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everywhere will be exposed to more of the 
unique histories of our country’s native inhab-
itants. 

At the same time, this legislation ensures 
we still pay tribute to Sacagawea, the young 
woman who bravely guided Lewis and Clark 
on their expedition to the Pacific coast. 

The Native American one dollar coin is a fit-
ting way to pay tribute to Native Americans 
while also educating current and future gen-
erations on their many contributions to the 
United States. 

I urge my colleagues to support increased 
appreciation of the Native American culture, 
and cast a vote in favor of H.R. 2358. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 2358. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
ROTUNDA AND GROUNDS OF THE 
CAPITOL FOR A CEREMONY TO 
AWARD THE CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL TO TENZIN 
GYATSO, THE FOURTEENTH 
DALAI LAMA 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee on House Ad-
ministration and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
from further consideration of House 
Concurrent Resolution 196, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 196 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF ROTUNDA FOR GOLD MEDAL 

CEREMONY FOR DALAI LAMA. 
(a) USE OF ROTUNDA.—The rotunda of the 

Capitol is authorized to be used on October 
17, 2007, for a ceremony to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Tenzin Gyatso, the 
Fourteenth Dalai Lama, in accordance with 
Public Law 109–287. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the ceremony referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be carried out in accordance with 
such conditions as the Architect of the Cap-
itol may prescribe. 
SEC. 2. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS IN CONNEC-

TION WITH CEREMONY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The International Cam-

paign for Tibet (in this resolution referred to 
as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be permitted to spon-
sor a public event on the Capitol Grounds (in 
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) on 
October 17, 2007, in connection with the cere-

mony to be held in the rotunda of the Cap-
itol under section 1. 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be 

prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol 
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall 
be— 

(A) free of admission charge and open to 
the public; and 

(B) arranged not to interfere with the 
needs of Congress. 

(2) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The sponsor 
shall assume full responsibility for all ex-
penses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event. 

(c) EVENT PREPARATIONS.—Subject to the 
approval of the Architect of the Capitol, the 
sponsor is authorized to erect upon the Cap-
itol Grounds such stage, sound amplification 
devices, and other related structures and 
equipment, as may be required for the event. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.—The 
Capitol Police Board shall provide for en-
forcement of the restrictions contained in 
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code, 
concerning sales, advertisements, displays, 
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as 
well as other restrictions applicable to the 
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the 
event. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 196. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 29 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1803 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SCOTT of Georgia) at 6 
o’clock and 3 minutes p.m. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 2669, COLLEGE COST REDUC-
TION ACT OF 2007 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (H.R. 2669) to provide for reconcili-
ation pursuant to section 601 of the 
concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2008, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate 
amendment, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. 

HOEKSTRA 
Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

a motion to instruct conferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Hoekstra moves that 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. 2669 
be instructed to agree to the provisions con-
tained in section 801 of the Senate amend-
ment, relating to the sense of the Senate on 
the detainees at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON). 

Mr. MCKEON. I thank my good friend 
from Michigan for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by saying 
how I wish we had followed a more 
open and inclusive process up to this 
point. My friends on the other side of 
the aisle pledged during the campaign 
that the 110th Congress would be the 
most fair, open and honest in history. 
Yet it is my understanding that the 
Democrats are close to finalizing an 
agreement on a conference report be-
fore conferees have even been named 
and with little input from House Re-
publicans. There is nothing fair, open 
or honest about that. 

The Senate Budget Committee chair-
man predicted months ago that the 
budget reconciliation process was in 
danger of being abused as a ‘‘stalking 
horse’’ for new spending, and looking 
back he could not have been more on 
target. The House bill in fact included 
one of the most significant increases in 
higher education entitlement spending 
we have ever witnessed, establishing 
nine new entitlement programs. And 
bear in mind most of that new spending 
isn’t even targeted toward low-income 
students who need it the most, but 
rather at institutions, philanthropic 
organizations, and graduates. 

That is a remarkable change from 
the historic function of Federal stu-
dent aid programs. For more than four 
decades, these programs have existed 
for a single purpose, to give our need-
iest students a chance at obtaining a 
college degree and pursuing the Amer-
ican Dream. The House bill turns its 
back on that tradition. 

