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know Senator MCCAIN was working,
Senator ALLEN was working, Senators
CARPER and FEINSTEIN and I were
working, and I hope we have made
some progress.

Tomorrow when we come in here
after our lunch and begin to move to
the bill at hand, I think we will have
on our side—I mean those of us who op-
pose S. 150—that we will have upheld
our part of the responsibility of keep-
ing this Senate moving toward a con-
clusion. We want a result, but we want
a good result.

May I say one more time what I be-
lieve a good result is. A good result is
a 2-year ban on State and local tax-
ation of Internet access so the U.S.
Congress can think carefully about the
migration of digital services to the
Internet because of high-speed Internet
access. So that is No. 1—2 years or less.

No. 2, no big subsidy to a heavily sub-
sidized industry already.

No. 3, let’s keep our promise and do
no harm to State and local govern-
ments. Let’s show the people of this
country that when we make a promise,
as we did in 1995 when we said no more
unfunded Federal mandates, when 300
Republicans stood on the Capitol steps
and said, If we break our promise
throw us out, let’s show that we mean
that and not engage in rhetoric that
tries to confuse the issue.

If we meet those three tests, then we
can have a result. We can have one
quickly tomorrow, or Wednesday, or
Thursday. But if we insist on legisla-
tion here like the legislation that
passed the House, that creates perma-
nent confusion instead of careful study,
an unwarranted expensive subsidy to a
heavily subsidized fast-growing tech-
nology, and that does harm to State
and local governments, which breaks
our promises, then I am going to con-
tinue to oppose that and so are a great
many of the Democrats and Repub-
licans who joined us in the Alexander-
Carper legislation.

I think this has been a successful
day. I appreciate the time we have been
given to debate the issue. I know Sen-
ator ENZI and others will be here to-
morrow morning to continue that dis-
cussion, and I look forward to moving
in an orderly way to the legislation at
hand, S. 150, sometime tomorrow after-
noon, based upon the decision of the
leadership.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TAL-
ENT). The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be dispensed with.

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

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, on
behalf of the majority leader, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate resumes the motion to proceed to
S. 150, the Internet tax access bill,
there be 2 hours and 40 minutes for de-
bate remaining with 2 hours under the
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control of Senator ALEXANDER or his
designee, with 20 minutes under the
control of the chairman of the com-
mittee and 20 minutes under the con-
trol of Senator DORGAN; provided fur-
ther that at the use or yielding back of
that time the motion to proceed be
agreed to.

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

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period of morning
business with Senators permitted to
speak for up to 10 minutes each.

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

SCOTT CAMPBELL, STEPHANIE
ROPER, WENDY PRESTON,
LOUARNA GILLIS, AND NILA
LYNN CRIME VICTIMS' RIGHTS
ACT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
rise today as a proud cosponsor of this
victims’ rights legislation, which has
special significance for my State and
my hometown. On December 6, 1993,
Mary Byron was murdered in Louis-
ville on her 21st birthday as she left
her place of work. Mary was Kkilled by
her ex-boyfriend who, unknown to
Mary, had recently been released from
the county jail where he had been held
since being arrested for stalking, as-
saulting, and raping Mary. The Byron
family had been assured that they
would be notified when Mary’s
attacker was released from -custody.
But unfortunately, they were not.

Following this tragedy, the Louis-
ville metro criminal justice commu-
nity quickly realized that victims of
violent crime needed a better system of
notification when offenders are ar-
rested, released, or scheduled to appear
in court. The community committed
itself to solving this critical problem
and ensuring victims’ safety. In De-
cember 1994, one year after Mary By-
ron’s death, Jefferson County, KY in-
troduced the Nation’s first automated
victim notification service.

That system is called VINE, which
stands for Victim Information and No-
tification Everyday. This program
assures crime victims access to rapid,
automated notification by telephone,
pager, or e-mail when an offender’s sta-
tus changes. The system also allows
victims to call 24-hours a day to obtain
the current status of an offender—giv-
ing victims peace of mind and a sense
of control over their lives.

What began in Louisville 9 years ago
has now spread to more than 1,400 com-
munities in 36 States. In fact, in 19
States every county jail and State pris-
on is connected to the VINE network.
Each of these facilities and commu-
nities are connected through the VINE
Communications Center located in
Louisville. This central hub collects
data from and manages automated
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interfaces among 57 percent of the Na-
tion’s county and State correctional
facilities, and monitors 14 million of-
fender transactions each month. With-
in moments of an offender’s status
change, such as escape, transfer, or re-
lease, high-speed notification is acti-
vated to reach out and provide infor-
mation to victims.

