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In recent years, the rising costs asso-

ciated with caring for children and 
aging parents have placed a significant 
burden on many middle-class families. 
Today, more than 16 million Americans 
have joined the ranks of the new 
‘‘sandwich generation,’’ those working 
Americans who provide care for both 
their own children and for their aging 
parents. 

Yesterday, I introduced legislation to 
provide more tax relief for working 
families who provide dependent care 
for their children or parents. 

My legislation does two things. First, 
it would extend the full benefit of the 
dependent care tax credit to allow 
more middle-class families to receive 
tax relief for the child and elder care 
expenses they must incur in order to 
work. 

Secondly, the bill expands the credit 
to include all older dependent parents, 
not just those who live with the tax-
payer. This makes it easier for families 
to care for their loved ones, while pro-
viding the flexibility to maintain a liv-
ing situation more suited to the fam-
ily’s unique needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for support for 
this legislation. 

f 

b 1015 

MARK LUNSFORD—TRUCK DRIVER 
AND DADDY 

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker: ‘‘Just a truck 
driver and a daddy’’ is how Mark 
Lunsford described himself before Feb-
ruary 24, 2005. However, that night for-
ever altered the course of his own life. 
A convicted sex offender snuck into the 
Lunsford home and kidnapped Mark’s 
9-year-old daughter, Jessica. For 3 
weeks, Mark pled to the American pub-
lic for Jessica’s safe return, to no avail. 

A sex offender was captured, con-
fessed to the kidnapping, sexually as-
saulting, and killing Jessica by bury-
ing her alive. Mark’s mission to pro-
tect our Nation’s children from these 
predators became his life’s ambition. 

Using the local and national media, 
Mark has raised the awareness and the 
need to strengthen the laws to keep sex 
offenders from harming our kids. He 
has traveled from State to State cam-
paigning for Jessica’s Law, which in-
cludes harsher punishments for sex of-
fenders. He was also instrumental in 
helping Congress pass the Adam Walsh 
Child Safety Act, which tracks child 
molesters. 

Last night, Congressman JIM COSTA 
and myself, on behalf of the Victims’ 
Rights Caucus, were pleased to honor 
Mark Lunsford, this daddy, this truck 
driver, for his commitment to our Na-
tion’s children. After all, children are 
our greatest natural resource. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

THE TRUTH FROM ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, today 
we will once again hear from the Attor-
ney General, Alberto Gonzales, on the 
prosecutor purge. When it comes to the 
U.S. Attorney firings in public corrup-
tion cases, we have heard plenty of dif-
ferent explanations from the Attorney 
General and his associates. 

What we have not heard is the simple 
truth. We know many of the fired U.S. 
Attorneys were pursuing public corrup-
tion cases. Contrary to the administra-
tion’s earlier assertion, we know the 
decision to fire these prosecutors 
reached the highest levels of govern-
ment in the administration and in-
volved Members of Congress and Re-
publican Party officials. So this admin-
istration either originally hired incom-
petent U.S. Attorneys in the first 
place, or hired competent attorneys 
but incompetently fired them. 

Which is it? Are the public corrup-
tion cases that implicate Members of 
their own party off limits in the Bush 
Justice Department? Is this blind jus-
tice? Democrats have been asking 
these questions for months and for 
months, and we have been consistently 
told other stories. Now the time for 
misdirection is over. Today we will de-
mand and seek the truth. 

f 

THE CONSTITUTION AND THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
article I, section 2 of the Constitution 
states that ‘‘the House of Representa-
tives shall be composed of Members 
chosen every second year by the people 
of the several States.’’ It goes on to 
say: ‘‘No person shall be a representa-
tive who shall not, when elected, be an 
inhabitant of that State in which he 
shall be chosen.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, in spite of the Constitu-
tion and what it says today, this new 
majority will pass a bill to provide a 
vote, by law, not constitutional amend-
ment, a vote in this House for the dele-
gate from the District of Columbia. 

Now, I support, strongly, voting 
rights for residents of D.C. The proper 
way to do that, the constitutional way, 
is to return residential area in the Dis-
trict of Columbia to Maryland. It re-
spects the supreme law of the land of 
the Constitution. Even the Democrat 
chairman, Peter Rodino of the Judici-
ary Committee in the 95th Congress, 
said: ‘‘If the citizens of the District are 
to have voting representation in Con-
gress, a constitutional amendment is 
essential. Statutory action alone will 
not suffice.’’ 

So why would this new majority pass 
a law so clearly violative of the Con-
stitution? Because they can. It’s an ar-

rogance and hypocrisy that the Amer-
ican people recognize, and they are 
watching. 

f 

THE CARNAGE IN IRAQ AND THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL BILL 

(Mr. CLEAVER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, as military leaders were on the 
Hill explaining how well things were 
moving in Iraq, news outlets were re-
porting that 171 human beings were 
killed at a Baghdad market. The car-
nage seems to have no end, even as we 
see endless U.S. troops shipped into an 
Iraqi shooting gallery. 

This Congress has approved a supple-
mental bill which provides everything 
the President requested and more. In 
fact, the bill provides plentifully, but 
appropriately, for the wounded who re-
turn home every month. 

The hope is that the President will 
sign the supplemental as the American 
public desires. Every opinion poll 
shows that the American public wants 
this war to end. Sign the supplemental. 

f 

LIFE IS WINNING IN AMERICA 

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, despite the 
best efforts of the abortion rights 
movement, 34 years since Roe v. Wade, 
more Americans embrace the sanctity 
of life than ever before. Yesterday, 
thanks to the leadership of the Repub-
lican Congress and this Republican 
President, the United States Supreme 
Court echoed that moral awakening. 

