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basic autoimmune research, with a par-
ticular focus on the etiology of all
autoimmune-related diseases in order
to increase understanding of the root
causes of these diseases rather than
treating the symptoms after the dis-
ease has had its destructive effect.

As such, I am submitting this resolu-
tion to designate May 2007 as ‘‘Na-
tional Autoimmune Disease Awareness
Month” to help educate the public
about autoimmune diseases and the
need for research funding, accurate di-
agnosis, and effective treatments.

———

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 22—EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF THE CONGRESS THAT
THE CITIZENS’ STAMP ADVISORY
COMMITTEE SHOULD REC-
OMMEND TO THE POSTMASTER
GENERAL THAT A COMMEMORA-

TIVE POSTAGE STAMP BE
ISSUED TO PROMOTE PUBLIC
AWARENESS OF DOWN SYN-
DROME

Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr.
COCHRAN) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs:

S. CON. RES. 22

Whereas Down syndrome affects people of
all races and economic levels;

Whereas Down syndrome is the most fre-
quently occurring chromosomal abnor-
mality;

Whereas 1 in every 800 to 1,000 children is
born with Down syndrome;

Whereas more than 350,000 people in the
United States have Down syndrome;

Whereas 5,000 children with Down syn-
drome are born each year;

Whereas as the mortality rate associated
with Down syndrome in the United States
decreases, the prevalence of individuals with
Down syndrome in the United States will in-
crease;

Whereas some experts project that the
number of people with Down syndrome will
double by 2013;

Whereas individuals with Down syndrome
are becoming increasingly integrated into
society and community organizations, such
as schools, health care systems, work forces,
and social and recreational activities;

Whereas more and more people in the
United States interact with individuals with
Down syndrome, increasing the need for
widespread public acceptance and education;
and

Whereas a greater understanding of Down
syndrome and advancements in treatment of
Down syndrome-related health problems
have allowed people with Down syndrome to
enjoy fuller and more active lives: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of the Congress that—

(1) the United States Postal Service should
issue a commemorative postage stamp to
promote public awareness of Down syn-
drome; and

(2) the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Postmaster
General that such a stamp be issued.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to submit legislation expressing
support for the creation of a com-
memorative stamp to promote public
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awareness of Down syndrome. I start
by saluting those who are celebrating
World Down Syndrome Day, and by
thanking Senator COCHRAN for his sup-
port, as well as the National Down
Syndrome Society, the Arc of the
United States, the National Associa-
tion for Down Syndrome, and the Cen-
tral Illinois Down Syndrome Organiza-
tion.

Awareness begins with facts. Accord-
ing to the National Association for
Down Syndrome, Down syndrome is a
genetic condition that causes delays in
physical and intellectual development.
Individuals with Down syndrome have
47 chromosomes instead of the usual 46.
It is the most frequently occurring
chromosomal disorder. Down syndrome
is not related to race, nationality, reli-
gion, or economic status. It is a condi-
tion that impacts our entire society.

Children with Down syndrome are
prone to health complications such as
congenital heart defects, infection, res-
piratory, vision and hearing problems,
and other medical conditions. Yet,
they have their own gifts, and can
often lead independent lives. While
children with Down syndrome may face
relatively greater challenges in areas
such as memory, they often have par-
ticular strengths in areas such as so-
cial knowledge.

A testament to the fighting spirit
and abilities of individuals living with
Down syndrome resides near me in
Springfield, IL. Diana Braun is an
amazing woman. She survived an abu-
sive family, scattered siblings, and in-
stitutional living to emerge as an Illi-
nois leader and advocate for people
with intellectual disabilities. She is
president of People First and a member
of the Illinois Council on Develop-
mental Disabilities. She currently
serves on the board of the Illinois Arc
and works as a personal assistant to
her friend and fellow activist, Kathy
Conour. Together, they travel to Wash-
ington almost yearly to meet with
their elected officials. She is a remark-
able human being by any standard, and
we in Illinois are proud that she has
chosen to lead and advocate in our
State. She and those for whom she ad-
vocates deserve our support.