The VINE Communications Center
provides a staff of live operators 24-
hours a day to assist victims in using
the service. This national victim noti-
fication center has made over 22 mil-
lion calls, resulting in more than one
million notification events and saving
countless lives.

VINE technology is also being used
in Federal correctional facilities. In
1999, the U.S. Department of Justice
launched its Federal Victim Notifica-
tion Service with the core VINE soft-
ware. I am proud to note that DOJ’s
Federal Victim Notification Service
also utilizes the Louisville-based com-
munications center that provides vic-
tim notification services for the county
jails and State prisons in 36 States.

It is now time to make this life-sav-
ing service available to every crime
victim in America. And this legislation
helps make that a reality. The lack of
victims’ rights, including notification
about the status of an offender, is a na-
tional criminal justice problem that
requires national leadership to solve.
This legislation recognizes the national
problem, and I am proud to say this
bill includes a component to help com-
plete the job of providing safety to vic-
tims of domestic violence and other
violent crimes.

I commend the Senator from Arizona
and the Senator from California for
their tireless work on this issue.

This legislation not only states that
each victim of violent crime has a
right to be notified of the release or
the escape of the accused, but it also
authorizes adequate funding to see that
the crime victim notification network
that currently protects many of the
Nation’s crime victims is extended to
cover all of the Nation’s crime victims.

In an effort to prevent any family
from having to suffer the tragedy that
befell hers, Mary Byron’s mother, Pat,
has dedicated the last ten years of her
life to raising awareness and support
for innovative programs, such as VINE,
that help to break the cycle of vio-
lence. The Mary Byron Foundation,
along with the National Center for
Missing and Exploited Children, are
strong supporters of completing the
VINE Network, and I ask my col-
leagues to join with us in supporting
this critical piece of legislation.

——

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES

CORPORAL MICHAEL SPEER

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to CPL Michael R.
Speer of Davenport, IA, who coura-
geously gave his life for his country in
Operation Iraqi Freedom. He is the 12th
Iowan to be Kkilled in Iraq. My deepest
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sympathy goes out to his wife and his
entire family as they deal with their
loss. Corporal Speer was Kkilled when
his unit came under enemy fire in the
Al Anbar province of Iraq on Friday,
April 9, 2004.

Corporal Speer was a rifleman as-
signed to the 2nd Battalion, 2nd Ma-
rines, 2nd Marine Division, II Marine
Expeditionary Force, based in Camp
Lejeune, NC. He performed his duty to
his country admirably and I know his
loss will be deeply felt by all those who
knew him.

Michael Speer enlisted in the Ma-
rines in Davenport, IA, on January 16,
2001. He died a true patriot and it is fit-
ting that we recognize his sacrifice
here today.

STAFF SERGEANT CORY BROOKS

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to Staff Sergeant
Cory W. Brooks, a member of the
South Dakota National Guard, who
died on April 24, 2004, while serving in
Operation Iraqi Freedom.

Staff Sergeant Brooks was a member
of the 153rd Engineer Batallion, which
is based in Winner, SD. He died in a
noncombat incident on Saturday.

Answering America’s call to the mili-
tary, Staff Sergeant Brooks joined the
National Guard in May of 1989 and
served as a combat engineer through-
out his 15 years of service.

Born and raised in Phillip, SD, he
was remembered as a dedicated athlete
and student. Staff Sergeant Brooks’
former football coach in high school,
Jerry Rhodes said, ‘“‘He was just like
family. He was one of those kids you
love to work with. He always did good
work. He was a very happy-go-lucky
kid.” Jerry Rhodes son, Wade, picked
his good friend to be the best man at
his wedding in 1995. Wade said of
Brooks growing up, ‘‘I spent more time
at their house then I did my own. He
was just like a brother to me.”

Staff Sergeant Brooks was a very
dedicated student and well educated.
After excelling at Phillip High School
and the University of South Dakota for
his undergraduate studies, he went on
to obtain his Juris Doctorate from the
University of South Dakota.

Staff Sergeant Brooks is the second
member of the South Dakota National
Guard to be killed in combat since the
war in Iraq began. Company A, which
includes members from Wagner and
Winner, was assigned to the 1st Marine
Expedition Headquarters. Their com-
pany is responsible for defusing road-
side explosives.

Staff Sergeant Brooks served our
country and was a model of loyalty and
dedication in the preservation of free-
dom. The thoughts and prayers of my
family, as well as our country’s, are
with his family during this time of
mourning. Our thoughts continue to be
with all those families who have chil-
dren, spouses, and other loved ones
serving overseas.

