continues to regard the
ANC as a terrorist organization and to
deny entry to members based on their
affiliation with the ANC.

The intent of H.R. 5690 is to purge the
United States of any residual effect of
its former policies with regard to the
South African Government and to up-
date U.S. law with regard to the ANC.
The bill, as amended, specifically re-
moves the ANC from treatment as a
terrorist organization and grants the
Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Homeland Security the discretionary
authority to determine that certain
criminal- and security-related grounds
of inadmissibility do not apply to an
alien with respect to activities under-
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taken in opposition to apartheid rule
in South Africa.

I want to take a moment just to com-
pliment again the ranking member of
the Judiciary Committee, who has very
strong and passionate views on the
issues of immigration and, obviously,
also, as we all do in this Chamber, on
the issue of terrorist organizations and
inadmissibility for those organizations.
He has truly understood and internal-
ized the historic transition here and
the unfairness of the present situation.

And I do want to affirm one point
that he raised. This bill does not have
anyone close their eyes to acts com-
mitted by the ANC or by the apartheid
government, and nothing here would
preclude the Secretary, as she exercises
her discretion, from considering wheth-
er or not civilians were targeted by an
individual actor, civilians. We should,
also, I think, take into account, as we
decide what to do on this, the very
powerful and legally binding truth and
reconciliation process in South Africa
which provided a restorative justice
process that salved many of the
wounds of the apartheid era.

Once enacted, the ANC will be re-
moved from terrorist watch lists, and
the ANC will receive treatment befit-
ting its status as a leading party and a
close ally of the United States. I en-
courage my colleagues to support the
legislation.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I would like to say that it’s
always nice when the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERMAN) and I can
agree on immigration issues, as we did
in this particular instance.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. KING), the ranking member
of the Immigration Subcommittee of
the Judiciary Committee.

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank Mr. SMITH,
the ranking member of the Judiciary
Committee, for yielding, and I appre-
ciate the privilege to address this issue
before this Congress.

First, I want to point out that I be-
lieve there has been a constructive
compromise that has been reached
across this aisle that has not nec-
essarily closed 1loopholes but made
some clarifications that help protect
this country from kind of a blanket
waiver, so to speak, with any of those
formerly potentially violent members
of the ANC.

And for me, I come to this debate
with more concern than many because
I still maintain vivid memories of what
went on in the streets of South Africa
during those anti-apartheid riots and
demonstrations and strategic actions
that took place, black against white,
white against black. I also have vivid
memories, Mr. Speaker, of actions
taken in this country and positions
taken politically and the divesting of
investments within South Africa by
many American companies as an incen-
tive to end apartheid, which was, I be-
lieve, a sin against humanity to have a
policy that identified some people as
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being more equal than others, and I be-
lieve it’s a sin against humanity to
maintain those policies, whether they
are in the United States or South Afri-
ca or anywhere else.

I offered an amendment to the Judi-
ciary Committee before this bill, and
the purpose of it was to send a message
because I have traveled to South Africa
and I have met with people there who
expressed to me some concerns, and be-
cause of that, I've also dug a little
deeper into the readings in the current
events. It will not be a surprise to the
members of the committee that I'm
concerned about the land transfer that
is part of the federal policy of South
Africa, to transfer a significant portion
of land from, right now, under the
deeds held by white South Africans
into the deeds of black South Africans.
I made it clear in the committee that
I do not compare this to the things we
see going on in Zimbabwe. That is far
different and that is without benefit of
the rule of law. But there still remains
a concern.

I also want to point out, and I prom-
ised Ambassador Welile Nhlapo, who is
the Ambassador to the United States
from South Africa, that I would make
this statement. And he came to my of-
fice yesterday. We sat down in my of-
fice for a good, strong hour and dis-
cussed these issues. And he assured me
that there are constitutional protec-
tions that exist and statutory protec-
tions that exist to protect all property
owners in South Africa and that there
will not be a transfer of real estate
property into the hands of black South
Africans at the expense of white South
Africans without due process of law
and constitutional protections. I voiced
my concern about that. He reassured
me that that would be the case.

And I pointed out to him that it’s dif-
ficult for us in this country to reach an
objective position on these issues that
are racially charged because it’s so
much wrapped up in who we are. And I
would point out, Mr. Speaker, for the
observation of the body, to listen to an
analysis of the political campaigns
that are going on now and, in fact,
today to listen to an analysis of the
predictions of those going to the polls
in the Democrat primary in places like
Indiana and North Carolina, which are
taking place right now, you cannot
hear a political pundit/talking-head
analysis without race and gender com-
ing into that debate.

So I challenged Ambassador Nhlapo
that that’s a very difficult standard,
that we can’t meet it here in this coun-
try. As old as our traditions are for
freedom, as much sweat and toil and
blood has been spilled to make people
free and keep them free, we still can’t
extricate ourselves from being wrapped
up in that debate and have our public
policy identified by whom we might
side with rather than how we might
analyze the Constitution or the law.
It’s difficult here in the United States
with our traditions; it’s far more dif-
ficult in South Africa. We had that dis-
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cussion. It was a constructive discus-
sion.

And I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to sup-
port this bill and to encourage open
dialogue globally and continuing com-
munication and interchange with the
people of South Africa and people of all
nations on the Earth.

I would remind, also, the body that
the record of post-colonial Africa is not
a stellar record. There are many prob-
lems in the continent, many of those in
the southern part of the continent of
Africa. And as I travel and visit there
and go into the AIDS orphanages in
particular and can step into the vil-
lages where there isn’t a single adult of
reproductive age unless they are a mis-
sionary, it has been devastating to the
continent. We need to have an open
dialogue and be frank about our prob-
lems and be open in our discussion.
Hiding our dialogue because we’re
afraid we might hurt someone’s feel-
ings only pushes the problem further
downward instead of letting it surface
so that we can all address it together
with open eyes, open ears, and open
dialogue.

