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time that they need the protection, 
and the vaccine has worn off, and we 
have no guidance. At this point we 
have no guidance. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is clearly the 
wrong thing to do, and my bill would 
say that in any situation where this is 
a voluntary program, an opt-in pro-
gram, not an opt-out, we don’t make 
parents jump through hoops and go get 
a notarized signature, or take a half 
day off work and go to their doctor and 
maybe have to have paid for a doctor 
appointment just so they can get a let-
ter signed so their child doesn’t have to 
get this vaccine. That is insanity. 

We need to do a good job. We physi-
cians, those of my colleagues who are 
still practicing, especially my good OB/ 
GYN friends across this country and 
primary care doctors everywhere, pedi-
atricians need to talk to their parents, 
talk to their patients and explain that 
this great vaccine is available, and it 
has a potential for great good. And I 
am sure that many, many doses of 
those vaccines will be sold. 

And I hear my colleagues in this 
body many times bashing the pharma-
ceutical companies and Big Pharma, 
and I heard that so much as we were 
passing the great Medicare prescrip-
tion drug part D program for our needy 
seniors back in November of 2003, real-
ly beat up on the pharmaceutical in-
dustry. But this is a good company, 
and this should be a profitable product 
for them. And when they first came out 
with the vaccine, Mr. Speaker, it was 
their recommendation, and they 
worked with State legislators, particu-
larly female State legislators, across 
the country and said maybe this would 
be a good idea to have it mandatory in 
the schools. 

But to their credit, after this Gov-
ernor made it mandatory, not by legis-
lation, but just by rules and regula-
tions in his decision, there was so 
much public outcry against that that 
the company now understands that 
that is not the right way to go, and 
that is to their great credit. They un-
derstand that they have got a great 
product, but it is not something that 
should be mandatory. It should be 
available. It should be available, 
though, for those who need it most. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a real strong advo-
cate for a public education. Now, I have 
a background of going to a Catholic 
school when I was growing up, but I 
also have a background of being on a 
school board in the city of Marietta, 
Georgia, in Cobb County, my first ven-
ture into public service, and I love that 
public school system. And all my chil-
dren, adults now, all four, and thank 
God I am soon to be the father of my 
seventh grandchild by those four chil-
dren, went to that public school sys-
tem, and we loved it. We had friends 
that either home-schooled their chil-
dren or went to private school for var-
ious and sundry reasons, and I don’t 
argue with that at all. In fact, given 
the same circumstances, I would 
maybe have made the same choices. 

But I want to see our public schools in 
this country, in my State of Georgia, 
in every State, I want to see them 
thrive and do well. And I firmly believe 
in the principles of No Child Left Be-
hind, that each and every youngster, 
no matter where they started in life, 
that they have that equal opportunity 
at the brass ring in our public system 
schools across this country. 
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But when you start doing things like 
this, and that is why at the start of the 
hour, when I said, you know, this 
might not be a marquis issue like what 
is going on in the Middle East or global 
warming or the economy, this is 
hugely important, because if you force 
this, if you mandate this in the public 
school system, you are going to see, 
you talk about a flight without vouch-
ers to home schooling and to private 
schooling, and we don’t want to see 
that. I don’t want to see that. I want 
what is best for the youngsters. And I 
think that we need to keep a hands-off 
in regard to this. 

I have got a few letters here, Mr. 
Speaker, that I could share. I have got 
one from a Phyllis Schlafly with the 
Eagle Forum who is supporting us on 
this issue. 

I have a letter here from the Con-
cerned Women of America. I will just 
read the first paragraph. And this is 
what they say: ‘‘Dear friends, CWA, 
Concerned Women for America, gives 
kudos to Representative PHIL GINGREY, 
Republican from Georgia, a former ob-
stetrician gynecologist, on a bill that 
he plans to introduce. Congressman 
GINGREY’s bill will prohibit Federal 
funds from being used to implement a 
mandatory, let me emphasize, a man-
datory vaccine program for human pap-
illoma virus, a sexually transmitted 
disease and a cause of cervical cancer. 
CWA urges you to call your Member of 
Congress and ask them not only to co-
sponsor this bill, but to take whatever 
action they can to pass it.’’ 