House Republicans support strength-
ening our Nation’s student aid pro-
grams, but we do not support targeting 
scarce Federal student aid resources at 
wealthy philanthropic organizations, 
universities with million- or billion- 
dollar endowments and college grad-
uates, and we certainly do not support 
doing so at the expense of the market- 
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based FFEL program, which has been a 
success by any measure. 

There is a way, Mr. Speaker, that we 
can avoid making this critical mis-
take. Slightly reducing the cuts to 
lender subsidies and redirecting fund-
ing to provide additional support for 
Pell Grants, rather than creating cost-
ly new entitlement programs, are two 
steps that could be taken in an effort 
to achieve bipartisan support for this 
bill. 

I believe the final step is to include 
language that would allow for a careful 
analysis of possible auction scenarios 
to determine if an auction is really in 
the best interests of students and tax-
payers before requiring its implemen-
tation. In fact, I have heard from many 
Members, including 14 Democrats, who 
expressed concern about the automatic 
implementation of an auction and en-
courage that we approach any auction 
proposal with caution. 

If the conference report achieves 
these four goals, I believe we can 
achieve strong bipartisan support for 
this bill. Doing anything less could en-
danger our support and trigger a Presi-
dential veto threat, just as the House 
bill did in July. So as we prepare to 
formalize a conference report, I urge 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle to bear this in mind. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe another part of 
the Senate’s reconciliation bill also de-
serves the attention of this Chamber 
and inclusion in our conference report, 
specifically, the provision that would 
block the importation of terrorists de-
tained at Guantanamo Bay into Amer-
ican communities. 

We are a Nation at war and Guanta-
namo provides the highest level of se-
curity to ensure our enemies do not en-
danger American lives. Some Demo-
crats have suggested that the site be 
closed and terrorists be sent into 
American communities such as Ed-
wards Air Force Base in my district, 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, Quantico, Vir-
ginia, and others. But make no mis-
take: transferring terrorist detainees 
to these communities will create an op-
portunity for our enemies to escape, re-
cruit and disseminate their terrorist 
skills, and it would make these domes-
tic facilities prime targets for any at-
tack that al Qaeda is able to mount 
within our borders. 

Congress simply should not allow 
this to occur, and I thank the Senate 
for including this important language 
in its reconciliation bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
do the same by voting ‘‘yes’’ on this 
motion to instruct. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of proceeding with the conference ne-
gotiations on H.R. 2669, the College 
Cost Reduction and Access Act of 2007. 
In appointing conferees today, I am 
proud to say that we will be taking the 
first step in making college more af-
fordable and accessible for students. 

Overall, this is an opportunity for 
the conference to look at both bills, 
consider concerns and put forth the 
best possible compromise; and that is 
our goal. During this process, not only 
have we looked carefully at what will 
work for students and families, but we 
have done our best to listen to and ad-
dress the concerns brought to our at-
tention. In an attempt at bipartisan-
ship, we have met with the administra-
tion, as well as the staff from the other 
side of the aisle, in such discussions 
and with the administration, and we 
believe at the end of the day the con-
ference will include provisions that 
have broad bipartisan support while 
maintaining some of our key priorities. 
These include the following: 

Significant investment in Pell 
Grants. We heard the concern voiced on 
this floor by Members on the other side 
of the aisle, and we believe it is impor-
tant to include a significant invest-
ment beyond the House bill in this con-
ference. Understanding that increasing 
Pell Grants is also an issue included in 
President Bush’s budget, we believe 
this goal can and should be met. 

Cutting interest rates in half will re-
main a key priority for helping the 
middle class as well as ensuring debt 
relief for students and delivery of such 
needed financial support for Historical 
Black Colleges and Universities and 
Hispanic serving institutions and other 
minority serving institutions. 

I hope that we can continue the dia-
logue and work together on final pas-
sage in the conference. I am very proud 
to be here today to offer this motion to 
officially proceed in the conference 
with the Senate on legislation that will 
allow the Congress to do more to help 
Americans pay for the cost of college 
than any effort since the GI Bill at no 
cost to the taxpayers. 