The United States Postal Service has
done a remarkable job of raising
awareness, and in some cases money,
for many worthy causes. This cause
could not be more worthy, or in greater
need of attention. There are more than
350,000 people living with Down syn-
drome in the United States. One in
every 733 babies is born with Down syn-
drome. These births impact millions
more—parents, siblings, friends, edu-
cators, and employers.

A commemorative stamp is the least
that we as a body can do to spread
awareness and provide support for this
universal issue. Many Down syndrome
support groups make a point of noting
that people with Down syndrome are
more like other people than they are
different. They are different in that
they are gifted with that rare strength
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that comes from adversity, and the
compassion that comes from under-
standing the fight. I salute these indi-
viduals, their families, and everyone
who supports them. I hope that the
Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Commission
will do the same.

————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 481. Mr. SUNUNU submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, setting
forth the congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2008 and
including the appropriate budgetary levels
for fiscal years 2007 and 2009 through 2012;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 482. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 483. Mr. BUNNING (for himself and Mr.
ENZzI) proposed an amendment to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 484. Mr. THUNE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 485. Mr. BUNNING submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 486. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself, Mr.
ALEXANDER, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. DOMENICI,
Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. REID, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr.
SMITH) proposed an amendment to the con-
current resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 487. Mr. NELSON, of Florida submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the concurrent resolution S. Con.
Res. 21, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 488. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 489. Mr. DEMINT proposed an amend-
ment to the concurrent resolution S. Con.
Res. 21, supra.

SA 490. Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
SANDERS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S . Con. Res. 21, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 491. Mr. ALLARD proposed an amend-
ment to the concurrent resolution S. Con.
Res. 21, supra.

SA 492. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. BAYH, Mr. NEL-
SON, of Florida, and Mr. SALAZAR) proposed
an amendment to the concurrent resolution
S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 493. Mr. GRASSLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 494. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr.
BAaucus, and Mr. SMITH) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 495. Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mrs. LIN-
COLN, and Mr. COLEMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 496. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 497. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. CORNYN, and
Mr. THOMAS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution S . Con. Res. 21, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 498. Mr. THOMAS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 499. Mr. BURR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 500. Mr. BUNNING (for himself, Mr.
MCCONNELL, and Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the concurrent resolution S. Con.
Res. 21, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 501. Mr. KERRY (for himself and Mr.
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 502. Mr. GRASSLEY proposed an
amendment to the concurrent resolution S.
Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 503. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and
Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 504. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself, Mr.
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. CASEY)
proposed an amendment to the concurrent
resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 505. Mr. SPECTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 506. Mr. SPECTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 507. Mr. KYL (for himself and Mr.
GRAHAM) proposed an amendment to the con-
current resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 508. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 509. Mr. SMITH (for himself and Mrs.
CLINTON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 510. Mr. SMITH (for himself and Ms.
SNOWE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S . Con. Res. 21, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 511. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. MARTINEZ, and Mr. COBURN)
proposed an amendment to the concurrent
resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 512. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 513. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 514. Mr. ROBERTS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 515. Mr. THOMAS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 516. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 517. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself, Mr.
CORNYN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. ENZI, and Ms.
MURKOWSKI) proposed an amendment to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra.

SA 518. Mr. SMITH (for himself, Mr. DODD,
Mr. LUGAR, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. SUNUNU, and
Mr. COLEMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
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rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 519. Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 520. Mr. CASEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 521. Mr. ALLARD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 522. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 523. Mr. COLEMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 524. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 481. Mr. SUNUNU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the concurrent resolution S.
Con. Res. 21, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2008 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2007 and 2009
through 2012; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

On page 3, line 14, decrease the amount by
$32,300,000,000.

On page 3, line 15, decrease the amount by
$45,900,000,000.

On page 3, line 23, decrease the amount by
$32,300,000,000.

On page 4, line 1, decrease the amount by
$45,900,000,000.

