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question and finally give our veterans the

health care system they deserve.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:
PREVIOUS QUESTION STATEMENT ON H. RES.

298—RULE FOR H.R. 2528 FY06 MILITARY

QUALITY OF LIFE—VA APPROPRIATIONS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, the amendment print-
ed in section 3 shall be in order without
intervention of any point of order and before
any other amendment if offered by Rep-
resentative Obey of Wisconsin or a designee.
The amendment is not subject to amendment
except for pro forma amendments or to a de-
mand for a division of the question in the
committee of the whole or in the House.

SEC. 3. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 2 is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO MILITARY QUALITY OF LIFE,
VA, APPROPRIATIONS BILL OFFERED BY MR.
OBEY OF WISCONSIN
Page 31, line 1, relating to VA compensa-

tion and pensions, insert after the dollar

amount the following: ‘‘(increased by
$26,000,000)’.

Page 34, line 21, relating to VA medical
services, insert after the dollar amount the
following: ‘“‘(increased by $1,500,000,000)"".

Page 36, line 9, relating to VA medical ad-
ministration, insert after the dollar amount
the following: ‘‘(increased by $500,000,000)".

Page 37, line 1, relating to VA medical fa-
cilities, insert after the dollar amount the
following: ‘‘(increased by $300,000,000).

Page 37, line 8, relating to VA medical and
prosthetic research, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by
$67,000,000)"".

Page 37, line 20, relating to VA general op-
erating expense, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by
$11,000,000)’.

Page 39, line 16, relating to major con-
struction projects, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by
$150,000,000)"’.

Page 41, line 11, relating to minor con-
struction projects, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by
$51,000,000)’.

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) add the following new section:

SEC. 409. In the case of taxpayers with an
adjusted gross income in excess of $1,000,000
for taxable year 2006, the amount of tax re-
duction resulting from the enactment of the
Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconcili-
ation Act of 2001 (Public Law 107-16) and the
Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation
Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-27) shall be re-
duced by 8.125 percent.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The question is on ordering
the previous question.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. 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.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-

Evi-

imum time for electronic voting, if or-
dered, on the question of adoption of
the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 223, nays
194, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 223]

YEAS—223

Aderholt Gibbons Northup
AKkin Gilchrest Nunes
Alexander Gillmor Nussle
Bachus Gingrey Osborne
Baker Gohmert Otter
Barrett (SC) Goode Oxley
Bartlett (MD) Goodlatte Paul
Barton (TX) Granger Pearce
Bass Graves Pence
Beauprez Green (WI) Peterson (PA)
Biggert Gutknecht Petri
Bilirakis Hall Pickering
Bishop (UT) Harris Pitts
Blackburn Hart Platts
Blunt Hayes Poe
Boehlert Hayworth Pombo
Boehner Hefley Porter
Bonilla Hensarling Price (GA)
Bonner Herger Pryce (OH)
Bono Hobson Putnam
Boozman Hoekstra Radanovich
Boustany Hostettler Ramstad
Bradley (NH) Hulshof Regula
Brady (TX) Hunter Rehberg
Brown (SC) Inglis (SC) Reichert
Brown-Waite, Issa Renzi

