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Let me give you just a couple of ex-

amples. There was $1.6 million for the 
City of Bastrop, Louisiana. According 
to the Bastrop Daily Enterprise, ‘‘The 
money is officially earmarked for the 
purchase of bulletproof vests and body 
armor. Bulletproof vests only cost 
about $700 to $800, however, so $1.6 mil-
lion would appear to be overkill.’’ Po-
lice Chief Curtis Stephenson agrees, 
conceding, ‘‘There’s no way we need 
that kind of money just to put all our 
people in vests.’’ Again, this was an 
earmark for bulletproof vests for the 
police officers in this city, and the city 
comes back and says, We don’t have 
that many police officers. 

We are told that these earmarks are 
vetted. How are they vetted? The an-
swer is they are really not. They are 
not vetted by that party; they aren’t 
vetted by this party. It’s more of a 
game of ‘‘Can you catch me with my 
hand in the cookie jar or not?’’ 

Earlier this year, when I was chal-
lenging a couple of earmarks on the 
floor, one Member who had one of the 
earmarks I was going to challenge beat 
me to the floor to withdraw his own 
earmark because he didn’t want the 
scrutiny that would come if that ear-
mark were publicly debated. Later that 
same week, the Appropriations Com-
mittee, when they found out certain 
other earmarks might be challenged on 
the floor, called the Rules Committee 
and struck some other earmarks that 
were to be debated on the House floor 
because they couldn’t withstand the 
scrutiny. That isn’t vetting. That is 
hoping that your hand isn’t caught in 
the cookie jar. 

Now we have this bill today with 
over 9,000 of these earmarks. Now, the 
majority will say, Hey, that is a 17 per-
cent reduction in the number of ear-
marks in our worst year. Put another 
way, that’s like saying, You know, last 
year I smoked five packs a day and I 
am down to three this year. I darn-well 
quit. That is hardly something to pat 
ourselves on the back about. 

Put another way, we have just 17 per-
cent fewer earmarks than the worst 
year in congressional history for ear-
marking. Please don’t use this side of 
the aisle as a bar with which to judge 
yourselves. That is a bar that a snake 
could crawl over. We didn’t handle our-
selves well in the majority with regard 
to earmarks. That is one of the big rea-
sons we find ourselves in the minority 
today. But when the new majority 
came into power in January of this 
year, we were told that we would have 
transparency, that we would have 
names next to earmarks, that there 
would be time to actually discuss these 
earmarks and debate them, that if 
there were earmarks air-dropped into a 
bill, there would be an opportunity to 
strike all earmarks, at least one vote. 

We don’t have that today because 
this isn’t a conference report. You sim-
ply have to change the name of the bill 
that is coming to the floor and you ob-
viate your obligation to live by your 
own rules. That is simply not right. It’s 
nothing that we should be proud of. 

I mentioned earlier on the floor 
today that an astute Member of Con-
gress told me yesterday one of the 
toughest parts of being a Member of 
Congress is to remember what we 
should be outraged about. I would sub-
mit that this is something that we 
should be outraged about, but we are 
not. We blithely pass it as if this is 
standard business. It shouldn’t be. It 
shouldn’t have been for us when we 
were in the majority, and it shouldn’t 
be for the new majority. 

It was in a press report yesterday 
that some Members were upset, I think 
justifiably, that there seemed to be 
just a few Members getting all the ear-
marks. They mentioned in the press ar-
ticle that a lot of the earmarks are 
going to the vulnerable Members in-
stead of to the established Members in 
their district. 

I would say that that is something I 
think outside of the Beltway people 
say that is just wrong, for money to go 
to Members just to be re-elected. But 
here, unfortunately, we see that and 
say, Hey, that is one of the noblest pur-
poses we have seen for earmarks. Usu-
ally they’re tied to campaign contribu-
tions or something else. 

We need a moratorium on earmarks. 
We should pass a CR rather than this 
omnibus and go into next year without 
these 9,000 earmarks. 

f 

b 1245 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, December 18, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 

permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 18, 2007, at 11:42 p.m.: 

Senate concurred in House amendment No. 
(2) with an amendment H.R. 2764. 

