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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor 
today to express my strong support for 
S. 2484, a bill to rename the National 
Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development as the Eunice Kennedy 
Shriver National Institute of Child 
Health and Human Development. I am 
proud to lend my support to a bill 
aimed at honoring such a compas-
sionate and wonderful human being. 

Often we miss out on the opportunity 
to honor people while they are with us. 
Today, I hope my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle will join with me in 
seizing the moment and commemo-
rating Eunice Kennedy Shriver, a tire-
less advocate for children. While Eu-
nice Kennedy Shriver is perhaps best 
known for her efforts on behalf of those 
affected by mental retardation and for 
the creation of the Special Olympics, 
she has also been a leader on many 
other fronts. In particular, it is wholly 
appropriate that we name the National 
Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development after Eunice Kennedy 
Shriver, as she was instrumental in es-
tablishing the institute just over 45 
years ago during the administration of 
her brother, John Fitzgerald Kennedy. 

In the nearly half a century since its 
founding, the institute has helped 
make great strides in the advancement 
of child health and human develop-
ment, including dramatically reducing 
sudden infant death syndrome and in-
fant mortality. 

One of the goals of the institute is to 
ensure that children have the oppor-
tunity to reach their full potential and 
live healthy and productive lives. Her 
commitment and dedication to helping 
children meet these goals has been un-
wavering. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it is impor-
tant that we, before it is too late, that 
we honor this great American, Eunice 
Kennedy Shriver, today by renaming 
the National Institute of Child Health 
and Human Development after her. I 
support this good bill and urge all of 
my colleagues to do the same. 

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

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Today I rise in support of Senate 
2484, an act to rename the National In-
stitute of Child Health and Human De-
velopment as the Eunice Kennedy 
Shriver National Institute of Child 
Health and Human Development. 

Ms. Shriver, along with her husband 
Sargent, was and is a champion for 
young people who suffer and strive 
under the extra load of developmental 
disabilities. Prior to the creation of the 
NICHD more than 40 years ago, many 
scientists were of the mind that money 
would be better off spent studying 
adult diseases, effectively short-

changing the younger populations with 
these conditions. 

NICHD was established in 1962 under 
the Kennedy administration and many 
credit Ms. Shriver’s tenacity. Ms. 
Shriver never stopped being a spokes-
person and advocate, and the institute 
she helped found has never stopped 
benefiting from her determination and 
her spirit. 

I would like to confer with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to 
determine if it is their understanding 
as well that nothing in this bill will 
change any of the authorities that the 
NIH Reform Act of 2006 provided the 
NIH and the director of the NIH. Spe-
cifically, nothing in this act will 
change any authorities of the Sci-
entific Management Review Board or 
any other provisions provided in sec-
tion 401 of that act. Is that your under-
standing as well? 

I yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. I want to thank 
the distinguished gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY). You are absolutely 
correct. This legislation is only meant 
to change the name of the single insti-
tute within NIH and to have no other 
effect, no other effect on the NIH or its 
organization. We do not intend to 
change or even signal any other change 
at the NIH. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina for that. 

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
this legislation, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill, 
S. 2484. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GRANTING CONSENT TO INTER-
NATIONAL EMERGENCY MAN-
AGEMENT ASSISTANCE MEMO-
RANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate joint resolution (S.J. Res. 13) 
granting the consent of Congress to the 
International Emergency Management 
Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
joint resolution. 

The text of the Senate joint resolu-
tion is as follows: 

S.J. RES. 13 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. CONGRESSIONAL CONSENT. 

Congress consents to the International 
Emergency Management Assistance Memo-

randum of Understanding entered into be-
tween the States of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut and the Provinces of Quebec, 
New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, Nova 
Scotia and Newfoundland. The compact is 
substantially as follows: 

‘‘Article I—International Emergency Manage-
ment Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing Purpose and Authorities 

‘‘The International Emergency Manage-
ment Assistance Memorandum of Under-
standing, hereinafter referred to as the ‘com-
pact,’ is made and entered into by and 
among such of the jurisdictions as shall 
enact or adopt this compact, hereinafter re-
ferred to as ‘party jurisdictions.’ For the 
purposes of this agreement, the term ‘juris-
dictions’ may include any or all of the States 
of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut and 
the Provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick, 
Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New-
foundland, and such other states and prov-
inces as may hereafter become a party to 
this compact. 