The College Cost Reduction and Ac-
cess Act of 2007 will get us closer to the 
goal of ensuring access to higher edu-
cation for all qualified students. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, the Senate rejected 
transferring al Qaeda terrorists from 
Guantanamo to facilities in the United 
States by a vote of 94–3. Senator 
MCCONNELL stated at that time, ‘‘It is 
better for the safety and security of 
the American people that terrorists at 
Guantanamo Bay are not moved to 
American communities. It is the sense 
of the Senate that detainees housed at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, including sen-
ior members of al Qaeda, should not be 
transferred stateside into facilities in 
American communities and American 
neighborhoods.’’ 

Many senior members of al Qaeda are 
secured at Guantanamo Bay, including 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, who mas-
terminded the September 11 terrorist 
attacks that killed approximately 3,000 
Americans; Majid Khan, who developed 
plans to poison water supplies inside 
the United States; Abdul Rahim al- 

Nashiri, who orchestrated the attacks 
on the USS Cole which killed 17 United 
States sailors. This is just a sampling 
of the people that are in Guantanamo 
Bay. 

Are Americans better protected by 
bringing these terrorists to our home-
land, or by keeping captured members 
of al Qaeda and other terrorist organi-
zations 528 miles and an ocean away 
from the homeland? Terrorists held at 
Guantanamo are treated in accordance 
with United States and international 
law and are held at the highest level of 
security, ensuring that they are not a 
threat to the United States citizens. 

Gitmo alternatives include the use of 
up to 17 military detention facilities. 
Less secure facilities allow for the re-
cruitment and radicalization of new 
members within the detention popu-
lation as well as enhanced escape op-
portunities. Domestic detention facili-
ties may become prime targets for ter-
rorist attacks on United States soil 
and they will create uncertainties 
about detainees’ ‘‘constitutional 
rights.’’ 

b 1815 

Standards at Guantanamo are equal 
to or better than similar institutions 
in the United States. They are rel-
atively new facilities. They have cul-
turally appropriate meals. They have 
Korans and respectful silence during Is-
lam’s five daily prayers. The detainees 
receive medical care and at least 2 
hours of daily outdoor recreation. An 
inspection official from the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe in March 2006 called it a model 
prison. 

Bottom line, the Guantanamo Bay 
facility is a clean, safe and humane fa-
cility for the terrorists housed there, 
as well as a facility that affords secu-
rity and protection for American citi-
zens. We should accept the Senate lan-
guage in their bill and make it clear 
that these prisoners should stay at 
Guantanamo Bay and that they should 
not be transferred to facilities in the 
homeland. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding 
and I thank him for his leadership on 
this very important piece of legisla-
tion. 

It is imperative that we go to con-
ference on this bill and that we pass 
the College Cost Reduction Act. It pro-
vides us with an unprecedented oppor-
tunity to help students afford college 
and to do so at no new cost to the tax-
payer. Let me emphasize that point: At 
no new cost to the taxpayer. 

We just heard this bill described, I 
believe, as containing unprecedented 
new spending, and I think it is impor-
tant to point out that it is not new 
spending, it is redirected spending. 
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With this bill, the Congress is making 
a choice that we think it is important 
to take Federal resources, scarce Fed-
eral resources, and devote them to as-
sisting needy students in meeting the 
cost of attending college, and it is 
more important to do that than it is to 
see to it that the student loan pro-
viders maintain what are already very 
healthy profit margins. I think that is 
a choice that the American people 
would support us in making, and it is 
certainly a reasonable choice. 

If you were to look at today’s front 
page article in the New York Times, an 
article that talks about how colleges 
are not raising tuition but they are 
raising fees, it underscores one of the 
central realities of higher education 
today, and that is, as public support for 
higher education is reduced, the burden 
falls on students and their families to 
make up the difference. We now have 
an opportunity to assist students and 
families with making up that dif-
ference. 

This bill significantly increases the 
Pell Grant maximum, something, by 
the way, that the President has spoken 
quite favorably of doing. He has been 
promising an increase in the Pell Grant 
maximum since the campaign of 2000. 
It was not until the Congress acted 
with the continuing resolution for fis-
cal year 2007 that that increase became 
a reality for the first time. And now 
with this bill, we will dramatically in-
crease the Pell Grant maximum to off-
set increases in tuition, increases in 
fees, and declining public support for 
education in other areas. 

