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Rules of the House of Representatives appli-
cable to other bills and resolutions in similar
circumstances.

(h) FLOOR CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.—

(1) MOTION PRIVILEGED.—A motion in the
Senate to proceed to the consideration of a
joint resolution shall be privileged and not
debatable. An amendment to the motion
shall not be in order, nor shall it be in order
to move to reconsider the vote by which the
motion is agreed to or disagreed to.

(2) DEBATE LIMITED.—Debate in the Senate
on a joint resolution, and all debatable mo-
tions and appeals in connection therewith,
shall be limited to not more than 20 hours.
The time shall be equally divided between,
and controlled by, the majority leader and
the minority leader or their designees.

(3) CONTROL OF DEBATE.—Debate in the
Senate on any debatable motion or appeal in
connection with a joint resolution shall be
limited to not more than 1 hour, to be equal-
ly divided between, and controlled by, the
mover and the manager of the joint resolu-
tion, except that in the event the manager of
the joint resolution is in favor of any such
motion or appeal, the time in opposition
thereto shall be controlled by the minority
leader or his designee. Such leaders, or ei-
ther of them, may, from time under their
control on the passage of a joint resolution,
allot additional time to any Senator during
the consideration of any debatable motion or
appeal.

(4) OTHER MOTIONS.—A motion in the Sen-
ate to further limit debate is not debatable.
A motion to recommit a joint resolution is
not in order.

(i) RULES OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
AND SENATE.—Subsections (¢) through (h) are
enacted by the Congress—

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such subsections (c)
through (h) are deemed a part of the rules of
each House, respectively, but applicable only
with respect to the procedure to be followed
in that House in the case of joint resolutions
described in subsection (c¢), and subsections
(c) through (h) supersede other rules only to
the extent that they are inconsistent there-
with; and

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change the
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of
that House) at any time, in the same manner
and to the same extent as in the case of any
other rule of that House.

SEC. 4. STUDY AND REPORT ON SUBSIDIES BY
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA.

(a) STUDY.—The United States Inter-
national Trade Commission shall conduct a
study, under section 332 of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1332), regarding how the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China uses government
intervention to promote investment, em-
ployment, and exports. The study shall com-
prehensively catalog, and when possible
quantify, the practices and policies that cen-
tral, provincial, and local government bodies
in the People’s Republic of China use to sup-
port and to attempt to influence decision-
making in China’s manufacturing enter-
prises and industries. Chapters of this study
shall include, but not be limited to, the fol-
lowing:

(1) Privatization and private ownership.

(2) Nonperforming loans.

(3) Price coordination.

(4) Selection of industries for targeted as-
sistance.

(5) Banking and finance.

(6) Utility rates.

(7) Infrastructure development.

(8) Taxation.

(9) Restraints on imports and exports.

(10) Research and development.

(11) Worker training and retraining.
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(12) Rationalization and closure of uneco-
nomic enterprises.

(b) REPORT.—The Congress requests that—

(1) not later than 9 months after the date
of the enactment of this Act, the Inter-
national Trade Commission complete its
study under subsection (a), submit a report
on the study to the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Finance of the Senate,
and make the report available to the public;
and

(2) not later than 1 year after the report
under paragraph (1) is submitted, and annu-
ally thereafter through 2017, the Inter-
national Trade Commission prepare and sub-
mit to the committees referred to in para-
graph (1) an update of the report and make
the update of the report available to the pub-
lic.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 117—COM-
MEMORATING THE 25TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE CONSTRUC-
TION AND DEDICATION OF THE
VIETNAM VETERANS MEMORIAL

Mr. HAGEL (for himself, Mr. McCAIN,
Mr. KERRY, Mr. WARNER, Mr. ALLARD,
Mr. BIDEN, Mr. GRASSLEY, Ms. LAN-
DRIEU, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. HARKIN, Mr.
INHOFE, Mrs. CLINTON, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
DopD, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. REED, Mr.
DOMENICI, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. VOINOVICH,
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. VITTER, Ms. MIKULSKI,
Mr. BURR, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr.
BINGAMAN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. FEIN-
GOLD, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. MURKOWSKI,

Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. SPECTER, Mrs.
MCCASKILL, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr.
OBAMA, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. PRYOR, Mr.
STEVENS, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr.
SUNUNU, Mr. TESTER, Mr. CRAIG, Mr.
CONRAD, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. BYRD, Mr.