That’s what we did yesterday in my
meeting, which I so gratefully received
Ambassador Nhlapo into my office.
And in that engaging conversation, I'm
confident that we have opened up com-
munications for a continued dialogue,
and I trust that this bill will open com-
munications for further dialogue, and I
certainly support this.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
recognize the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE),
who has worked with STEVE KING. And
I suggest that there may be a codel
going to this part of the globe, and I
would certainly like to invite the dis-
tinguished gentleman Mr. KING to con-
sider joining us on such a codel.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 3%2 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank
the distinguished chairman of the Judi-
ciary Committee; the distinguished
chairman on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee; and our distinguished ranking
member, who has joined us in a very
important and historic step that is
being made on the floor of the House
today. And I appreciate my good friend
from Iowa, who has given us a global
overview.

Mr. Speaker, I want to remind my
colleagues that this is a pointed and fo-
cused legislative initiative, along with
the leadership of Chairwoman ZOE
LOFGREN, that we have gotten to a
point that is long overdue. My good
friend, Congresswoman BARBARA LEE,
and Congressman DON PAYNE are part
of those who initiated this effort. And
it is pointedly to focus on really what
we would call heroes, fighters against
apartheid in South Africa, who shed
their blood so that South Africa could
be the reconciled nation that it is
today. President Mbeki; former Presi-
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dent Mandela, ‘‘Father Mandela,” as he
is called; and many of the seniors who
are now in their retiring years, who,
when they come to the United States,
are detained, interrogated, and embar-
rassed by our own treatment of these
heroes, this goes to the very point of
the expanded use in the United States
of the word ‘‘terrorism” and the utili-
zation of it by preventing innocent peo-
ple, people who have been heroes, to
come into this country. This is not
necessarily a strict immigration bill. It
is people who are coming into the
country legally, but because they have
been freedom fighters, somewhat the
way that Dr. Martin Luther King stood
nonviolently for rights here in this
country, these individuals had to be in
the midst of an encounter, if you will,
to provide the safety and security for
their people.

This particular legislation is an im-
portant step forward. But I might sug-
gest to my colleagues that I hope that
on the floor today we are making a leg-
islative statement and providing legis-
lative history so that the Department
of Homeland Security and the Sec-
retary of State or the State Depart-
ment will not dillydally around, be-
cause, unlike the previous legislation,
this does not order it to be done; it
gives those departments the discretion
for it to be done, as they have re-
quested. So we are entrusting to them
this noble responsibility to do well by
Father Mandela, to do well by former
President Mbeki, and we need to ensure
that we do the right thing. And as we
look to give this country a different
face on terrorism, let us likewise be as-
sured that we recognize that there are
other groups that are similarly situ-
ated that we should take a look at.

So I rise to support this legislation,
Mr. Speaker, because it is an impor-
tant step forward. It does give the abil-
ity to admit these individuals but also
to renew the stigma, if you will, of the
name of ‘‘terrorists’ because they were
freedom fighters to save and preserve
and to free South Africans so that they
too might live in a democracy. That is
what this legislation does, and I appre-
ciate all of the hard work that has
gone on.

I close by simply saying, good day for
the freedom fighters of South Africa
and the ANC; good day for Father
Mandela, who led the fight on rec-
onciliation and peace, along with
Bishop Tutu. Good day for all of them
as we stand here acknowledging that
they are heroes, freedom fighters fight-
ing for democracy and equality.

To the Secretary of State, to the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, act now
once this bill has passed.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your leadership
in convening today’s markup on H.R. 5690. |
support this bill and | urge my colleagues to
do the same.

This bill recognizes that the ANC is a nearly
100-year-old party that was created in 1912 to
advocate for the rights of black South Afri-
cans. It also recognizes that the white Afri-
kaner government took control of South Africa
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in 1948 and at the same time instituted its
system of de jure apartheid, which had the ef-
fect of disenfranchising millions of non-white
Africans. The ANC joined with other groups to
engage in civil disobedience and it was
banned in 1960 by the South African Govern-
ment. Although the ANC was banned, it led
the resistance effort against apartheid in the
late 1970s and 1980s.

Between 1990 and 1994, the ANC nego-
tiated with the South African Government for
the end of apartheid and the enfranchisement
of black South Africans. In 1994, the ANC be-
came a registered political party and Nelson
Mandela was elected to be the first black
president.

Since the recognition of the ANC as a legiti-
mate political party, several prominent black
South Africans have been denied visas to
enter the United States on the basis that they
were considered to be inadmissible under the
INA because they were members of a terrorist
group. Nelson Mandela were considered inad-
missible under this same law. In the past the
Department of State has provided waivers to
ANC leaders to enter the United States.

H.R. 5690 would remove certain affected
persons from certain U.S. databases. The bill
provides that the Secretary of State, Attorney
General, Secretary of Homeland Security, the
Director of the FBI, and the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, shall take steps to update
the database concerning admissible persons.
The bill provides that the ANC is not treated
as a terrorist organization for any act occurring
on or before the enactment of the act. The bill
still leaves the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security with the discretion
to deny people entry. Importantly, the bill does
not deny present and former members of the
ANC admission to the U.S. on the basis of
their membership in or affiliation with the ANC
or for any apartheid activities occurring from
1948 to 1990.

This bill is long overdue. The ANC has been
recognized as a legitimate political party since
1994. There is no reason to treat members of
that organization as a terrorist threat. | urge
my colleagues to support this bill. My only
concern is that the bill singles out the ANC but
does not go further in clearing other political
parties that were outlawed during the apart-
heid era from treatment as terrorist organiza-
tions.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
recognize the gentlewoman from Oak-
land, California (Ms. LEE), who for
many years worked as chief of staff
with our former colleague Ron Dellums
on this subject. So in her capacity as a
Member of Congress and former staffer,
she has stayed on the course for all of
these years, and I yield her such time
as she may consume.