‘‘The purpose of this compact is to provide 
for the possibility of mutual assistance 
among the jurisdictions entering into this 
compact in managing any emergency or dis-
aster when the affected jurisdiction or juris-
dictions ask for assistance, whether arising 
from natural disaster, technological hazard, 
manmade disaster or civil emergency aspects 
of resources shortages. 

‘‘This compact also provides for the proc-
ess of planning mechanisms among the agen-
cies responsible and for mutual cooperation, 
including, if need be, emergency-related ex-
ercises, testing, or other training activities 
using equipment and personnel simulating 
performance of any aspect of the giving and 
receiving of aid by party jurisdictions or sub-
divisions of party jurisdictions during emer-
gencies, with such actions occurring outside 
actual declared emergency periods. Mutual 
assistance in this compact may include the 
use of emergency forces by mutual agree-
ment among party jurisdictions. 

‘‘Article II—General Implementation 

‘‘Each party jurisdiction entering into this 
compact recognizes that many emergencies 
may exceed the capabilities of a party juris-
diction and that intergovernmental coopera-
tion is essential in such circumstances. Each 
jurisdiction further recognizes that there 
will be emergencies that may require imme-
diate access and present procedures to apply 
outside resources to make a prompt and ef-
fective response to such an emergency be-
cause few, if any, individual jurisdictions 
have all the resources they need in all types 
of emergencies or the capability of deliv-
ering resources to areas where emergencies 
exist. 

‘‘The prompt, full, and effective utilization 
of resources of the participating jurisdic-
tions, including any resources on hand or 
available from any other source that are es-
sential to the safety, care, and welfare of the 
people in the event of any emergency or dis-
aster, shall be the underlying principle on 
which all articles of this compact are under-
stood. 

‘‘On behalf of the party jurisdictions par-
ticipating in the compact, the legally des-
ignated official who is assigned responsi-
bility for emergency management is respon-
sible for formulation of the appropriate 
inter-jurisdictional mutual aid plans and 
procedures necessary to implement this com-
pact, and for recommendations to the juris-
diction concerned with respect to the amend-
ment of any statutes, regulations, or ordi-
nances required for that purpose. 
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‘‘Article III—Party Jurisdiction Responsibil-

ities 

‘‘(a) FORMULATE PLANS AND PROGRAMS.—It 
is the responsibility of each party jurisdic-
tion to formulate procedural plans and pro-
grams for inter-jurisdictional cooperation in 
the performance of the responsibilities listed 
in this section. In formulating and imple-
menting such plans and programs the party 
jurisdictions, to the extent practical, shall— 

‘‘(1) review individual jurisdiction hazards 
analyses that are available and, to the ex-
tent reasonably possible, determine all those 
potential emergencies the party jurisdic-
tions might jointly suffer, whether due to 
natural disaster, technological hazard, man- 
made disaster or emergency aspects of re-
source shortages; 

‘‘(2) initiate a process to review party ju-
risdictions’ individual emergency plans and 
develop a plan that will determine the mech-
anism for the inter-jurisdictional coopera-
tion; 

‘‘(3) develop inter-jurisdictional procedures 
to fill any identified gaps and to resolve any 
identified inconsistencies or overlaps in ex-
isting or developed plans; 

‘‘(4) assist in warning communities adja-
cent to or crossing jurisdictional boundaries; 

‘‘(5) protect and ensure delivery of services, 
medicines, water, food, energy and fuel, 
search and rescue, and critical lifeline equip-
ment, services and resources, both human 
and material to the extent authorized by 
law; 

‘‘(6) inventory and agree upon procedures 
for the inter-jurisdictional loan and delivery 
of human and material resources, together 
with procedures for reimbursement or for-
giveness; and 

‘‘(7) provide, to the extent authorized by 
law, for temporary suspension of any stat-
utes or ordinances, over which the province 
or state has jurisdiction, that impede the im-
plementation of the responsibilities de-
scribed in this subsection. 