Senate concurred in House amendment No. 
(1) H.R. 2764. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

LORRAINE C. MILLER, 
Clerk of the House. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Secretary be directed 
to request the House to return to the 
Senate the bill and all accompanying 
papers relative to (H.R. 2764) ‘‘An Act 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2008, and for 
other purposes.’’, and that upon the 

compliance of the request, the Sec-
retary of the Senate be authorized to 
make corrections in the engrossment 
of the aforesaid bill. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO 
HOUSE AMENDMENT TO SENATE 
AMENDMENT TO H.R. 2764, THE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, FOR-
EIGN OPERATIONS AND RE-
LATED PROGRAMS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2008 (CONSOLIDATED 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008) AND 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.J. 
RES. 72, FURTHER CONTINUING 
APPROPRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 
2008 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank 
the distinguished gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts. 

As I stand here, I am looking at the 
lights in this Chamber and I must say 
to my colleagues that they are very 
bright. Symbolically, then, as we stand 
here on the floor of the House, we 
should be transparent, the lights 
should be on, and we should tell the 
truth. And so it is important for me to 
just hold up a summary of the works of 
the Democrats who worked without 
ceasing to reestablish priorities so that 
the maligned omnibus bill that my 
good friends on the other side of the 
aisle are talking about all the bad 
things, really, they are not shedding 
the light on the truth. Let me share 
with you simply what we have tried to 
do in the midst of opposition and ob-
structionism. 

I wish the administration would have 
collaborated with us, but we fought 
hard. And so out of this work comes in-
creased medical research, $607 million 
for Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s dis-
ease and diabetes, which hits the 18th 
Congressional District in insurmount-
able numbers. 

Health care of $1 billion above the 
President’s request that will focus re-
sources in St. Joseph’s Hospital and 
Doctors Hospital and potentially com-
munity health clinics that have 
worked on, like the Martin Luther 
King Community Health Clinic which 
needs additional dollars because of the 
increasing numbers of health problems 
in my congressional district. In K–12, 
my congressional district has the high-
est percentage of those students on 
title I in the State of Texas, and we 
have been able to increase that by $767 
million. 

In addition, I went to the University 
of Houston to talk to those students 
who were standing in throngs asking 
about college aid, and I made a promise 
to them that we would not abandon 
their opportunity for their future and 
their desires and their dreams. And so 
this bill gives $1.7 billion above the 
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President’s request for Pell Grants and 
other student aid programs. 

There is a surge in crime wherever 
you go. The violence in Omaha in the 
mall; the violence dealing with the 
church and mission school out west. 
We now have 20 extra million dollars 
for Cops on the Beat. 

And then, of course, the tragedy of 
falling bridges, an inventory in my own 
district that suggested the falling 
bridges. We have increased dollars for 
that. 

I am very glad that there is moneys 
in here for the Texas Southern Univer-
sity lab for domestic violence in the 
City of Houston, but I am disappointed, 
Madam Speaker, because we have fall-
en on the job. And because most of 
America wants our troops home, now 
we have money for Iraq in this bill. 

We have a crisis. I sat in a hearing 
today to listen to a woman violated, 
abused, sexually violated in Iraq. No 
control. Recklessness going on. I went 
down the hall to another hearing, and 
members or representatives of the Iraqi 
Parliament said, how dare the United 
Nations cast a vote for more troops to 
be in Iraq without consulting with this 
new democratic government. 

We need to bring the troops home. 
Our troops deserve honor. I have au-
thored a bill, the Military Success Act 
of 2007, that says the troops have done 
everything they have been asked to do. 
Give them their honor, give them their 
awards, have a proclamation cele-
brating their heroism. But the troops 
need to come home. And this bill does 
not need to be filled with Iraqi money, 
because the American people, over 60 
percent, have said, we are done, we are 
finished. We have committed the great-
est sacrifice, our children, our hus-
bands, our wives, our grandmothers, 
our grandfathers, our family members. 
We have said that we have done every-
thing that we have been asked to do by 
the 2002 resolution, of which I voted 
against. It is now finished. It is over. 
The troops need to come home. 

So, Madam Speaker, I think it is im-
portant that we acknowledge this bill 
and the work that we have tried to do. 
But, sadly, this bill needs to fall be-
cause of the Iraq dollars. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Yesterday’s Senate 
vote for another blank check to Presi-
dent Bush for the Iraq war was as 
wrongheaded as the Senate’s original 
2002 blessing for that invasion, despite 
the strong opposition of most House 
Democrats. 

Of course the Iraq surge has worked. 
Not the surge in Iraq. That surge has 
failed miserably, failed to achieve any 
of the political objectives, the bench-
marks that the President set himself. 
No. The only surge that has worked is 
the propaganda surge here in Wash-
ington. Hemorrhaging more dollars and 

more blood into the sands of Iraq is not 
a formula for achieving success. 