Ms. LEE. Let me thank you, Chair-
man CONYERS, for yielding and for
those kind words but also for your
leadership on so many issues. You are
a true warrior, and we would have
never been at this place today had it
not been for yourself.

I also want to thank Chairman BER-
MAN; I want to thank our sub-
committee chairman, DON PAYNE; and
Chairman BENNIE THOMPSON for their
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leadership on so many issues and for
making sure that this bill came today
to this floor in a bipartisan fashion.

As a cosponsor of this legislation and
a long advocate against apartheid, I am
especially pleased that we are taking
this important step to finally right
this inexcusable wrong. Many of us
were arrested during the anti-apartheid
movement, myself included.
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It wasn’t until the mid 1980s that fi-
nally Congress put our country on the
right side of history by overriding
President Reagan’s veto to impose
sanctions.

This is a bill that my predecessor, a
great warrior, now the mayor of Oak-
land, California, Ron Dellums, had in-
troduced for 12 long years. I can re-
member during that period the ILWU
protesting, in fact, I was arrested with
them also, the unloading of ships from
South Africa which kicked off much of
the anti-apartheid movement. Con-
gresswoman MAXINE WATERS, a great
leader who just recently received, as
did Mayor Ron Dellums, one of the
highest honors by the South African
Government, led the fight in California
against apartheid. And I think we were
one of the first States to impose sanc-
tions.

All of us who were involved during
that time had to take risks. The ANC
couldn’t even travel outside of New
York and couldn’t come to Wash-
ington, D.C. because they were consid-
ered a terrorist organization. Many of
us had to go to Europe just to meet the
members of the ANC to talk about how
we could help end the brutal regime of
apartheid which was Kkilling so many
people, dehumanizing the whole coun-
try, and was one of the most ruthless
systems that we have ever known.

It has been 18 years since Nelson
Mandela was released from prison and
14 years since he was elected president
of South Africa. And this year he will
turn 90 years old. Yet to this day, to
this day, despite his legacy as a hero of
the anti-apartheid movement, despite
the fact that he is a Nobel Peace Prize
recipient, he received the Peace Prize
in 1993, despite his election as presi-
dent, we still require Nelson Mandela
to apply for a visa waiver to enter into
the United States just for a visit. This
is just plain wrong.

Last December I traveled to South
Africa for World AIDS Day with our
colleague, the Delegate Donna Chris-
tian. And we were asked by many peo-
ple many times over and over and over
again why President Nelson Mandela
was still on the terrorist list. Well, we
were, quite frankly, very embarrassed
and shocked. And we were determined
that we would do everything we could
to finally, again, put our country on
the right side of history. So I am
pleased and I am excited that we are
taking this step today.

The ANC was fundamentally involved
in a war of liberation against the op-
pressive apartheid regime in South Af-
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rica for over four decades. If they
hadn’t been involved in this war of lib-
eration, apartheid would still be exist-
ing in South Africa. So instead of con-
tinuing to penalize the ANC for their
political struggle against apartheid, we
really should be commending them for
their work in transforming South Afri-
ca into a beacon of democracy. And
just look at how they have moved for-
ward in their peace and reconciliation
process. I think we could learn a heck
of a 1ot in our own country by the lead-
ership of President Mandela and how
the people of South Africa, black and
white, have come together to reconcile
and to move forward to take South Af-
rica into this new millennium and into
a new South Africa.

So let me just thank again Chairman
CONYERS and Chairman BERMAN for
bringing this bill to the floor today.
It’s really the right thing to do. And
for those of us who have been so long
involved in the anti-apartheid move-
ment, and now, of course, in the move-
ment to stop the genocide that is tak-
ing place in Darfur, this is a day that
we have been waiting for for a long
time. This is the only thing that we
can do now, to say, first of all, that we
understand that this should not have
taken so long, but at least it is better
late than never. Thank you very much,
Mr. CONYERS.

Mr. CONYERS. I thank the
gentlelady, BARBARA LEE, of Oakland,
California, for closing our statement.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today in support of H.R. 5690 which
ensures that African National Congress (ANC)
members will no longer be denied visas to
enter the United States solely based on their
anti-Apartheid activities.

| am proud to have introduced this long-
overdue legislation that will remedy a situation
that was brought to my attention by my col-
league, the gentlelady from the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands, Dr. CHRISTENSEN. A few months ago,
Dr. CHRISTENSEN informed me that Nelson
Mandela, the South African civil rights icon
that won 1993 Nobel Peace Prize, is not eligi-
ble for a visa to enter the U.S. because he is
a member of the African National Congress. |
was stunned. How could one of the giants of
the 20th Century who is revered for bringing
peace and reconciliation to a country that was
torn apart by racism be ineligible to receive a
standard visa to visit the United States? |
quickly learned that the ANC, which was es-
tablished in 1923 to advocate for the rights of
black South Africans against the brutal Apart-
heid regime, was designated a “terrorist orga-
nization” by the same government that sub-
jected black South Africans to racial segrega-
tion and violence.

For decades, ANC leaders, including Presi-
dent Mandela, withstood great hardships to
overcome the oppression of Apartheid in
South Africa, risking everything for basic prin-
ciples of fairness and opportunity. By 1994,
the ANC was the ruling party in South Africa,
yet, some ANC leaders and members are still
denied entry into America—today—solely be-
cause of their affiliation. H.R. 5690 will remedy
this situation and ensure that these leaders
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and members are no longer deemed to be in-
admissible solely because of their membership
in the ANC and their anti-apartheid activities.

| am pleased to have worked with my col-
league on the Foreign Relations Committee,
Mr. BERMAN, to bring this timely legislation to
the House floor. | urge all my colleagues to
join me and pass this important bill.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, | am proud to support H.R. 5690, in-
troduced by Chairman HOWARD BERMAN. | ap-
plaud Mr. BERMAN and LAMAR SMITH, the rank-
ing member of the Judiciary Committee, for
coming together as they have to end the ab-
surdity that now exists with respect to South
African government officials who want to visit
the U.S.