‘‘(b) REQUEST ASSISTANCE.—The authorized 
representative of a party jurisdiction may 
request assistance of another party jurisdic-
tion by contacting the authorized represent-
ative of that jurisdiction. These provisions 
only apply to requests for assistance made 
by and to authorized representatives. Re-
quests may be verbal or in writing. If verbal, 
the request must be confirmed in writing 
within 15 days of the verbal request. Re-
quests must provide the following informa-
tion: 

‘‘(1) A description of the emergency service 
function for which assistance is needed and 
of the mission or missions, including but not 
limited to fire services, emergency medical, 
transportation, communications, public 
works and engineering, building inspection, 
planning and information assistance, mass 
care, resource support, health and medical 
services, and search and rescue. 

‘‘(2) The amount and type of personnel, 
equipment, materials, and supplies needed 
and a reasonable estimate of the length of 
time they will be needed. 

‘‘(3) The specific place and time for staging 
of the assisting party’s response and a point 
of contact at the location. 

‘‘(c) CONSULTATION AMONG PARTY JURISDIC-
TION OFFICIALS.—There shall be frequent con-
sultation among the party jurisdiction offi-
cials who have assigned emergency manage-
ment responsibilities, such officials collec-
tively known hereinafter as the Inter-
national Emergency Management Group, and 
other appropriate representatives of the 
party jurisdictions with free exchange of in-
formation, plans, and resource records relat-
ing to emergency capabilities to the extent 
authorized by law. 

‘‘Article IV—Limitation 
‘‘Any party jurisdiction requested to 

render mutual aid or conduct exercises and 
training for mutual aid shall undertake to 
respond as soon as possible, except that it is 
understood that the jurisdiction rendering 
aid may withhold or recall resources to the 
extent necessary to provide reasonable pro-
tection for that jurisdiction. Each party ju-
risdiction shall afford to the personnel of the 
emergency forces of any party jurisdiction, 
while operating within its jurisdictional lim-
its under the terms and conditions of this 
compact and under the operational control 
of an officer of the requesting party, the 
same powers, duties, rights, privileges, and 
immunities as are afforded similar or like 
forces of the jurisdiction in which they are 
performing emergency services. Emergency 
forces continue under the command and con-
trol of their regular leaders, but the organi-
zational units come under the operational 
control of the emergency services authori-
ties of the jurisdiction receiving assistance. 
These conditions may be activated, as need-
ed, by the jurisdiction that is to receive as-
sistance or upon commencement of exercises 
or training for mutual aid and continue as 
long as the exercises or training for mutual 
aid are in progress, the emergency or dis-
aster remains in effect or loaned resources 
remain in the receiving jurisdiction or juris-
dictions, whichever is longer. The receiving 
jurisdiction is responsible for informing the 
assisting jurisdictions of the specific mo-
ment when services will no longer be re-
quired. 

‘‘Article V—Licenses and Permits 
‘‘Whenever a person holds a license, certifi-

cate, or other permit issued by any jurisdic-
tion party to the compact evidencing the 
meeting of qualifications for professional, 
mechanical, or other skills, and when such 
assistance is requested by the receiving 
party jurisdiction, such person is deemed to 
be licensed, certified, or permitted by the ju-
risdiction requesting assistance to render aid 
involving such skill to meet an emergency or 
disaster, subject to such limitations and con-
ditions as the requesting jurisdiction pre-
scribes by Executive order or otherwise. 

‘‘Article VI—Liability 
‘‘Any person or entity of a party jurisdic-

tion rendering aid in another jurisdiction 
pursuant to this compact are considered 
agents of the requesting jurisdiction for tort 
liability and immunity purposes. Any person 
or entity rendering aid in another jurisdic-
tion pursuant to this compact are not liable 
on account of any act or omission in good 
faith on the part of such forces while so en-
gaged or on account of the maintenance or 
use of any equipment or supplies in connec-
tion therewith. Good faith in this article 
does not include willful misconduct, gross 
negligence, or recklessness. 

‘‘Article VII—Supplementary Agreements 
‘‘Because it is probable that the pattern 

and detail of the machinery for mutual aid 
among 2 or more jurisdictions may differ 
from that among the jurisdictions that are 
party to this compact, this compact contains 
elements of a broad base common to all ju-
risdictions, and nothing in this compact pre-
cludes any jurisdiction from entering into 
supplementary agreements with another ju-
risdiction or affects any other agreements 
already in force among jurisdictions. Supple-
mentary agreements may include, but are 
not limited to, provisions for evacuation and 
reception of injured and other persons and 
the exchange of medical, fire, public utility, 
reconnaissance, welfare, transportation and 
communications personnel, equipment, and 
supplies. 