On page 4, line 9, increase the amount by
$759,000,000.

On page 4, line 10, increase the amount by
$2,632,000,000.

On page 4, line 18, increase the amount by
$759,000,000.

On page 4, line 19, increase the amount by
$2,632,000,000.

On page 5, line 2, increase the amount by
$33,059,000,000.

On page 5, line 3, increase the amount by
$48,532,000,000.

On page 5, line 10, increase the amount by
$33,059,000,000.

On page 5, line 11, increase the amount by
$81,591,000,000.

On page 5, line 18, increase the amount by
$33,059,000,000.

On page 5, line 19, increase the amount by
$81,591,000,000.

On page 25, line 24, increase the amount by
$759,000,000.

On page 25, line 25, increase the amount by
$759,000,000.

On page 26, line 3, increase the amount by
$2,632,000,000.

On page 26, line 4, increase the amount by
$2,632,000,000.

SA 482. Mr. DODD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the concurrent resolution S.
Con. Res. 21, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2008 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2007 and 2009
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through 2012; which was ordered to lie
on the table; as follows:

At the end of title III, add the following:
SEC.  .DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR

NATIONAL GUARD FORCE READI-
NESS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) In his testimony before the Commission
on the National Guard and Reserves, the
Chief of the National Guard Bureau, Lieuten-
ant General Blum, warned about equipment
shortfalls for the Army National Guard and
Air National Guard stating that ‘88 percent
of the forces that are back here in the United
States are very poorly equipped today in the
Army National Guard. And in the Air Na-
tional Guard for the last three decades, they
have never had a unit below C2 in equipment
readiness”’.

(2) In the March 1, 2007, report of the Com-
mission on the National Guard and Reserves,
the Commission observes that—

(A) while the operational tempo of the re-
serve components of the Armed Forces has
increased substantially, resourcing has not
kept pace;

(B) the lack of sufficient and ready equip-
ment is a problem common to both the ac-
tive and reserve components of the Armed
Forces;

(C) the equipment readiness of the Army
National Guard is unacceptable and has re-
duced the capability of the United States to
respond to current and additional major con-
tingencies, whether foreign and domestic;
and

(D) while the budget of the President for
fiscal year 2008 includes large increases in
funds for equipment for the National Guard,
historical practice in the Department of De-
fense indicates that Army plans for projected
funding increases for equipment for the
Army National Guard are not reliably car-
ried through.

(3) According to the Commission on the
National Guard and Reserves, procurement
for the Army National Guard during the pe-
riod from 1999 through 2005 has been reduced
significantly from amounts proposed for
such procurement before that period. The
budget for fiscal year 2001 indicated that the
Army planned to expend $1,346,000,000 in fis-
cal year 2004 for procurement for the Army
National Guard, but the budget for fiscal
year 2006 revealed that the Army expended
only $578,400,000 for procurement for the
Army National Guard in fiscal year 2004.
Similarly, the budget for fiscal year 2001 in-
dicated that the Army planned to expend
$1,625,000,000 in fiscal year 2005 for procure-
ment for the Army National Guard, but the
budget for fiscal year 2006 revealed that the
Army planned to expend only $660,900,000 for
procurement for the Army National Guard in
fiscal year 2005.

(4) According to the Commission on the
National Guard and Reserves, the difference
between the amounts proposed for procure-
ment for the Army National Guard for fiscal
years 2003 through 2005 and the amounts ac-
tually expended for such procurement in
such fiscal years was atypical and extreme.

(6) According to a January 2007 report of
the Government Accountability Office, in-
ventories of equipment for the National
Guard in the United States have decreased
because of overseas operations, particularly
inventories of the Army National Guard. The
Comptroller General found that State offi-
cials expressed concerns about having
enough equipment to respond to large scale
natural or man made disasters such as Hurri-
cane Katrina.

(6) The Comptroller General found that be-
fore current overseas operations began, the
majority of the combat forces of the Army
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