Like other freedom-fighting groups that
should be lauded—not penalized—members
of the ANC have been effectively ensnared by
the overbroad “terrorism” provisions in our im-
migration laws. These provisions have pre-
vented the U.S. from admitting and offering
protection to many innocent people, including
some of the world’s most vulnerable refugees.

Caught up in these definitions have been
the Hmong and the Montagnards, brave men
and women who fought alongside our troops
in Vietnam; the Alzados who fought for free-
dom against Castro’s regime in Cuba; and the
Chin and the Karen who tried to free them-
selves from a repressive Burmese govern-
ment.

Until recently, our immigration laws labeled
all of their actions as “terrorist activity,” simply
because they used weapons to fight for their
freedom.

In the 2008 Consolidated Appropriations
Act, we finally began to address these issues,
freeing many of these groups from this prob-
lem. With today’s bill we now join the ANC to
their ranks.

Like the Hmong and the Montagnards, the
Alzados, the Chin and the Karen, many mem-
bers of the ANC did nothing more than fight
for freedom against a repressive govern-
ment—in this case, a government that se-
verely restricted the rights of its people
through apartheid and used brutal and mur-
derous tactics to stay in power.

We should commend their efforts to free
themselves and their people, not to mention
their spectacularly successful—and peaceful—
transition to power.

| strongly support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I return all unused
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5690, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that
a quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
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The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PROVIDING FOR COMPENSATION
TO STATES INCARCERATING UN-
DOCUMENTED ALIENS

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 1512) to
amend the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act to provide for compensation
to States incarcerating undocumented
aliens charged with a felony or two or
more misdemeanors.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1512

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ASSISTANCE FOR STATES INCARCER-
ATING UNDOCUMENTED ALIENS
CHARGED WITH CERTAIN CRIMES.

Section 241(i)(3)(A) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1231(1)(3)(A)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘charged with or’ be-
fore ‘‘convicted’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ) and
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that all Members have 5 legis-
lative days to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today we act to restore
the State Criminal Alien Assistance
Program or SCAAP, to its original
meaning, that which Congress origi-
nally intended it to have. Introduced
by myself, H.R. 1512 will help States
obtain much-needed reimbursement for
the costs of detaining deportable immi-
grants charged with or convicted of
certain criminal offenses.

SCAAP was created in 1994 to reim-
burse States and localities for arrest,
incarceration and transportation costs
incurred in detaining criminal aliens.
From the program’s inception until
2003, States were able to obtain reim-
bursement for the costs of detaining
deportable illegal immigrants charged
with a felony or two or more mis-
demeanors.

In 2003, however, DOJ reinterpreted
the SCAAP statute to require that a
criminal alien be actually convicted of
a felony or two misdemeanors. More-
over, the reimbursement must be re-
quested in the year in which the con-
viction takes place, and is limited to
that 1 year, regardless of how long the
expenses are incurred.
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Not surprisingly, this novel reinter-
pretation, which contradicted Con-
gress’ clear intent, as well as DOJ’s
consistent interpretation, from 1994 to
2003, caused every State’s reimburse-
ment to fall dramatically.

H.R. 15612 would amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to return
SCAAP to its originally intended
meaning. States and localities would
be reimbursed for the cost of incarcer-
ating criminal aliens who are either
‘‘charged with or convicted’ of a felony
or two misdemeanors regardless of
when the incarceration and conviction
occur.

H.R. 1512 corrects the current admin-
istration’s errant reinterpretation of
the law and provides States and local-
ities burdened by the costs of jailing
criminal aliens the opportunity to
apply for and receive much-needed re-
imbursement for the costs they bear
from detaining deportable immigrants
charged with crimes.

The bill has broad bipartisan support
and the support of many respected law
enforcement groups.

I would like to especially commend
ZOE LOFGREN, Chair of the Immigra-
tion subcommittee and STEVE KING,
the Subcommittee ranking member,
for their leadership in helping bring
this bill to the floor today.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment under the State Criminal Alien
Assistance Program, which we refer to
as SCAAP, reimburses part of the ex-
penses that States and localities incur
in incarcerating illegal immigrants
who have been convicted of a felony or
of two or more misdemeanors. And, in
fact, I would bring the Chamber’s at-
tention, Mr. Speaker, to a report that
was issued by the GAO in April of 2005
that identifies that the Federal Gov-
ernment is reimbursing 25 percent of
the cost of the incarceration of crimi-
nal aliens within the institutions in
the United States. But H.R. 1512 ex-
pands the State Criminal Alien Assist-
ance Program to compensate States for
incarcerating illegal immigrants who
are charged with, and not only con-
victed, which is under the current pro-
gram, charged with a felony or two or
more misdemeanors.

I stand here, Mr. Speaker, and ap-
plaud the gentlelady from California
for bringing this legislation because 1
think this is a constructive change to
our policy, and the language very sim-
ply adds the words ‘‘charged with or”
to the existing language of compensa-
tion for those ‘‘convicted of.”” And it
recognizes that there are significant
costs involved in processing criminal
aliens in the investigation stage, the
arrest stage and the indictment stage.
And as those costs mount and are in-
curred, we need to be sure that we take
this position, that it is the Federal
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Government’s job to guard and protect
our borders. That is not the job of a po-
litical subdivision. It is essentially the
job of the Federal Government.