‘‘Article VIII—Workers’ Compensation and 
Death Benefits 
‘‘Each party jurisdiction shall provide, in 

accordance with its own laws, for the pay-
ment of workers’ compensation and death 
benefits to injured members of the emer-
gency forces of that jurisdiction and to rep-
resentatives of deceased members of those 
forces if the members sustain injuries or are 
killed while rendering aid pursuant to this 
compact, in the same manner and on the 
same terms as if the injury or death were 
sustained within their own jurisdiction. 
‘‘Article IX—Reimbursement 

‘‘Any party jurisdiction rendering aid in 
another jurisdiction pursuant to this com-
pact shall, if requested, be reimbursed by the 
party jurisdiction receiving such aid for any 
loss or damage to, or expense incurred in, 
the operation of any equipment and the pro-
vision of any service in answering a request 
for aid and for the costs incurred in connec-
tion with those requests. An aiding party ju-
risdiction may assume in whole or in part 
any such loss, damage, expense, or other cost 
or may loan such equipment or donate such 
services to the receiving party jurisdiction 
without charge or cost. Any 2 or more party 
jurisdictions may enter into supplementary 
agreements establishing a different alloca-
tion of costs among those jurisdictions. Ex-
penses under article VIII are not reimburs-
able under this section. 
‘‘Article X—Evacuation 

‘‘Each party jurisdiction shall initiate a 
process to prepare and maintain plans to fa-
cilitate the movement of and reception of 
evacuees into its territory or across its terri-
tory, according to its capabilities and pow-
ers. The party jurisdiction from which the 
evacuees came shall assume the ultimate re-
sponsibility for the support of the evacuees, 
and after the termination of the emergency 
or disaster, for the repatriation of such evac-
uees. 
‘‘Article XI—Implementation 

‘‘(a) This compact is effective upon its exe-
cution or adoption by any 2 jurisdictions, 
and is effective as to any other jurisdiction 
upon its execution or adoption thereby: sub-
ject to approval or authorization by the 
United States Congress, if required, and sub-
ject to enactment of provincial or State leg-
islation that may be required for the effec-
tiveness of the Memorandum of Under-
standing. 

‘‘(b) Any party jurisdiction may withdraw 
from this compact, but the withdrawal does 
not take effect until 30 days after the gov-
ernor or premier of the withdrawing jurisdic-
tion has given notice in writing of such with-
drawal to the governors or premiers of all 
other party jurisdictions. The action does 
not relieve the withdrawing jurisdiction 
from obligations assumed under this com-
pact prior to the effective date of with-
drawal. 

‘‘(c) Duly authenticated copies of this com-
pact in the French and English languages 
and of such supplementary agreements as 
may be entered into shall, at the time of 
their approval, be deposited with each of the 
party jurisdictions. 
‘‘Article XII—Severability 

‘‘This compact is construed to effectuate 
the purposes stated in Article I. If any provi-
sion of this compact is declared unconstitu-
tional or the applicability of the compact to 
any person or circumstances is held invalid, 
the validity of the remainder of this compact 
and the applicability of the compact to other 
persons and circumstances are not affected. 
‘‘Article XIII—Consistency of Language 

‘‘The validity of the arrangements and 
agreements consented to in this compact 
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shall not be affected by any insubstantial 
difference in form or language as may be 
adopted by the various states and provinces. 
‘‘Article XIV—Amendment 

‘‘This compact may be amended by agree-
ment of the party jurisdictions.’’. 
SEC. 2. INCONSISTENCY OF LANGUAGE. 

The validity of the arrangements con-
sented to by this Act shall not be affected by 
any insubstantial difference in their form or 
language as adopted by the States and prov-
inces. 
SEC. 3. RIGHT TO ALTER, AMEND, OR REPEAL. 

The right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
Act is hereby expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the joint reso-
lution under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 

strong support of this resolution, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, in January 1998 a dev-
astating ice storm struck the northern 
New England border region. Damage to 
the region’s infrastructure was consid-
erable, and millions spent days in the 
dark on both sides of the border be-
tween the U.S. and Canada. When the 
lights came back on, there were over 30 
dead. 