It also cuts student loan interest 
rates, which is very important. It is a 
point that continues to be missed by 
our friends on the other side. Access 
and affordability isn’t just about the 
cost of attendance when the student is 
undertaking the cost; it is about look-
ing at their future obligations. What 
this bill does is it enables students to 
make clear decisions about what they 
can afford and what they can’t afford 
and have an expectation of what their 
future obligations are that is much 
more reasonable. 

This is an investment. This is the 
kind of investment that we need to 
keep this Nation strong, to keep this 
Nation safe, to keep this Nation com-
petitive. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill. I thank again the chair-
man for his leadership. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON). 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me this time, and I appreciate 
the gentleman from Michigan for his 
leadership on this important issue of 
Gitmo. 

I rise today in strong support of the 
motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 
2669. When the other body considered 
this legislation, the Republican leader 
inserted language to prohibit dan-
gerous terrorists being detained at 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, from being 

transferred to American soil. I believe 
it is crucial this language remain in 
the bill. 

The findings of the sense of the Sen-
ate quoted threats of Osama bin Laden. 
Item 8, Osama bin Laden, the leader of 
al Qaeda, said in his 1998 fatwa against 
the United States that: ‘‘The ruling to 
kill the Americans and their allies, ci-
vilians and military, is an important 
individual duty for every Muslim who 
can do it in any country in which it is 
possible to do it.’’ 

Item 9 in the same fatwa, Osama bin 
Laden said: ‘‘We, with God’s help, call 
on every Muslim who believes in God 
and wishes to be rewarded to comply 
with God’s order to kill Americans and 
plunder their money wherever and 
whenever they can find it.’’ 

These terrorists currently held at 
Guantanamo Bay are treated in accord-
ance with U.S. and international laws. 
I have visited the facility two times, 
and both times I was impressed by the 
high level of security and the profes-
sional management of the detainees. 

Importing dangerous foreign terror-
ists, like 9/11 mastermind Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed, into American 
communities would be dangerous and 
irresponsible. Terrorists would have 
the opportunity to recruit and teach 
their skills. Additionally, I am very 
concerned that they could potentially 
escape and harm Americans here at 
home again. 

Since April, American forces have 
captured two terrorists with strong al 
Qaeda ties: al-Hadi al-Iraqi, one of al 
Qaeda’s highest ranking and most ex-
perienced senior operatives, and 
Haroon al-Afghani, who has admitted 
to being a courier for the al Qaeda sen-
ior leadership. Both men are currently 
detained at Guantanamo Bay. Inviting 
these criminals into American commu-
nities would be reckless. Any domestic 
detention facility would be a prime 
target for a terrorist attack that al 
Qaeda could mount within the borders 
of the United States. 

As the former chairman of the Lex-
ington County Law Enforcement Advi-
sory Council of Sheriff Jimmy Metts 
and as a former member of the South 
Carolina State Senate Corrections and 
Penology Committee, I am very famil-
iar with corrections facilities. The 
Guantanamo detention facilities are 
world class as to humane lodging and 
security of the inmates and for the per-
sonnel who serve as guards or medical 
support. 

As America continues to fight the 
global war on terrorism, I am confident 
that Guantanamo Bay remains the 
safest place to detain captured terror-
ists who pose a serious threat to Amer-
ican families. These terrorists have 
disclosed terrorist cells which have 
been stopped from attacking Ameri-
cans and our allies worldwide. 

I urge my colleagues to rise with me 
in strong support of this motion that 
would ensure Americans are kept safe 
from known terrorists. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Let me first speak to the motion to 
instruct. I have no problems with the 
motion to instruct. I don’t quite know 
why it is on this bill, but the Senate 
chose to put this language into the leg-
islation. The motion to instruct would 
ask the conferees to maintain that lan-
guage in this legislation so those who 
are currently at Guantanamo Bay who 
are among some very dangerous people 
in the world not be brought to this 
country in the event that Guantanamo 
Bay should be closed. 

As we know, that is a matter of ac-
tive debate here in the United States 
and certainly around the world and 
within the Congress of the United 
States of exactly how we extricate our-
selves from the situation we have at 
Guantanamo Bay. 