When we fail to do our job, when we
don’t have sufficient constraints in
place at our borders or at our airports
or our ports of entry, then the result of
it is that this burden of law enforce-
ment falls upon the political subdivi-
sions, on the States, on the cities and
on the counties to enforce the law. And
when they do, they incur these costs.
This bill, H.R. 1512, seeks to lift off
some of that burden. And it certainly
wouldn’t be all of it.

LAMAR SMITH, the ranking member of
the full Judiciary Committee, and I
both believe the available statistics on
criminal illegal immigrants in the
United States leave much to be desired.
There is too little data on illegal immi-
grants imprisoned in the TUnited
States. We don’t really know how
many there are or what crimes they
are charged with or convicted of or how
much time they spend in our prison
systems.

And I particularly can speak to that,
since I asked for the GAO study that
was completed in April of 2005. I
thought in that study I would get the
answers to the percentages of our in-
mate populations that are criminal
aliens, what crimes they might be con-
victed of, and quite a list of things that
would help us establish our policy,
both law enforcement policy and our
immigration policy.

However, that report came back not
quite apples to apples. And there are
conclusions that can be drawn. There
are also gaps to their knowledge base.
And because of the inspiration that is
brought forward, because of this bill of
Ms. SANCHEZ, H.R. 1512, we engaged the
Judiciary Committee in dialogue about
how we can better gather that informa-
tion. I am really pleased that Ms.
LOFGREN, the Chair of the Immigration
Subcommittee, of which I am the rank-
ing member, and Mr. SMITH, the rank-
ing member of the full Judiciary Com-
mittee, have agreed to send a joint re-
quest to the Government Account-
ability Office to develop additional sta-
tistics on criminal alien immigrants. 1
look forward to working with Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. SMITH and others on this
particular subject matter. This is
something we vitally need to provide
statistics that will help us establish a
better immigration policy.

As we move forward with this piece
of legislation that I believe is a con-
structive move in the right direction
that helps to compensate, and it won’t
be all, but it will at least in part help
to compensate the political subdivi-
sions for their costs incurred to enforce
laws against criminal aliens, it adds to
it those charged with a crime, not just
those convicted of a crime or two seri-
ous misdemeanors.

But into this negotiation also will be
the formal request for the GAO study
to look further at the effect of crime
on the United States of America by
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criminal aliens. And the question has
got to be constantly before us, since we
are charged with the responsibility of
protecting the American people. And it
is very much a constitutional responsi-
bility. We are also constitutionally
charged with the responsibility of es-
tablishing immigration policy. The ex-
ecutive branch is charged with the re-
sponsibility of enforcing that policy,
however aggressively or lack of aggres-
sion they might have. The result is
that some get in through the borders,
through our ports of entry. Some com-
mit crimes, and some of those crimes
that are committed are of a very hei-
nous nature. And the cost of those
crimes against this society can be
quantified if we can identify the num-
bers of crimes that are being com-
mitted by criminal aliens and in what
categories they are in, where they are
being incarcerated, what lengths of
terms they are serving, and especially,
Mr. Speaker, when they are released,
when they are released from a munic-
ipal jail, a county jail or a State peni-
tentiary, let alone from a Federal in-
stitution, when they are released, we
need to know if they are released into
the hands of ICE, if they have been
processed for deportation, if that hap-
pens to be the law, or if they are re-
leased back into the streets. And if
they are, we need to ask the question,
are they committing further crimes?
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So what is the level of effectiveness
in our law enforcement system? What
percentage of our overall crimes are
being committed by criminal aliens?
What are those crimes? What’s the
price against society, and how does
this break down into all these cat-
egories that I have mentioned in a
fashion that will allow us, as a Con-
gress, to prudently step back, take the
empirical data that we are expecting to
receive from the Government Account-
ability Office and after the submission
of this request, and process that into
policy that reflects the best interests
of the people in the United States of
America.

I think this bill is a healthy step in
the right direction. I think it’s a pru-
dent thing to do, and I think it says
the right thing to the people in Amer-
ica. I applaud the gentlelady for bring-
ing H.R. 1512, and I support the expan-
sion of SCAAP funding to those who
have also been charged with a crime.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time. .

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right
to close.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself so much time as I may
consume.

Just in summation, this is a compo-
nent of taking this legislation in the
right direction, and it’s important that
we compensate political subdivisions.
When the Federal Government is not
doing the job they need to be doing,
this is the natural result of it.
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I expect that this has come from a re-
quest of those political subdivisions.
Although they aren’t making this re-
quest necessarily in my district, there
are many jails in my district that will
be beneficiaries of this piece of legisla-
tion.

I urge its adoption, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, you know, immi-
gration is probably the signature Fed-
eral policy issue. Try as they might,
States simply can’t fix failures in Fed-
eral immigration policy on their own.

But when we fall down on the job,
States, cities and counties bear the
burden for an immigration system that
simply doesn’t work. While Congress is
working on a comprehensive solution
to our broken immigration system, we
must not forget about the local govern-
ments who are paying an extremely
high cost as a result of our inaction.

In 1994, Congress passed the State
Criminal Alien Assistance Program,
SCAAP, to reimburse States and local-
ities for the arrest and incarceration
and transportation costs associated
with criminal aliens, averting a tidal
wave of expenses that could have over-
whelmed the State and local budgets.

However, in 2003, the Department of
Justice reinterpreted the SCAAP stat-
ute and caused a drastic drop in every
State’s reimbursement. Now States no
longer receive reimbursements unless,
first, the criminal alien is convicted of
a criminal felony and two mis-
demeanors; and, second, the arrest and
conviction occur in the same year.