This tragedy resulted in an effort in 
cross-border cooperation that has 
yielded the mutual assistance compact 
we have before us today. The Inter-
national Emergency Management As-
sistance Memorandum of Under-
standing provides a legal framework 
for cooperation between the States of 
Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island and 
Vermont, with the Canadian Provinces 
of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and New-
foundland and Labrador. 

The compact allows for management 
of any emergency or disaster arising 
from natural disaster, technological 
disaster, man-made disaster, or civil 
emergency. It seeks to regularize plan 
and program formulation; assist in 
warning communities adjacent to or 
crossing jurisdictional boundaries; en-
sure critical delivery of services as well 
as medicines, water, food, energy and 
fuel; and to clarify search and rescue 
protocols and issues related to evacu-
ation. 

The Senate has already passed their 
version of the resolution; and passage 
today in the House, as required by the 
Constitution, will permit this compact 
to come into effect. 

It is worth noting, as well, that sev-
eral years ago the Senate passed a 
similar resolution, but the House failed 
to act and the moment faded. We must 
not let this happen again. This is the 
kind of international cooperation that 
makes it safer and stronger. 

I thank the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH), particularly, for his 
strong leadership on this important 
compact and for his diligence in trying 
to ensure greater cooperation with 
Canada on emergency issues. This reso-
lution deserves our support, and I urge 
all of my colleagues to join me in doing 
so. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my 
colleagues today in support of Senate 
Joint Resolution 13. The States of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Mas-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, and Con-
necticut have negotiated an Inter-
national Management Emergency As-
sistance Memorandum of Under-
standing with the Canadian provinces 
of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and New-
foundland. 

This MOU creates a framework for 
cooperation among the participating 
jurisdictions when they face natural 
disasters or other emergencies that 
they have in common. Article I, sec-
tion 10 of our Constitution requires 
that any agreement between States 
and foreign powers obtain the consent 
of Congress. That is what this legisla-
tion will grant. 

All of us know too well the signifi-
cant resources needed to overcome a 
disaster, whether natural or man- 
made. 

I applaud the initiative taken by 
these States and their Canadian neigh-
bors to proactively plan for the re-
source management and mutual assist-
ance that may become necessary in un-
expected times of crisis. 

As confirmed by the Congressional 
Budget Office, this resolution will not 
result in any cost to the Federal Gov-
ernment or impose any costs on State 
or local governments. I support this 
measure and urge adoption thereof. 

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
delighted to yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from 
Vermont and the sponsor of this legis-
lation, PETER WELCH. 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I thank the 
gentleman from New York. 

There is a reason, Mr. Speaker, that 
all of the Senators from the New Eng-
land States, all of the Members of Con-
gress from the New England States join 
in support of this resolution. Their leg-
islatures and their governors all sup-
port this, as well as the legislatures 
and the premiers in the provinces of 
Canada that have been mentioned. 
That is because we need each other in 
a moment of weather disaster. 

As the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. CROWLEY) referred to, there was a 
severe ice storm in 1998 and this re-
sponse that we had in those New Eng-
land States, with the help of the prov-
inces, was helpful to alleviate some of 
the suffering, but not all. This is fun-
damentally important in order that we 
be able to cooperate to the mutual ben-
efit of folks in the New England region 
and in the Canadian provinces. I want 
to express my gratitude to the Foreign 
Affairs Committee, my gratitude to my 
friend from Texas. I am sorry that 
Texas isn’t part of this because then we 
would really be in good shape. 

b 1515 

And I want to thank Mr. CROWLEY 
and the members of the leadership staff 
and the staff of the Foreign Relations 
Committee for moving this forward on 
such an expedited basis. 

The more we can cooperate to help 
each other, the better all of us are 
going to be. And as my friend from 
Texas would say, ‘‘That’s just the way 
it is.’’ 

We must all do our best to prepare for the 
most serious emergencies that can harm our 
communities. As those who live in the North-
east know, extreme weather is not uncommon 
in New England, or in the eastern provinces of 
Canada. Together with our Canadian neigh-
bors, we have endured catastrophic blizzards 
and ice storms over the years that have 
closed roads and highways, shut down power 
for extended periods, and stranded travelers 
and rural residents for days, or longer. During 
these events, we turn to our first responders 
and our emergency management profes-
sionals to provide assistance and secure pub-
lic safety no matter how grave the danger, and 
no matter how challenging the task. 

