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Sept. 5 / Administration of George W. Bush, 2006 

[At this point, Secretary-designate Peters 
made brief remarks.] 

The President. Good job, thank you. 
Thank you all. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:36 p.m. in 
the Roosevelt Room at the White House. In 

his remarks, he referred to Danealia ‘‘Deni’’ 
Mineta, wife of former Secretary of Trans-
portation Norman Y. Mineta; and Maria 
Cino, Acting Secretary of Transportation. 
The transcript released by the Office of the 
Press Secretary also included the remarks of 
Secretary-designate Peters. 

Statement on the Resignation of Mark B. McClellan as Administrator of 
the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services 
September 5, 2006 

Mark McClellan has served my adminis-
tration in a number of pivotal positions and 
in doing so has bettered the lives of mil-
lions of Americans. He played an instru-
mental role in transforming the Nation’s 
health care system, and his efforts will con-
tinue to make a difference for generations. 

Mark first served as a member of my 
Council of Economic Advisers, focusing on 
health care and related economic issues. 
He then became head of the Food and 
Drug Administration, where he provided 
steady leadership to empower consumers 
and to ensure rapid access to products that 
are safe and effective. For the last 21⁄2 
years, Mark has run the Center for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services in the Depart-

ment of Health and Human Services. As 
CMS Administrator, Mark was critical in 
the successful implementation of the Medi-
care prescription drug benefit, the most im-
portant health care reform in 40 years. He 
has also worked to ensure that price and 
quality information are available to con-
sumers and led reforms that brought prin-
ciples of private sector competition to Gov-
ernment programs, thereby moving the 
country toward a system in which Ameri-
cans will receive better care at lower overall 
prices. 

Mark has been a trusted adviser, and 
he leaves behind a strong record of accom-
plishment. I wish all the best to Mark, his 
wife, Stephanie, and their children. 

Letter to Congressional Leaders on Continuation of the National 
Emergency With Respect to Certain Terrorist Attacks 
September 5, 2006 

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides 
for the automatic termination of a national 
emergency unless, prior to the anniversary 
date of its declaration, the President pub-
lishes in the Federal Register and transmits 
to the Congress a notice stating that the 

emergency is to continue in effect beyond 
the anniversary date. Consistent with this 
provision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister the enclosed notice, stating that the 
emergency declared with respect to the ter-
rorist attacks on the United States of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, is to continue in effect 
for an additional year. 
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Administration of George W. Bush, 2006 / Sept. 5 

The terrorist threat that led to the dec-
laration on September 14, 2001, of a na-
tional emergency continues. For this rea-
son, I have determined that it is necessary 
to continue in effect after September 14, 
2006, the national emergency with respect 
to the terrorist threat. 

Sincerely, 

GEORGE W. BUSH 

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Den-
nis Hastert, Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and Richard B. Cheney, Presi-
dent of the Senate. The notice is listed in 
Appendix D at the end of this volume. 

Message to the Senate Transmitting the Patent Law Treaty and Regulations 
Under the Patent Law Treaty 
September 5, 2006 

To the Senate of the United States: 
With a view to receiving the advice and 

consent of the Senate to ratification, subject 
to the reservation outlined below, I trans-
mit herewith the Patent Law Treaty and 
Regulations Under the Patent Law Treaty 
(the ‘‘Treaty’’), done at Geneva on June 
1, 2000, between the Governments of 53 
countries including the United States of 
America. I also transmit, for the informa-
tion of the Senate, the Key Provisions of 
the Patent Law Treaty report prepared by 
the Department of State. 

Strong intellectual property protection is 
a cornerstone of free trade and global mar-
ket access. This Treaty promotes patent 
protection by codifying, harmonizing, and 
reducing the costs of taking the steps nec-
essary for obtaining and maintaining patents 
throughout the world. The provisions set 
forth in the Treaty will safeguard U.S. com-
mercial interests by making it easier for 
U.S. patent applicants and owners to pro-
tect their intellectual property worldwide. 

The Treaty generally sets forth the max-
imum procedural requirements that can be 
imposed on patent applicants, and in addi-
tion, provides standardized requirements 
for obtaining a filing date from which no 
party may deviate. Additionally, the Treaty 
provides that applicants cannot be required 
to hire representation for, among other 
things, the purpose of filing an application 

and that patents may not be revoked or 
invalidated because of noncompliance with 
certain application requirements, unless the 
noncompliance is a result of fraud. The 
Treaty does not limit the United States 
from providing patent requirements that 
are more favorable to the patent applicant 
or patent owner than those set forth in 
the Treaty or from prescribing require-
ments that are provided for in our sub-
stantive law relating to patents. Addition-
ally, the Treaty is not intended to limit 
the United States from taking actions that 
it deems necessary for the preservation of 
its essential security interests. 

This Treaty is in harmony with current 
U.S. patent laws and regulations, with 
minor exceptions to be addressed in pro-
posed legislation. Because U.S. law does 
not require that each patent application 
apply to only one invention or inventive 
concept, and because the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office assesses that imple-
menting a provision of the Treaty requiring 
‘‘unity of invention’’ for all national applica-
tions would require a substantive and im-
practical change to our Patent Law, I rec-
ommend that the following reservation be 
included in the U.S. instrument of ratifica-
tion, as allowed by the Treaty: 

Pursuant to Article 23, the United States 
declares that Article 6(1) shall not apply 
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