To add insult to injury, President
Bush has zeroed out SCAAP in his
budget proposals for the last 6 years.
This means that State and local gov-
ernments are left to pick up the tab.
Every dollar reduction in SCAAP reim-
bursements means one less dollar that
law enforcement agencies have to hire
new officers, provide essential training,
make critical equipment purchases and
detain other, perhaps more violent, in-
mates.

Following the SCAAP funding cuts in
2003, the LA County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment implemented a new early-release
policy for inmates convicted of mis-
demeanors. This means the neighbor-
hoods I represent in Southern Cali-
fornia are at risk.

Sadly, these communities are not
alone. Across the country, the SCAAP
reimbursement cuts have had a domino
effect, where funding for anti-gang ac-
tivities, homicide investigations, anti-
terrorism activities and even basic
maintenance is cut to pay for expenses
associated with incarcerating criminal
aliens and suspected criminal aliens.

As Arizona county supervisors re-
cently stated, ‘“This is a huge problem
because we can’t keep up with fixing
roads, the other costs of law enforce-
ment, and keeping up with health
agencies.”

While this bill on its own won’t solve
the fiscal crisis many States now face,
it will help in the long term by cov-
ering a greater share of costs that
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properly belonged to the Federal Gov-
ernment.

H.R. 1512 amends the SCAAP statute
so that States and localities can be re-
imbursed for the cost of incarcerating
aliens who are either charged with or
convicted of a felony or two mis-
demeanors, just like it was before the
DOJ’s reinterpretation in 2003. This
Federal investment will allow State
and local law enforcement agencies to
devote more resources to important
public safety programs.

Law enforcement agencies and coali-
tions from all over the country, includ-
ing the U.S.-Mexico Border Counties
Coalition, the National Association of
Counties, the California State Associa-
tion of Counties, the Sheriffs’ Associa-
tion of Texas and the Virginia Sheriffs’
Association support this bipartisan leg-
islation.

Lastly, I want to offer thanks and
gratitude to my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle for passing this bill
unanimously through the Judiciary
Committee and for bringing it to the
floor today without any amendments.
We may not agree on many aspects of
immigration policy, but this bill ac-
complishes a larger goal, making our
community safer. For that reason, I
appreciate your support.

I urge my colleagues to support their
local law enforcement agencies by vot-
ing for this bill.

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, thank you
Congresswoman SANCHEZ. | appreciate your
tireless work for ensuring that the Criminal
Alien Assistance Program, or SCAAP, is a
strong, fully-funded, functional program.

SCAAP is vital to my district in Southern Atri-
zona. There, along 114 miles of our 2,000
mile boundary with Mexico, Federal, State,
county and local law enforcement are on the
frontlines defending our border.

Last year, 387,000 undocumented immi-
grants were apprehended in Arizona. And an
average of 1,000 illegal immigrants per day
were arrested and deported from Tucson. This
year, over 180,000 have been apprehended.

The Tucson Sector, which includes my dis-
trict, is the most porous section of the entire
U.S.-Mexico Border. More than 48 percent of
the Nation’s drug traffic enters our country
through Southern Arizona.

Securing our Nation’s borders is the Federal
Government’s exclusive jurisdiction. However,
communities through Southern Arizona and
the Nation face extraordinary costs from incar-
cerating undocumented criminals.

SCAAP reimburses States and localities for
costs associated with illegal immigrants who
commit crimes in our communities.

| am pleased to be a cosponsor of H.R.
1512. This legislation would expand SCAAP’s
scope. It will ensure that states are more ap-
propriately compensated for the high costs of
incarcerating undocumented aliens.

Please join me in supporting our State and
local law enforcement by voting to responsibly
expand SCAAP by passing H.R. 1512.

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in strong support of H.R. 1512, the
State Criminal Alien Assistance Program
(SCAAP) Reimbursement Protection Act.

SCAAP is vital to my district on eastern
Long Island by providing much needed assist-
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ance to municipal governments that incur the
large cost of incarcerating undocumented im-
migrants. In fact, in my district of Suffolk
County, officials estimate that 10 to 12 percent
of those incarcerated are undocumented indi-
viduals with a cost to the County of approxi-
mately $12 million in 2006.

Unfortunately, SCAAP does not reimburse
States for all of the costs to incarcerate un-
documented individuals. Presently, the only
funding that SCAAP provides is the cost of in-
carcerating undocumented immigrants who
have been convicted of a felony or two or
more misdemeanors.

This legislation will reimburse States incar-
cerating undocumented individuals charged
with a felony or two or more misdemeanors.
This small change will greatly assist local gov-
ernments who are overburdened by recent es-
calating costs.

While my district and many others across
the Nation have greatly benefited from SCAAP
funding, the Bush administration continues to
eliminate funding for the program. | was proud
to cosign a bipartisan letter to House appropri-
ators asking that they reject the President’s
short-sighted elimination of the program and
increase SCAAP funding.

| am a strong supporter of comprehensive
immigration reform and as Congress continues
to debate immigration reform, we cannot deny
that State and local governments are on the
frontlines of immigration enforcement. | will
continue to work to ensure that they receive
adequate funding and resources for the impor-
tant role they play.

| want to thank my colleague, Congress-
woman SANCHEz, for introducing this much
needed legislation. .