I appreciate that, and it is not for 
kudos or thanks that I am up here to-
night. Mr. Speaker, as we do these Spe-
cial Orders on both sides of the aisle, 
people do this because they have a 
commitment to a cause. And I have a 
commitment to a cause, and that is the 
cause of our young people that we 
make sure that we don’t take away the 
parental right to decide. That is sac-
rosanct in my mind, and that is why I 
am here tonight spending this time 
with my colleagues to try to urge you 
to sign on to H.R. 1153, and let’s do this 
right. 

Once again, as I move to closing, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to make sure that ev-
erybody listening in this Chamber and 
anybody that can hear my voice far 
and near understands that this bill 
simply says, if you force it upon our 
public school children, whatever State 
we are referring to, then we are not 
going to pay for that for those children 
who otherwise can’t afford it. But abso-
lutely, if it is appropriately done, and 

it is a voluntary program, an opt-in 
program, and I think parents are smart 
enough, and certainly young girls, 
when they get to high school, are 
smart enough to know that if this is 
available, they are going to take ad-
vantage of it; and to understand that if 
they don’t have insurance, and they 
can’t afford it, that we have these pro-
grams, these Federal-State programs 
like Medicaid and like the SCHIP pro-
gram, and the Federal childhood vac-
cination program, so that this oppor-
tunity will not be denied to those who 
need it, as Representative GARRETT 
pointed out, but we won’t be wasting 
money on those who don’t need it and 
don’t want it. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will close. 
And I want to thank my colleagues. I 
want to thank you for your attention. 
I want to thank the gentleman from 
Ohio, our new Member, Mr. JORDAN, 
and I want to thank my classmate, 
Member SCOTT GARRETT from New Jer-
sey, for being with us tonight. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JAMES MADISON 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

KAGEN). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the longevity and the 
genius of our Nation’s Constitution and 
to one of the principal framers of this 
incredible document, James Madison. 

As a member of the Constitutional 
Caucus, I want to do my part in shar-
ing with people each week here items 
about the Constitution that we think, 
in the caucus, are very important. 

Madison understood the almost in-
surmountable task that drafting a Con-
stitution presented to the Constitu-
tional Convention. After the Constitu-
tion was completed, Madison looked 
back at the ideals that were contained 
in it and marveled that that body as di-
verse as the Constitutional Convention 
could have produced a document that 
did so much to preserve liberty and 
provide for a form of government that 
would stand the test of time. 

He wrote in Federalist Paper No. 37 
that ‘‘among the difficulties encoun-
tered by the Convention, a very impor-
tant one must have lain, in combining 
the requisite stability and energy in 
government with the inviolable atten-
tion due to liberty and to the repub-
lican form. Without substantially this 
part of their undertaking they would 
have very imperfectly fulfilled the ob-
ject of their appointment or the expec-
tation of the public.’’ 

This founding member of our govern-
ment knew that there would be a ten-
sion between granting maximum lib-
erty to the people and ensuring that 
the government was given the capacity 
to execute its critical duties. The 
greatness of the preamble to the Con-
stitution rests in part in how elo-
quently and succinctly it enumerates 
these duties to ‘‘establish justice, en-
sure domestic tranquility, provide for 
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the common defense, promote the gen-
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty.’’ 

Madison wrote: ‘‘The genius of repub-
lican liberty seems to demand, on one 
side, not only that all powers should be 
derived from the people, but that those 
entrusted with it should be kept in de-
pendence by the people by a short dura-
tion of their appointments; and that 
even during this short period the trust 
should be placed not in a few but in a 
number of hands. Stability, on the con-
trary, requires that the hands in which 
the power is lodged shall continue for a 
length of time the same. A frequent 
change of men will result from a fre-
quent return of electors, and the fre-
quent change of measures from a fre-
quent change of men. Whilst energy in 
government requires not only a certain 
duration of power, but the execution of 
it by a single hand.’’ 

He knew what we take for granted 
today, one, that liberty is an essential 
ingredient for stability and prosperity; 
and, two, that if government does not 
see its foremost task is to preserve lib-
erty for the people it serves, then it 
will soon fail. 