The IEMAMOU compact was created in re-
sponse to the devastating ice storm of 1998. 
In January of that year, an unprecedented 3- 
day ice storm paralyzed portions of the north-
ern New England States and the adjacent Ca-
nadian provinces, causing massive damage to 
the electrical and transportation infrastructure. 
Millions were left in the dark for days and 
even weeks, leaving more than 30 dead and 
shutting down normal activities in large cities 
like Montreal and Ottawa. Following this dev-
astation, the governors and premiers of those 
regions affected recognized the need for 
greater cross-border emergency cooperation, 
and they directed their emergency manage-
ment leaders to develop and create a memo-
randum of understanding on these issues that 
benefit all parties north and south of the bor-
der. The IEMAMOU compact was the result of 
this collaborative, international process, and 
now stands as a model compact for cross-bor-
der mutual emergency assistance. 

The compact allows for international sharing 
of resources and expertise in times of extreme 
emergency or disaster. The IEMAMOU com-
pact meets these needs with a thoughtful and 
forward-looking outline of how to address 
issues that face first responders and their 
managers in times of cross-border emergency. 

This international compact provides a legal 
framework for cooperation and mutual assist-
ance between the States of Vermont, New 
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Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Is-
land, and Connecticut, and the Canadian prov-
inces of Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Ed-
ward Island, Nova Scotia, and Newfoundland 
and Labrador. The compact requires each par-
ticipating member, whether State or province, 
to formulate plans and programs to facilitate 
international and interstate or provincial co-
operation in case of natural or manmade dis-
aster, technological hazard, or civil emer-
gency. 

All members of this compact have agreed to 
its terms and join in requesting Congress’s 
consent for the agreement. Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Is-
land, and Connecticut have joined the 
IEMAMOU compact, and many of these 
States have passed legislation adopting the 
compact under State law. The premiers of 
Quebec, Prince Edward Island, Labrador, 
Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick have simi-
larly approved of the compact. The IEMAMOU 
compact has been functioning in principle for 
more than 5 years, as the emergency man-
agement leaders from each member State and 
province meet twice a year. Planning among 
the constituent members of the compact is 
also ongoing. This compact works well and 
should be supported by Congress. 

The IEMAMOU compact is an international 
agreement between States and a foreign 
power, and it cannot have the full force of law 
without the formal approval of Congress. The 
U.S. Constitution requires that ‘‘[n]o state shall 
. . . enter into any Agreement or Compact 
with another State, or with a foreign Power’’ 
unless with the ‘‘consent of Congress.’’ U.S. 
Const. Art. 1, § 10, cl. 3. The joint resolution 
introduced today provides this necessary con-
sent, and would give legal force to the com-
pact. Congressional approval of this compact 
would also provide jurisdiction for Federal 
courts to resolve any disputes under the 
agreement. 

This joint resolution is vitally important to the 
New England States and our Canadian prov-
inces to the north. Congress should support 
their cooperative, international leadership in 
creating and implementing this unique emer-
gency management compact. The Governor of 
Vermont supports this joint resolution as do 
the leaders of the North East States Emer-
gency Consortium, which represents each of 
the New England States in the compact. 

It is time to take action and pass this joint 
resolution without further delay. The 
IEMAMOU compact provides invaluable inter-
national cooperation and mutual assistance in 
times of natural disaster and extreme emer-
gency. This compact works well for New Eng-
land and the eastern Canadian provinces, and 
it stands as a model for emergency manage-
ment planning and cooperation across this 
country. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
commend my friend PETER WELCH from 
Vermont for his comments, and mainly 
for sponsoring this cross-border initia-
tive showing that the New England 
States and some provinces in Canada 
can get along together for cooperation 
of mutual concern. And I, too, am 
sorry that Texas is not a part of this 
initiative as well. 

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my colleague as well, Mr. 

WELCH from Vermont, for sponsoring 
this. 