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I yield back the remainder of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LINDA T. SANCHEZ) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1512.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that
a quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Motions to suspend the rules with re-
gard to H.R. 36568, H. Con. Res. 317, H.
Res. 1109, S. 2929—in each case de novo;
and motion to instruct on H.R. 2419, by
the yeas and nays.
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The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

FOREIGN SERVICE MEMBER REST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 3658.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3658.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 416, nays 0,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 249]

YEAS—416

Abercrombie Carney Fallin
Ackerman Carter Farr
Aderholt Castle Fattah
Akin Castor Feeney
Alexander Cazayoux Ferguson
Allen Chabot Filner
Altmire Chandler Flake
Arcuri Clarke Forbes
Baca Clay Fortenberry
Bachmann Cleaver Fossella
Bachus Clyburn Foster
Baird Coble Foxx
Baldwin Cohen Frank (MA)
Barrett (SC) Cole (OK) Franks (AZ)
Barrow Conyers Frelinghuysen
Bartlett (MD) Cooper Gallegly
Barton (TX) Costa Garrett (NJ)
Bean Costello Gerlach
Becerra Courtney Giffords
Berkley Cramer Gilchrest,
Berman Crenshaw Gillibrand
Berry Crowley Gingrey
Biggert Cubin Gohmert
Bilbray Cuellar Gonzalez
Bilirakis Culberson Goode
Bishop (GA) Cummings Goodlatte
Bishop (NY) Davis (AL) Gordon
Bishop (UT) Davis (CA) Granger
Blackburn Dayvis (IL) Graves
Blumenauer Davis (KY) Green, Al
Blunt Davis, David Green, Gene
Boehner Davis, Lincoln Grijalva
Bonner Davis, Tom Gutierrez
Bono Mack Deal (GA) Hall (NY)
Boozman DeFazio Hall (TX)
Boren DeGette Hare
Boswell Delahunt Harman
Boucher DeLauro Hastings (FL)
Boustany Dent Hastings (WA)
Boyd (FL) Diaz-Balart, L. Hayes
Boyda (KS) Diaz-Balart, M. Heller
Brady (PA) Dicks Hensarling
Brady (TX) Dingell Herger
Braley (IA) Doggett Herseth Sandlin
Broun (GA) Donnelly Higgins
Brown (SC) Doolittle Hill
Brown, Corrine Doyle Hinchey
Brown-Waite, Drake Hinojosa

Ginny Dreier Hirono
Buchanan Duncan Hobson
Burgess Edwards Hodes
Buyer Ehlers Hoekstra
Calvert Ellison Holden
Camp (MI) Ellsworth Holt
Cannon Emanuel Honda
Cantor Emerson Hooley
Capito Engel Hoyer
Capps English (PA) Hunter
Capuano Eshoo Inglis (SC)
Cardoza Etheridge Inslee
Carnahan Everett Israel
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Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)

Andrews Hulshof

Burton (IN) Jones (NC)
Butterfield Jones (OH)
Campbell (CA) McHenry

Carson Meek (FL)
Conaway Oberstar
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Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz

bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
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Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield (KY)
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—16

Pryce (OH)
Rush
Speier
Weiner

Minnesota
changed her vote from ‘‘nay’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the

Mr.

of Kentucky.

Mr.

Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote.
MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS

Mr.

HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA

of Florida.

Mr.

Speaker, I move to lay the motion to
reconsider on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the motion to table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr.

RECORDED VOTE
HASTINGS

of Florida.

Mr.

Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 226, noes 190,
not voting 16, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Castor
Cazayoux
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah

[Roll No. 250]

AYES—226

Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty

This

Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
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Tierney Walz (MN) Wexler
Towns Wasserman Wilson (OH)
Tsongas Schultz Woolsey
Udall (CO) Waters Wu
Udall (NM) Watson Wynn
Van Hollen Watt Yarmuth
Velazquez Waxman
Visclosky Welch (VT)
NOES—190

Aderholt Gallegly Pearce
Akin Garrett (NJ) Pence
Alexander Gerlach Peterson (PA)
Bachmann Gilchrest Petri
Bachus Gingrey Pickering
Barrett (SC) Gohmert Pitts
Bartlett (MD) Goode Platts
Barton (TX) Goodlatte Poe
Biggert Granger Porter
Bilbray Graves "
Bilirakis Hastings (WA) 1121 ?Ifaﬁm
Bishop (UT) Hayes Ru .

adanovich
Blackburn Heller Ramstad
Blunt Hensarling
Boehner Herger Regula
Bonner Hobson Repberg
Bono Mack Hoekstra Relcl_lert
Boozman Hunter Renzi
Boustany Inglis (SC) Reynolds
Brady (TX) Issa Rogers (AL)
Broun (GA) Johnson (IL) Rogers (KY)
Brown (SC) Johnson, Sam Rogers (MI)
Brown-Waite, Jordan Rohrabacher

Ginny Keller Ros-Lehtinen
Buchanan King (IA) Roskam
Burgess King (NY) Royce
Buyer Kingston Ryan (WI)
Calvert Kirk Sali
Camp (MI) Kline (MN) Saxton
Cannon Knollenberg Schmidt
Cantor Kuhl (NY) Sensenbrenner
Capito LaHood Sessions
Carter Lamborn Shadegg
Castle Latham Shays
Chabot LaTourette Shimkus
Coble Latta Shuster
Cole (OK) Lewis (CA) Simpson
Crel}shaw ngis (KY) Smith (NE)
Cubin Lmdgr Smith (NJ)
Culbprson LoBiondo Smith (TX)
Dav¥s (KY)A Lucas A Souder
BZZi: ]T)ilxgd Ltglgren, Daniel  groarns
Deal (GA) Mack i‘;ﬁgggo
Dent Manzullo Terry
Diaz-Balart, L. Marchant Thornberry
Diaz-Balart, M. McCarthy (CA) Tiahrt
Doolittle McCaul (TX) Tiberi
Drake McCotter
Dreier McCrery Turner
Duncan McHugh Upton
Ehlers McKeon Walberg
Emerson McMorris Walden (OR)
English (PA) Rodgers Walsh (NY)
Everett Mica Wamp
Fallin Miller (FL) Weldon (FL)
Feeney Miller (MI) Weller
Ferguson Miller, Gary Westmoreland
Flake Moran (KS) Whitfield (KY)
Forbes Murphy, Tim Wilson (NM)
Fortenberry Musgrave Wilson (SC)
Fossella Myrick Wittman (VA)
Foxx Neugebauer Wolf
Franks (AZ) Nunes Young (AK)
Frelinghuysen Paul Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—16

Andrews Hall (TX) Pryce (OH)
Burton (IN) Hulshof Rush
Butterfield Jones (NC) Speier
Campbell (CA) Jones (OH) Weiner
Carson McHenry
Conaway Oberstar

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

J 1556

Mr. ROYCE changed his vote from
“aye’ to “no.”