I rise to commend the United States 
Supreme Court for affirming, in a 5–4 
decision, the constitutionality of the 
ban of the barbaric procedure that has 
come to be known as partial birth 
abortion. I commend President Bush 
for signing the bill, my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle who supported 
it, and Congressman STEVE CHABOT of 
Ohio, its principal author. 

Life is winning in America. In big 
cities and small towns, American 
women are listening and learning. It’s 
not a choice; it’s a baby. American 
women are choosing life as never be-
fore. 

To all who labor in the cause of life, 
I say in the wake of yesterday’s deci-
sion, press on. Your labors on behalf of 
the unborn are not in vain. 

f 

PRESIDENT BUSH SHOULD NOT 
VETO STEM CELL RESEARCH 
LEGISLATION THAT WILL PRO-
VIDE REAL HOPE 

(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 
President Bush has an opportunity to 
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provide real hope to millions of Ameri-
cans who are suffering from debili-
tating diseases, such as Alzheimer’s, 
Parkinson’s disease, multiple sclerosis, 
and cancer. All he has to do now is re-
consider his threat to veto this prom-
ising legislation that has recently 
passed the House. 

Here in the House we passed, in a bi-
partisan manner, during the first 100 
hours of Congress, legislation that 
would increase the number of embry-
onic stem cells eligible for Federal 
funding. The Senate, in strong bipar-
tisan passion, did exactly the same. 
Now it has arrived at the President’s 
desk. 

Last year the President vetoed stem 
cell legislation, the only issue he ve-
toed throughout his Presidency. We 
have a real opportunity finally to solve 
some of these debilitating diseases. 
There are 100 million Americans wait-
ing for the President to say ‘‘yes.’’ I 
urge him to reconsider. 

f 

A REALITY CHECK ON THE IRAQ 
SUPPLEMENTAL AND WHEN THE 
FUNDS ARE NEEDED 
(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, we keep 
on hearing all of these doomsday sce-
narios from the White House and our 
Republican colleagues about the emer-
gency supplemental bill. It would be 
nice if they would listen to the Presi-
dent’s own defense Secretary, who said 
this week that our timelines are al-
ready creating positive results in Iraq. 
Yet the President threatens to veto the 
bill and says that the money is needed 
immediately. 

I think it’s time for a reality check. 
Fact: the nonpartisan Congressional 
Research Service concluded last month 
that the Pentagon could maintain its 
wartime operations well into July with 
funds they have already been provided. 

Another fact: As of today, it’s only 
been 73 days since the President sent 
his funding request to the Capitol. Last 
year, the Republican-controlled Con-
gress took 119 days to send the Iraq war 
supplemental to the President, and yet 
the President never attacked the Re-
publican-controlled Congress for sup-
posedly holding up funding for our 
troops. 

President Bush should stop playing 
politics with this emergency funding 
bill so that we can finally move the 
war in Iraq in a new direction. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1495, WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2007 
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 319 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 319 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-

suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1495) to pro-
vide for the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct various 
projects for improvements to rivers and har-
bors of the United States, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule 
XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, no amendment to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be in order except those printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a 
Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 1495 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SNYDER). The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MATSUI) is recognized for 1 
hour. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
insert extraneous materials into the 
RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of de-
bate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). During consid-
eration of this resolution, all time 
yielded is for the purpose of debate 
only. 

b 1030 

Mr. Speaker, this rule permits the 
House to consider the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007. 

The structured rule makes in order 
six amendments. As yesterday’s debate 
in the Rules Committee demonstrated, 
Members on both sides of the aisle are 
focused on getting this bill to con-
ference and onto the President’s desk, 
and this rule reflects that consensus. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been well docu-
mented that our country has not had a 
WRDA bill in over 7 years. Seven years 
is perilously close to an entire genera-
tion passing without a national water 
resources policy being signed into law 
by a President. 

The bill made in order under this rule 
authorizes nearly $14 billion for the 
construction of more than 700 water re-
sources development projects and stud-
ies by the Army Corps of Engineers for 
flood control, navigation, and environ-
mental restoration. 

Additionally, H.R. 1495 authorizes 
hurricane recovery activities along the 
gulf coast that would cost an estimated 
$3 billion. Furthermore, the bill re-
quires an external peer review for stud-
ies of projects that would cost more 
than $50 million. The bill also coordi-
nates environmental analyses and 
other permit processes among Federal 
and State agencies and authorizes envi-
ronmental quality initiatives. In short, 
this bill today moves our country for-
ward. 

In my district of Sacramento, Cali-
fornia, this WRDA bill is one of the 
most important pieces of legislation 
that will pass Congress this year. We 
have been waiting a long time for this 
bill. Sacramento is the most at-risk 
river city in this country for cata-
strophic flooding. Located at the con-
fluence of the great Sacramento and 
American Rivers, the Sacramento 
floodplain contains over 165,000 homes, 
over 488,000 residents, 1,300 government 
facilities including the State capital, 
and businesses providing 200,000 jobs. It 
is the hub of a six-county regional 
economy that provides 800,000 jobs for 
1.5 million people. 

A major flood along the American 
River or the Sacramento River would 
cripple this economy, and cost upwards 
of $35 billion in direct property dam-
ages and likely result in a significant 
loss of life. 

Sacramento has had major floods 
throughout its history, the last major 
floods being in 1986 and 1997. We live 
with a constant threat of catastrophic 
flooding. In my district, we understand 
the need and urgency for an over-
arching water resources policy to pro-
tect our homes, businesses, and fami-
lies. This bill, the projects and policies 
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