Ginny Istook Reynolds
Burgess Jenkins Rogers (AL)
Burton (IN) Jindal Rogers (KY)
Buyer Johnson (CT) Rogers (MI)
Calvert Johnson (IL) Rohrabacher
Camp Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen
Cannon Jones (NC) Royce
Cantor Keller Ryan (WI)
Capito Kelly Ryun (KS)
Carter Kennedy (MN) Saxton
Castle King (IA) Schwarz (MI)
Chabot King (NY) Sensenbrenner
Chocola Kingston Sessions
Coble Kirk Shadegg
Cole (OK) Kline Shaw
Conaway Knollenberg Shays
Cox Kolbe Sherwood
Crenshaw Kuhl (NY) Shimkus
Cubin LaHood Shuster
Culberson Latham Simmons
Cunningham LaTourette Simpson
Davis (KY) Leach Smith (NJ)
Davis, Jo Ann Lewis (CA) Smith (TX)
Davis, Tom Lewis (KY) Sodrel
Deal (GA) Linder Souder
DeLay LoBiondo Stearns
Dent Lucas Sullivan
Diaz-Balart, L. Lungren, Daniel  Tancredo
Diaz-Balart, M. E. Taylor (NC)
Doolittle Mack Terry
Drake Manzullo Thomas
Dreier Marchant Thornberry
Duncan McCaul (TX) Tiahrt
Ehlers McCotter Tiberi
English (PA) McCrery Turner
Everett McHenry Upton
Feeney McHugh Walden (OR)
Ferguson McKeon Walsh
Fitzpatrick (PA) McMorris Wamp
Flake Mica Weldon (FL)
Foley Miller (FL) Weldon (PA)
Forbes Miller (MI) Weller
Fortenberry Miller, Gary Westmoreland
Fossella Moran (KS) Whitfield
Foxx Murphy Wicker
Franks (AZ) Musgrave Wilson (NM)
Gallegly Myrick Wilson (SC)
Garrett (NJ) Neugebauer Wolf
Gerlach Ney Young (AK)

NAYS—194

Abercrombie Berman Brown, Corrine
Ackerman Berry Butterfield
Allen Bishop (GA) Capps
Andrews Bishop (NY) Capuano
Baca Blumenauer Cardin
Baird Boren Cardoza
Baldwin Boswell Carnahan
Barrow Boucher Carson
Bean Boyd Case
Becerra Brady (PA) Chandler
Berkley Brown (OH) Clay
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Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Kanjorski

Doyle
Emerson
Filner
Frelinghuysen
Hastings (WA)
Herseth
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Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee

Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George

Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz (PA)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Strickland
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)

Mollohan Thompson (CA)
Moore (KS) Thompson (MS)
Moore (WI) Tierney
Moran (VA) Towns
Nadler Udall (CO)
Napolitano Udall (NM)
Neal (MA) Van Hollen
Oberstar Velazquez
Obey Visclosky
Olver Wasserman
Ortiz Schultz
Owens Waters
Pallone Watson
Pascrell Watt
Pastor Waxman
Payne Weiner
Pelosi Wexler
Peterson (MN) Woolsey
Pomeroy Wu
Price (NC) Wynn
NOT VOTING—16
Hyde Millender-
Johnson, E. B. McDonald
Jones (OH) Murtha
McKinney Norwood
Menendez Sweeney
Young (FL)
0O 1143

Messrs. SERRANO, CHANDLER and
POMEROY changed their vote from
uyean to una‘y.n

Mr. TURNER changed his vote from
unayn to uyea.n

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rolicall No.
223, on H. Res. 298, | was in my Congres-
sional District on official business. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The question is on the resolu-

tion.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

———

0O 1145

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1449

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to have my
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name removed as a cosponsor of H.R.
1449.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

——

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 2528 and that I may include
tabular material on the same.

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

There was no objection.

——

MILITARY QUALITY OF LIFE AND
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 298 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2528.

The Chair designates the gentleman
from New Hampshire (Mr. BASS) as
chairman of the Committee of the
Whole, and requests the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) to assume
the chair temporarily.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2528)
making appropriations for military
quality of life functions of the Depart-
ment of Defense, military construc-
tion, the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, and related agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2006, and for
other purposes, with Mrs. BIGGERT
(Acting Chairman) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
the rule, the bill is considered as hav-
ing been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) each
will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. WALSH).

Mr. WALSH. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Chairman, today I am proud
to represent the first Subcommittee on
Military Quality of Life and Veterans
Affairs and Related Agencies appro-
priations bill for consideration of the
House.

This subcommittee was formed for
the purpose of taking a more com-
prehensive look at the programs re-
lated to providing a suitable quality of
life for our service men and women,
from recruitment through retirement.
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I believe the bill before Members today
does just that, and it does it in a fis-
cally responsible way.

Since the advent of the All-Volunteer
Force in 1973, quality of life has come
to play an increasingly important role.
In the short time between the sub-
committee’s organization and today, I
have met with many officials from the
Department of Defense who are ener-
gized and excited with the makeup of
this new subcommittee. Everyone we
met said the same thing, you recruit
the soldier, but you retain ‘‘the fam-
ily”’; and this new bill structure will
make a significant contribution to that
goal.