So the motion to table was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.



May 6, 2008

CONDEMNING BURMESE REGIME’S
UNDEMOCRATIC CONSTITUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
317, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 317, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 413, noes 1,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 251]

AYES—413

Abercrombie Cardoza English (PA)
Ackerman Carnahan Eshoo
Aderholt Carney Etheridge
Akin Carter Everett
Alexander Castle Fallin
Allen Castor Farr
Altmire Cazayoux Fattah
Arcuri Chabot Feeney
Baca Chandler Ferguson
Bachmann Clarke Filner
Bachus Clay Flake
Baird Cleaver Forbes
Baldwin Clyburn Fortenberry
Barrett (SC) Coble Fossella
Barrow Cohen Foster
Bartlett (MD) Cole (OK) Foxx
Barton (TX) Conyers Frank (MA)
Bean Cooper Franks (AZ)
Becerra Costa Frelinghuysen
Berkley Costello Gallegly
Berman Courtney Garrett (NJ)
Berry Cramer Gerlach
Biggert Crenshaw Giffords
Bilbray Crowley Gilchrest
Bilirakis Cubin Gillibrand
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Gingrey
Bishop (NY) Culberson Gohmert
Bishop (UT) Cummings Gonzalez
Blackburn Davis (AL) Goode
Blumenauer Davis (CA) Goodlatte
Blunt Davis (IL) Gordon
Boehner Davis (KY) Granger
Bonner Davis, David Graves
Bono Mack Davis, Lincoln Green, Al
Boozman Davis, Tom Green, Gene
Boren Deal (GA) Grijalva
Boswell DeFazio Gutierrez
Boucher DeGette Hall (NY)
Boustany Delahunt Hall (TX)
Boyd (FL) DeLauro Hare
Boyda (KS) Dent Harman
Brady (PA) Diaz-Balart, L. Hastings (FL)
Brady (TX) Diaz-Balart, M. Hastings (WA)
Braley (IA) Dicks Hayes
Broun (GA) Dingell Heller
Brown (SC) Doggett Hensarling
Brown, Corrine Donnelly Herger
Brown-Waite, Doolittle Herseth Sandlin

Ginny Doyle Higgins
Buchanan Drake Hill
Burgess Dreier Hinchey
Buyer Duncan Hinojosa
Calvert Edwards Hirono
Camp (MI) Ehlers Hobson
Cannon Ellison Hodes
Cantor Ellsworth Hoekstra
Capito Emanuel Holden
Capps Emerson Holt
Capuano Engel Honda

Hooley
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel

Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty

Andrews
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Campbell (CA)
Carson
Conaway

Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky

NOES—1
Paul

Hulshof

Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
McHenry
Miller, George
Oberstar
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Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield (KY)
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (S0)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—18

Pryce (OH)
Rush

Speier
Thompson (MS)
Weiner
Westmoreland

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes are remaining

in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
concurrent resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The title was amended so as to read:
“Concurrent resolution condemning
the Burmese regime’s undemocratic
draft constitution and scheduled ref-
erendum”’.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote.
MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS
OF FLORIDA

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I move to table the motion to
reconsider.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
DEGETTE). The question is on the mo-
tion to table.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 225, noes 190,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 252]

AYES—225
Abercrombie DeFazio Johnson (GA)
Ackerman DeGette Johnson, E. B.
Allen Delahunt Kagen
Altmire DeLauro Kanjorski
Arcuri Dicks Kaptur
Baca Dingell Kennedy
Baird Doggett Kildee
Baldwin Donnelly Kilpatrick
Barrow Doyle Kind
Bean Edwards Klein (FL)
Becerra Ellison Kucinich
Berkley Ellsworth Lampson
Berman Emanuel Langevin
Berry Engel Larsen (WA)
Bishop (GA) Eshoo Larson (CT)
Bishop (NY) Etheridge Lee
Blumenauer Farr Levin
Boren Fattah Lewis (GA)
Boswell Filner Lipinski
Boucher Foster Loebsack
Boyd (FL) Frank (MA) Lofgren, Zoe
Boyda (KS) Giffords Lowey
Brady (PA) Gillibrand Lynch
Braley (IA) Gonzalez Mahoney (FL)
Brown, Corrine Gordon Maloney (NY)
Capps Green, Al Markey
Capuano Green, Gene Marshall
Cardoza Grijalva Matheson
Carnahan Gutierrez Matsui
Carney Hall (NY) McCarthy (NY)
Castor Hare McCollum (MN)
Cazayoux Harman McDermott
Chandler Hastings (FL) McGovern
Clarke Herseth Sandlin ~ McIntyre
Clay Higgins McNerney
Cleaver Hill McNulty
Clyburn Hinchey Meek (FL)
Cohen Hinojosa Meeks (NY)
Conyers Hirono Melancon
Cooper Hodes Michaud
Costa Holden Miller (NC)
Costello Holt Miller, George
Courtney Honda Mitchell
Cramer Hooley Mollohan
Crowley Hoyer Moore (KS)
Cuellar Inslee Moore (WI)
Cummings Israel Moran (VA)
Davis (AL) Jackson (IL) Murphy (CT)
Davis (CA) Jackson-Lee Murphy, Patrick
Davis (IL) (TX) Murtha
Davis, Lincoln Jefferson Nadler
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Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Coble
Cole (OK)
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Davis, To