In discussing the preamble we should 
pause to take note of the fact that our 
Constitution was the result, not of 
monarchial fiat or one man’s scheme to 
craft a new government, but of a Con-
stitutional Convention, a body over-
flowing with competing philosophies 
and conflicting viewpoints. But these 
founders found common ground in our 
Constitution. Madison was in awe of 
this reality. ‘‘The real wonder,’’ he 
wrote, ‘‘is that so many difficulties 
should have been surmounted and sur-
mounted with a unanimity almost as 
unprecedented as it must have been un-
expected. It is impossible for any man 
of candor to reflect on this cir-
cumstance without partaking of the as-
tonishment. It is impossible for the 
man of pious reflection not to perceive 
in it a finger of that almighty hand 
which had been so frequently and sig-
nally extended to our relief in the crit-
ical stages of the revolution.’’ 

Madison notes that the Convention’s 
end product, our Nation’s Constitution, 
would not have been possible under the 
normal conditions that prevail in most 
political bodies. It makes me wonder if 
such an achievement could ever be pos-
sible in today’s fractious climate. But 
Madison chalks this achievement up to 
two dynamics. He writes: ‘‘The first is 
that the Convention must have enjoyed 
in a very singular degree an exemption 
from the pestilential influence of party 
animosities, the diseases most incident 
to deliberative bodies and most apt to 
contaminate their proceedings. The 
second conclusion is that all the depu-
tations composing the conventions 
were either satisfactorily accommo-
dated by the final act or were induced 
to accede to it by deep conviction of 
the necessity of sacrificing private 
opinions and partial interest to the 
public good and by despair of seeing 
this necessity diminished by delays or 
by new experiments.’’ 

His observations on the crafting of 
this great document which establishes 
our framework for government and se-
cures the blessings of liberties to our-
selves and our posterity should serve to 
remind us of how careful we must be to 
adhere to the boundaries it creates for 
the Federal Government. His insight 
into the process behind the framing of 
our Constitution might also remind the 
Members of this body of our duty to 
serve the people and to maintain, as 
Madison said, ‘‘a deep conviction of the 
necessity of sacrificing private opin-
ions and partial interests to the public 
good.’’ 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. PENCE (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for March 19 through March 
21 on account of family medical rea-
sons. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. SARBANES, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. CONAWAY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes, 
today and March 21 and 22. 

Mr. CONAWAY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, March 21, 2007, at 
10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

896. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s initial report on the threat posed 
by improvised explosive devices, as required 
by Section 1402 of the John Warner National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2007; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

897. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting on behalf of the Secretary of 
State and the U.S. Representative to the 
IAEA, a report detailing assistance to Iran 
from the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy during calendar year 2006, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2021 note Public Law 107-228 section 
1344(a); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

898. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Export Administration, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Technical Correc-
tions to the Export Administration Regula-
tions and to the Defense Priorities and Allo-
cations System (DPAS) Regulation [Docket 
No. 061212330-6330-01] (RIN: 0694-AD88) re-
ceived February 28, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

899. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — North Korea: Imposition of New 
Foreign Policy Controls [Docket No. 
070111012-7017-01] (RIN: 0694-AD97) received 
February 28, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

900. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a copy of Presidential Deter-
mination No. 2007-13, Waiving Prohibition on 
United States Military Assistance with Re-
spect to Chad; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

901. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of the International Traffic in 
Arms Regulations: Policy with respect to 
Libya and Venezuela — received February 6, 
2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

902. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Coop-
erative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 and the 
FREEDOM Support Act, pursuant to Public 
Law 103-160, section 1203(d) of Title XII Pub-
lic Law 102-511, section 502; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

903. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, Weather 
Takeoff Minimums; Miscellaneous Amend-
ments [Docket No. 30523 Amdt. No. 3194] re-
ceived March 2, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

904. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures; Miscella-
neous Amendments [Docket No. 30522 ; 
Amdt. No. 3193 ] received March 2, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

905. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Societe de Motorisations 
Aeronautiques (SMA) SR305-230 and SR305- 
230-1 Reciprocating Engines [Docket No. 
FAA-2006-26102; Directorate Identifier 2006- 
NE-36-AD; Amendment 39-14820; AD 2006-23- 
08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 2, 2007, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

906. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Diamond Aircraft Industries 
GmbH Model DA 40 Airplanes [Docket No. 
FAA-2006-26165; Directorate Identifier 2006- 
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