Early on after 9/11, the use of Guanta-
namo Bay became a rallying point 
against the abuse of human rights. 
Earlier practices there violated the 
protection of human rights. As the gen-
tleman from Michigan has pointed out, 
much has changed there, but all is not 
well there yet, and there have been 
calls to close that facility. In the event 
they would be successful, as I under-
stand this language, this would prevent 
the prisoners from being transferred to 
facilities in the United States, and I 
concur in that language. 

If I might return back to the legisla-
tion at hand or the motion at hand, 
which is to go to conference with the 
Senate and work out the differences in 
this legislation, and there are signifi-
cant differences between the House and 
the Senate legislation, the staffs of the 
committee have been meeting on those 
differences, and we would hope to be 
able to report back to the House and to 
the Senate in the near future. 

It is important that we do that. We 
stand here at the beginning of yet an-
other school year, another college 
year, if you will, and we see that fami-
lies are struggling harder than ever to 
meet the cost of college. The gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BISHOP) 
who has been so active in this field 
pointed out this fact to the House. We 
must do what we can to address and 
help families meet this cost. 

This legislation does it in a number 
of ways, both by providing increased 
grants to the lowest income families of 
students who seek to attend college 
who are fully qualified to go to college, 
but too often economic barriers keep 
them from doing so. 

This legislation makes a substantial 
increase in the Pell Grants, some $500 
over the coming years in that grant. It 
was the goal of this President to do 
that. Previous Congresses never did 
that, and we do that in this legislation, 
and that is going to be a great benefit 
to those students and to their families 
who are struggling with the cost of col-
lege. 

We also make a reduction in the in-
terest rates. We cut the interest rates 
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in half on money borrowed from the 
subsidized loan program which includes 
those very same Pell Grant recipients. 
I think 25 or 30 percent of them go on 
to borrow money from this program, 
and also middle income families who 
are feeling the financial strain of hav-
ing one kid or two or three kids in col-
lege at the same time. 

We estimate that the savings over 
the life of that loan will be above 
$4,000, almost $4,500 for those individ-
uals. That is a very substantial sav-
ings, and it is what we know that the 
young people calculate what is going to 
be the cost of college, and that includes 
the interest rates that they are going 
to have to pay back. As we know, there 
is forbearance against the payment of 
interest rates while the students are in 
college, but upon graduation, they 
start paying that money back, and that 
interest rate is a significant cost for 
those students. 

We also try to make sure that those 
individuals who have chosen to go into 
public service can understand that 
there will be some relief for their ef-
forts through a loan forgiveness pro-
gram for policemen, firemen, teachers, 
teachers of special ed, prosecutors, 
public defenders, all of whom enter 
professions that don’t have the highest 
economic rewards at the outset, but we 
want them to go into those professions 
as services to our communities. And we 
want to make sure that they do so so 
we can continue to hold civil society 
together in this country and receive 
the benefits of their work and they will 
not be so burdened by the loans that 
they will choose to go elsewhere and 
leave society without the use of their 
talents, as I say, in health care, law en-
forcement, education, and so many 
other fields that are important to this. 

And following on the passage of the 
COMPETES Act, we provide for highly 
qualified teachers in every classroom. 
In the TEACH Act, we recognize the 
importance of highly skilled math and 
science teachers, and we identify those 
people who are performing in an exem-
plary fashion in college and offer them 
tuition assistance if they go into 
teaching math and science and go into 
those schools in high need. That would 
provide $4,000 in up-front tuition assist-
ance for those individuals. 

We also make landmark investments 
of $500 million in Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic- 
serving institutions, tribal colleges, 
and Alaska/Hawaiian Native colleges. 
We have a problem of fully qualified 
minority students going to some of 
these colleges and really not being able 
to stay for a host of reasons. We have 
had discussions with the heads of State 
college systems and university systems 
and others about this problem, and the 
fact of the matter is we have to do 
more to support those students so they 
can successfully negotiate the college 
education that they seek to pursue. 