Staff Sergeant Brooks led a full life,
committed to his family, his Nation,
and his community. It was his incred-
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ible dedication to helping others that
will serve as his greatest legacy. Our
Nation is a far better place because of
Staff Sergeant Brooks’ contributions,
and, while his family, friends, and Na-
tion will miss him very much, the best
way to honor his life is to remember
his commitment to service and his
family.

I join with all South Dakotans in ex-
pressing my sympathies to the friends
and family of Staff Sergeant Brooks. I
know that he will always be missed,
but his service to our Nation will never
be forgotten.

————

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT
OF 2003

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about the need for hate
crimes legislation. On May 1, 2003, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduced the
Local Law Enforcement Enhancement
Act, a bill that would add new cat-
egories to current hate crimes law,
sending a signal that violence of any
kind is unacceptable in our society.

In Davis, CA, on October 26, 2003, a
homosexual man in his mid-twenties
discovered that his automobile had
been drenched with four flats worth of
eggs. The damage to his vehicle was es-
timated at approximately $4,000 and a
gang tag was scrawled on the vehicle.
The victim said that he felt his vehicle
was targeted because he hangs a gay
pride flag outside his home.

I believe that Government’s first
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend
them against the harms that come out
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can
become substance. I believe that by
passing this legislation and changing
current law, we can change hearts and
minds as well.

———

HUD’S SECTION 8 VOUCHER
REIMBURSEMENT CRISIS

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I take
this opportunity to warn my colleagues
about the potential low-income hous-
ing crisis that could jeopardize hun-
dreds, if not thousands of people in
their States as a result of an irrespon-
sible, punitive, and unnecessarily harsh
action taken last week by the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

For the first time in the 30-year his-
tory of the Section 8 Voucher Choice
Program, there is the very real possi-
bility that tens of thousands of low-in-
come Americans will lose their housing
vouchers this summer and fall and be
left with nowhere to turn but homeless
shelters and the streets. The mere pos-
sibility of this is shocking and it’s
something my colleagues need to be
aware of immediately.

Congress did not intend for this to
happen, and the appropriators pushed
HUD to make sure it would not happen,
but that is the course we are on. And
it’s all because of HUD’s callous indif-
ference to the plight of the most vul-
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nerable and this administration’s unre-
lenting drive to destroy the safety net.

Using the most narrow possible inter-
pretation of the appropriations bill,
HUD issued a notification on Thursday
that would retroactively abandon the
long-standing practice of reimbursing
public housing agencies for the actual
costs of assisting the poor, the dis-
abled, and the elderly through the sec-
tion 8 voucher program. Instead, the
new HUD policy will reimburse them
on an inflation factor concocted by
HUD’s budgeteers that has absolutely
no bearing on the actual operating
costs of the Section 8 housing voucher
program.

As a result, public housing agencies
across the country are about to be
blindsided by a rule change they did
not anticipate and could not have pre-

pared for.
The National Association of Housing
and Redevelopment Officials—

NAHRO—is conducting a complete na-
tional survey of the potential effects of
this change, which should be available
later this week. But early analysis is
already available, and it is not reas-
suring. As a result of this change, the
association thinks that maybe 60,000
families may be at risk of losing their
vouchers in the coming year. 60,000.

The notification does inform public
housing agencies that they can appeal
the decision by July 15, but offers no
information about just how to do that.
The notification also points out that
HUD may not have any funds by then
to adjust reimbursements that were ap-
pealed. So, go ahead and send the ap-
peal letter, but just don’t expect HUD
to do anything about it.

If my colleagues harbor any doubts
that this HUD notification will have
severe consequences, they need only
look at what is happening in Massachu-
setts now. The State has directed pub-
lic housing agencies to notify 600 fami-
lies that their vouchers will be termi-
nated effective June 1 as a result of
HUD’s abrupt funding change. Barring
an 11 hour temporary reprieve, those
notices go out tomorrow. And that is
just the tip of the iceberg in Massachu-
setts, some thousands more may be in
jeopardy.

The State is being hit now because it
must reconcile HUD’s funding cuts
within its existing fiscal year, which
ends June 30, and there is no other way
to do that other than withholding as-
sistance from those currency receiving
it.

Who are these 600 families? More
than 60 percent of them are disabled, a
significant portion are elderly, and all
are low-income.

They are people like Mr. Milton
Servis II. At the age of 15, he was hit
by a speeding car while he walked. As
a result of the collision, he sustained a
serious head injury that has left him-
self disabled, with impairments of his
vision, balance, and ability to walk.

Then, just last year, Mr. Servis II,
sustained third degree burns on his
hands in the Station Nightclub fire in
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