I have also met with many people on
the issues related to the Defense
Health Program and the VA. Again,
there is excitement about the synergies
that currently exist and the ones that
can be developed or enhanced between
DOD and VA. This bill makes all that
possible.

I salute the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman LEWIS) for having the
foresight and persistence to bring
about this positive change.

The bill before us today totals $121.8
billion, of which $85.2 billion is discre-
tionary spending and $36.6 billion is
mandatory spending. On the discre-
tionary side, the bill is $1.1 billion
above the President’s request and $5.9
billion above last year’s bill. The bill
funds the VA at $68.1 billion, $2.3 bil-
lion above fiscal year 2005, and $635
million above the budget request. In-
cluded in this amount is $21 billion for
medical services, a $1.6 billion increase
above the 2005 enacted level, and $1 bil-
lion above the budget request. This is
an 8.5 percent increase over last year. I
would also note that with the funding
in this bill, the medical services ac-
count will grow by 18.2 percent over
the past 2 years.

Also, this funding level does not as-
sume adoption of any new fees, nor
does it preclude the committee of juris-
diction from moving on such legisla-
tion. The VA funding level, among
other things, restores funding for long-
term care to the level it was in the fis-
cal year 2005 appropriation, and we di-
rect the Secretary to work with the
National Association of State Veterans
Homes to come to some agreeable pol-
icy to make the program work better
for veterans and the taxpayers.

The bill also includes language di-
recting the Department to spend not
less than $2.2 billion on specialty men-
tal health care in fiscal year 2006, in di-
rect concern to many Members of Con-
gress that the VA needs to make this a
priority. We have never specified fund-
ing for a category of care in this bill in
the past.

We have also included report lan-
guage directing the Department to
more than double the funding available
for mental health research. For the De-
partment of Defense, the bill provides
$563.5 billion. Within this total is fund-
ing for military construction, family
housing construction and maintenance,
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costs associated with BRAC for the
prior rounds and the current round,
basic allowance for housing payments,
facilities sustainment, restoration and
modernization, and environmental res-
toration.

Regarding BRAC, let me just repeat
what we have said in subcommittee. As
of now, we consider the Secretary of
Defense’s recommendations just that,
recommendations only. We will be fol-
lowing the commission process, but we
see no need to make changes to the
military construction budget at this
time. Also included in this total is $20
billion for the Defense Health Program,
an increase of $1.8 billion above fiscal
year 2005 and $192 million above the
budget request. This amount supports
troop readiness by making sure we
have an adequate funding level to pre-
pare our soldiers, sailors, and airmen
for training and deployments while
caring for their families and depend-
ents.

One last thing I wanted to mention is
the joint DOD-VA incentives program
which was authorized in fiscal year 2003
and has been appropriated since that
time. This program creates a fund
which creates the opportunity for the
DOD and VA to explore joint ventures
in research and information technology
that establishes and enhances con-
tinuity between these two Depart-
ments and contributes to the synergies
we all want.

We have a responsibility to make
sure that the limited resources we have
are spent efficiently and effectively
and that programs achieve their mis-
sion. The structure of this bill provides
us with an opportunity to take a bold
look across programs and Departments
and find synergies and efficiencies.
Change is not always easy to go
through, and it does not happen over-
night; but we have taken the first step
towards producing a more focused bill,
and I want to thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEwWIS) for his vi-
sion and support.

Lastly, I would like to express my
gratitude to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. EDWARDS), the ranking member of
the subcommittee. We have developed
a strong working relationship based
upon trust. He has a wealth of experi-
ence with the military, given his long
association with Fort Hood, Texas. He
has been very generous with his time
and his counsel as we assembled this
bill, and it is much appreciated.

Thanks to my subcommittee mem-
bers for their active participation in
the hearing process and also for their
advice, and also to our very profes-
sional staff led by the capable Carol
Murphy, and to my personal staff for
their help in preparing this work prod-
uct. I am very grateful to all of them.
This would not have been possible
without their help.
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