The taxpayers’ price for Iraq is $3 bil-
lion every week of every month of the 
year. Take all the money that is used 
to research and seek a cure for cancer 
at the National Institute for Cancer, 
that is how much money we spend in 
Iraq in 2 weeks. But whether deaths are 
up or deaths are down, ‘‘the Adminis-
tration’s consistent response is the 
troops cannot come home.’’ 

We need to learn from the courage 
displayed by our troops. My colleagues 
in this House need to learn from that 
courage and vote to limit any more 
funding in this war to a fully funded, 
safe, redeployment from Iraq that be-
gins today. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution is withdrawn. 

f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair lays before the House the fol-
lowing privileged message from the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In the Senate of the United States, Decem-

ber 19, 2007. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to 

request the House of Representatives to re-
turn to the Senate the bill and all accom-
panying papers relative to (H.R. 2764) enti-
tled ‘‘An Act making appropriations for the 
Department of State, foreign operations, and 
related programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other purposes.’’, 
and that upon the compliance of the request, 
the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to 
make corrections in the engrossment of the 
aforesaid bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the request of the Senate for 
the return of the papers on H.R. 2764 is 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
f 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate agrees to the 
House of Representatives amendment 
numbered 1 to the Senate amendment 
to the bill (H.R. 2764) ‘‘An Act making 
appropriations for the Department of 
State, foreign operations, and related 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2008, and for other pur-
poses.’’ 

Resolved further, That the Senate 
agrees to amendment numbered 2 of 
the House of Representatives with an 
amendment to the aforesaid bill. 

f 

EMERGENCY AND DISASTER AS-
SISTANCE FRAUD PENALTY EN-
HANCEMENT ACT OF 2007 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 

Senate bill (S. 863) to amend title 18, 
United States Code, with respect to 
fraud in connection with major dis-
aster or emergency funds. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows: 

S. 863 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Emergency 
and Disaster Assistance Fraud Penalty En-
hancement Act of 2007’’. 
SEC. 2. FRAUD IN CONNECTION WITH MAJOR DIS-

ASTER OR EMERGENCY BENEFITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 47 of title 18, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘§ 1040. Fraud in connection with major dis-
aster or emergency benefits 
‘‘(a) Whoever, in a circumstance described 

in subsection (b) of this section, knowingly— 
‘‘(1) falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any 

trick, scheme, or device any material fact; 
or 

‘‘(2) makes any materially false, fictitious, 
or fraudulent statement or representation, 
or makes or uses any false writing or docu-
ment knowing the same to contain any ma-
terially false, fictitious, or fraudulent state-
ment or representation, 
in any matter involving any benefit author-
ized, transported, transmitted, transferred, 
disbursed, or paid in connection with a major 
disaster declaration under section 401 of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170) or an 
emergency declaration under section 501 of 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5191), or 
in connection with any procurement of prop-
erty or services related to any emergency or 
major disaster declaration as a prime con-
tractor with the United States or as a sub-
contractor or supplier on a contract in which 
there is a prime contract with the United 
States, shall be fined under this title, impris-
oned not more than 30 years, or both. 

‘‘(b) A circumstance described in this sub-
section is any instance where— 

‘‘(1) the authorization, transportation, 
transmission, transfer, disbursement, or pay-
ment of the benefit is in or affects interstate 
or foreign commerce; 

‘‘(2) the benefit is transported in the mail 
at any point in the authorization, transpor-
tation, transmission, transfer, disbursement, 
or payment of that benefit; or 

‘‘(3) the benefit is a record, voucher, pay-
ment, money, or thing of value of the United 
States, or of any department or agency 
thereof. 

‘‘(c) In this section, the term ‘benefit’ 
means any record, voucher, payment, money 
or thing of value, good, service, right, or 
privilege provided by the United States, a 
State or local government, or other entity.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 47 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘‘1040. Fraud in connection with major dis-
aster or emergency benefits.’’. 

SEC. 3. INCREASED CRIMINAL PENALTIES FOR 
ENGAGING IN WIRE, RADIO, AND 
TELEVISION FRAUD DURING AND 
RELATION TO A PRESIDENTIALLY 
DECLARED MAJOR DISASTER OR 
EMERGENCY. 

Section 1343 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting: ‘‘occurs in relation 
to, or involving any benefit authorized, 
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