Two hundred thirty-two years ago, 
during the battle of Quebec, there was 
hostility between the residents of Que-
bec and the struggling colonists that 
were striving for their freedom from 
Great Britain. We’ve come a long way 
in 232 years. It’s about time we get a 
protocol in place that ensures that 
lives are saved during times of disaster, 
whether manmade or natural. I com-
mend my friend again for sponsoring 
this legislation, and I urge its adop-
tion. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate joint resolu-
tion, S.J. Res. 13. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MOURNING THE PASSING OF 
CONGRESSMAN HENRY J. HYDE 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 843) mourning the 
passing of Congressman Henry J. Hyde 
and celebrating his leadership and serv-
ice to the people of Illinois and the 
United States of America, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 843 

Whereas all Members of Congress affect 
the history of the United States, but Con-
gressman Henry J. Hyde leaves a legacy as 
one of the most principled and influential 
public servants of his generation that will 
endure for many years; 

Whereas millions of men and women across 
America mourn the death of the distin-
guished former Congressman from Illinois; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde, upon his gradua-
tion from high school, earned a scholarship 
to play basketball at Georgetown University, 
and participated in the 1942 NCAA national 
championship basketball tournament; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde served valorously 
in the United States Navy from 1944 to 1946 
in the South Pacific, New Guinea, and the 
Lingayen Gulf and continued to serve in the 
Naval Reserve until 1968; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde returned to the 
United States from active duty in 1946, grad-
uated a year later with a bachelor of arts de-
gree, and went on to earn a law degree from 
Loyola University Law School in 1950; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde served in the Illi-
nois House of Representatives from 1967 to 
1974; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was elected to 
serve Illinois’s 6th Congressional District in 
the United States House of Representatives 
in 1974; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde will be remembered 
for his impassioned opposition to abortion, 
and the Hyde Amendment, which banned the 
federal funding of abortion; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was named chair-
man of the Committee on the Judiciary in 

1995 and played a vital role in the passage of 
key elements of the Contract with America, 
and as a skilled lawyer and someone who 
loved the practice of law, he understood and 
respected the rule of law as an essential part 
of American democracy; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was instrumental 
in the early 1980s reauthorization of the Vot-
ing Rights Act of 1965, and known for initia-
tives including the Family and Medical 
Leave Act, nutrition programs for women, 
infants, and children, Federal standards for 
collection of child support, and landmark 
patent, copyright, and trademark reform leg-
islation; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was named chair-
man of the Committee on International Re-
lations in 2001 and worked across the polit-
ical divide to successfully enact legislation 
to address the burgeoning international HIV/ 
AIDS crisis, and also succeeded in enacting 
landmark foreign assistance legislation, in-
cluding the creation of the Millennium Chal-
lenge Corporation, and the expansion of 
United States funding for microenterprise 
initiatives aimed at helping the poor and 
vulnerable; 

Whereas during his long distinguished ca-
reer, Henry J. Hyde played an integral role 
in debates over United States-Soviet rela-
tions, Central America policy, the War Pow-
ers Act, the Taiwan Relations Act, NATO ex-
pansion, and the investigation of the Iran- 
Contra affair; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde highly respected 
the institutional integrity of the House of 
Representatives, and was a forceful advocate 
for maintaining the dignity of the House and 
for recognizing the sacrifices and struggles 
Members make while in its service; 

Whereas in 2006, Henry J. Hyde retired 
from the House of Representatives, where he 
maintained ties of bipartisan civility 
throughout the more than 3 decades of dedi-
cated service; 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde was awarded the 
Nation’s highest civilian honor, the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, on November 5, 
2007, for tirelessly championing the weak and 
forgotten and working to build a more hope-
ful America; and 

Whereas Henry J. Hyde has been character-
ized as a statesman, a constitutional scholar, 
a person with sharp wit and a keen sense of 
history, a passionate orator, a compas-
sionate man, and a person with a distin-
guished career who has left an indelible 
mark on the legacy of the United States 
House of Representatives: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) expresses its appreciation for the pro-
found dedication and public service of Con-
gressman Henry J. Hyde; 

(2) notes that he was preceded in death by 
his late wife Jeanne Simpson and his son, 
Henry ‘‘Hank’’ Hyde; 

(3) tenders its deep sympathy to his wife, 
Judy Wolverton, to his children, Robert, 
Laura, and Anthony, and to the entire fam-
ily of the former Member of Congress and 
staff; 

(4) directs that the eulogies offered con-
cerning the life of the Honorable Henry J. 
Hyde, former Representative from the State 
of Illinois, be bound and printed as a House 
document; and 

(5) directs the Clerk of the House to trans-
mit a copy of this resolution to the family of 
Congressman Henry J. Hyde. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DANIEL E. 
LUNGREN) each will control 20 minutes. 
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