So this legislation is comprehensive. 
It is important. We did it by taking 
away the excessive subsidies to the stu-

dent lending agencies, subsidies that 
were identified as excessive a number 
of years ago in the President’s budget 
and by the OMB, and we recycled those 
successive savings to the benefit of the 
students and their families who once 
again are going into great financial 
stress to make sure that their children 
will have an opportunity at a college 
education that we recognize is so im-
portant in terms of their future ability 
to fully participate in the American 
economy, the American society, and to 
provide for their families. 

b 1830 

As we pointed out, this legislation is 
the largest commitment of Federal re-
sources since the GI Bill of 1944. We 
think it’s important. We would hope to 
have an affirmative vote to go to con-
ference on the motion to instruct, and 
then we could proceed with the con-
ference in the coming days. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I com-
pliment my colleague. I thank you for 
the support on this motion to instruct, 
and with that, I would also then like to 
yield 4 minutes to my colleague from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
allow me rhetorically, if I can, just to 
concentrate on one issue, the one at 
hand, which is the significant proposal, 
the motion to instruct made by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, as well as the Education 
Committee, I strongly support this ex-
tremely important motion that has 
been given to us today. 

On the day in July when my State 
celebrates the arrival of the pioneers 
into Salt Lake Valley, in a remote 
Pakistani town, the Pakistani police 
were closing in on one house that had 
been given as an intelligence tip that 
the top Taliban leader was inside. Ac-
cording to the Washington Post, this 
Taliban leader, Abdullah Mehsud, if I 
have pronounced that properly, was a 
short, round man in his early thirties, 
who had been an active Taliban com-
mander in Pakistan for many years. 

Amazingly, though, this same man 
had been among the first military de-
tainees at Guantanamo and had been 
released in 2004. Upon his release, what 
did he do? Go back to Pakistan, once 
again working with the Taliban, help-
ing al Qaeda infiltrators coming into 
the rugged mountains area of Paki-
stan. 

But on this fateful day back in July, 
with the Pakistani police closing in, 
this top Taliban leader, who only the 
year before had been leading terrorist 
activities against mosques, had kid-
napped a couple of Chinese engineers, 
and who knows what else, pulled the 
pin on a hand grenade and blew himself 
up rather than resubmit to the au-
thorities. 

It’s memorable and reminds one of 
the extravagances that took place in 
March of 2004 in Madrid when the sub-

way bombings killed 200, injured 2,000 
people. This al Qaeda-inspired terrorist 
activity and the leaders of that were 
tracked down by Spanish authorities; 
and as they surrounded the apartment 
where they were, the terrorists, the al 
Qaeda terrorists, had preplanned their 
own self-martyrdom by having wired 
their own apartment. So as the police 
closed in upon them, they pushed the 
button, not only blowing themselves up 
but also almost imploding the entire 
building, which would have killed hun-
dreds of other innocent victims. 

Now, the reason, Mr. Speaker, that I 
present these two anecdotal stories is 
simply this: these people are not nice 
people. They’re murderers of the worst 
sort. They’re ideologically driven to 
kill. They would stop at nothing to try 
and kill as many men, women and chil-
dren, if possible, in their goals of maxi-
mizing the amount of pain and destruc-
tion, especially those relating to us. 
They do not belong on American soil, 
nor do they belong to be released back 
to their own countries, where they can 
reorganize again, in this war, not just 
again on terror, but also the war 
against civilization and basic human-
ity. 

The motion to instruct asks this con-
ference to accept the language passed 
in a similar bill in the Senate on an 
overwhelming 94–3 vote that rejects 
transferring a terrorist detained in 
Guantanamo to the United States soil. 
Our penal system, as we envision it, is 
one of rehabilitation. Obviously, these 
people have not been rehabilitated; and 
as we discuss what we will do as our op-
tions, as we discuss any kind of closure 
that may take place in Guantanamo, 
we should obviously say which options 
are not acceptable. 

Moving any of these prisoners to the 
United States is simply not acceptable. 
Returning them to their homes is sim-
ply not acceptable. Destroying the in-
telligence value we have at Guanta-
namo is simply not acceptable. 

This sense of the Congress resolution 
simply is one of those things that this 
body, the people’s body, the House of 
Representatives, should overwhelm-
ingly support. I cannot imagine anyone 
honestly believing it is a good idea to 
close Guantanamo and bring these in-
dividuals into our neighborhoods and 
into our backyards, nor to release 
them back to their country of origin 
where they’d be free to reorganize 
themselves. 

As Mr. MCCONNELL said on the floor 
today, this is not a motion simply for 
the status quo. Flexibility of what our 
choices will be would still be allowed, 
but it does clearly say that the one op-
tion that is not acceptable would be a 
closing of Guantanamo Bay with the 
only option being of removing these 
people and bringing them back into our 
neighborhoods, back into our homes 
and back on American soil. 

For that, I appreciate what the gen-
tleman from Michigan has done in 
bringing this once again to our atten-
tion so that we can join the Senate in 
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making sure that this is very clear of 
what is not our policy option. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. I will be 
the last speaker, and I will close as 
soon as my colleague yields back. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
If the gentleman has no further speak-
ers, Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I might consume. 

I just want to point out for a number 
of Members who have asked about 
what’s the relationship of this rec-
onciliation to the loan scandals that 
the Nation was witness to earlier this 
year, this legislation does not contain 
the language of the Sunshine Act that 
we passed overwhelmingly in May of 
this year. That will be contained in the 
Higher Education Act that the House 
and Senate plan to do soon. It’s in the 
Senate bill, and we have passed the 
Sunshine Act. 

As Members will recall, this was leg-
islation that falls on the heels of public 
reports of colleges and lenders and 
their relationships between colleges 
and lenders and special relationships 
that were developed in some cases for 
the exchange of gifts, financial favors, 
holidays, special treatment to people 
working for the colleges that were 
steering people to a particular lender 
for their loans. Whether or not that 
was in the best interest of the student 
or not really didn’t come into play. 

These practices have gone on for a 
considerable period of time. In some 
cases, they’ve been brought to the at-
tention of the Department of Edu-
cation by the Inspector General. They 
were not properly dealt with, and the 
Attorney General of the State of New 
York, Mr. Cuomo, brought them to the 
Nation’s attention with his investiga-
tion of some of the large lending insti-
tutions and these practices and entered 
into a number of consent agreements 
with those individuals. 

We had hearings on this matter and 
the failure of oversight by both the 
Congress and the Department, and we 
passed the Sunshine Act in reaction to 
those hearings that we had, again, and 
was passed on a strong bipartisan vote. 

We think these two things are con-
nected. The terms are now removing 
the excessive subsidies that were used 
in many instances to grease these rela-
tionships for the benefit of the lenders 
and not for the benefit of the students 
and of their families who are borrowing 
the money to pay for their college edu-
cation. 

So I just wanted to bring the Mem-
bers up to snuff on that matter. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I shall con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate rejected 
transferring al Qaeda terrorists from 
Gitmo to our homeland. That was a 
wise decision. That is a decision that 

my colleagues here in the House should 
support tonight. 

Gitmo is a facility that is working. 
It’s working in many different ways. 
It’s keeping terrorists, these terrorists, 
away from the homeland. It’s providing 
us with an opportunity to get the infor-
mation that may be necessary and may 
be helpful in keeping America safe. 
When the Senate acted, they acted 
overwhelmingly, 94–3, to say make sure 
that these individuals do not come to 
the United States. 

It provides us with the alternatives 
and the flexibility that, as we move 
forward in defeating radical jihadists, 
that we will have the strategies in 
place to keep us safe, to get the infor-
mation that we need, provide us with 
the background to implement the cor-
rect strategies. 

We are safer keeping these terrorists 
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 528 miles 
away from the homeland. I encourage 
my colleagues to vote for this motion 
to instruct conferees. It is a good mo-
tion. It’s a good decision, a good direc-
tion that was put forward by the Mem-
bers of the other body; and I hope that 
we stand with them tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. 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, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE JOHN E. PETERSON, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN E. 
PETERSON, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 22, 2007. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to formally 
notify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I 
have been served with a judicial subpoena for 
documents issued by the United States Dis-
trict Court for the Middle District of Penn-
sylvania. 

After consulting with the Office of General 
Counsel, I have determined that compliance 
with the subpoena is consistent with the 
privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN E. PETERSON, 

Member of Congress. 

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. 694 and H.R. 3020, and 

Motion to instruct conferees on H.R. 
2669, in each case by the yeas and nays. 

The vote on the motion to suspend 
the rules with regard to H. Res. 552 will 
be taken tomorrow. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

MINORITY SERVING INSTITUTION 
DIGITAL AND WIRELESS TECH-
NOLOGY OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 
2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 694, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 694, as 
amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 331, nays 59, 
not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 847] 

YEAS—331 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Castle 
Castor 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Donnelly 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gillmor 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
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