LAUTENBERG, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. AKAKA,
Mr. BAUCUS, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs.
BOXER, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. CORKER, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. LOTT, Mr.
CARDIN, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. DORGAN, Mr.
ENZI, and Mr. ALEXANDER) submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs:
S. REs. 117

Whereas 2007 marks the 25th anniversary of
the construction and dedication of the Viet-
nam Veterans Memorial in Washington, D.C.;

Whereas the memorial displays the names
of more than 58,000 men and women who lost
their lives between 1956 and 1975 in the Viet-
nam combat area or are still missing in ac-
tion;

Whereas every year millions of people in
the United States visit the monument to pay
their respects to those who served in the
Armed Forces;

Whereas the Vietnam Veterans Memorial
has been a source of comfort and healing for
Vietnam veterans and the families of the
men and women who died while serving their
country; and

Whereas the memorial has come to rep-
resent a legacy of healing and demonstrates
the appreciation of the people of the United
States for those who made the ultimate sac-
rifice: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—
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(1) expresses its support and gratitude for
all of the men and women who served honor-
ably in the Armed Forces of the United
States in defense of freedom and democracy
during the Vietnam War;

(2) extends its sympathies to all people in
the United States who suffered the loss of
friends and family in Vietnam;

(3) encourages the people of the United
States to remember the sacrifices of our vet-
erans; and

(4) commemorates the 25th anniversary of
the construction and dedication of the Viet-
nam Veterans Memorial.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 118—URGING
THE GOVERNMENT OF CANADA
TO END THE COMMERCIAL SEAL
HUNT

Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Ms. COLLINS,
and Mr. BIDEN) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. REs. 118

Whereas on November 15, 2006, the Govern-
ment of Canada opened a commercial hunt
for seals in the waters off the east coast of
Canada;

Whereas an international outcry regarding
the plight of the seals hunted in Canada re-
sulted in the 1983 ban by the European Union
of whitecoat and blueback seal skins and the
subsequent collapse of the commercial seal
hunt in Canada;

Whereas the Marine Mammal Protection
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) bars the
import into the United States of any seal
products;

Whereas in February 2003, the Ministry of
Fisheries and Oceans in Canada authorized
the highest quota for harp seals in Canadian
history, allowing nearly 1,000,000 seals to be
killed over a 3-year period;

Whereas more than 1,000,000 seals have
been killed over the past 3 years;

Whereas harp seal pups can legally be
hunted in Canada as soon as they have begun
to molt their white coats at approximately
12 days of age;

Whereas 95 percent of the seals killed over
the past 5 years were pups between just 12
days and 12 weeks of age, many of which had
not yet eaten their first solid meal or taken
their first swim;

Whereas a report by an independent team
of veterinarians invited to observe the hunt
by the International Fund for Animal Wel-
fare concluded that the seal hunt failed to
comply with basic animal welfare regula-
tions in Canada and that governmental regu-
lations regarding humane Kkilling were not
being respected or enforced;

Whereas the veterinary report concluded
that as many as 42 percent of the seals stud-
ied were likely skinned while alive and con-
scious;

Whereas the commercial slaughter of seals
in the Northwest Atlantic is inherently
cruel, whether the killing is conducted by
clubbing or by shooting;

Whereas many seals are shot in the course
of the hunt, but escape beneath the ice where
they die slowly and are never recovered, and
these seals are not counted in official kill
statistics, making the actual kill level far
higher than the level that is reported;

Whereas the commercial hunt for harp and
hooded seals is a commercial slaughter car-
ried out almost entirely by non-Native peo-
ple from the East Coast of Canada for seal
fur, oil, and penises (used as aphrodisiacs in
some Asian markets);

Whereas the fishing and sealing industries
in Canada continue to justify the expanded
seal hunt on the grounds that the seals in
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the Northwest Atlantic are preventing the
recovery of cod stocks, despite the lack of
any credible scientific evidence to support
this claim;

Whereas two Canadian government marine
scientists reported in 1994 that the true
cause of cod depletion in the North Atlantic
was over-fishing, and the consensus among
the international scientific community is
that seals are not responsible for the col-
lapse of cod stocks;

Whereas harp and hooded seals are a vital
part of the complex ecosystem of the North-
west Atlantic, and because the seals con-
sume predators of commercial cod stocks, re-
moving the seals might actually inhibit re-
covery of cod stocks;

Whereas certain ministries of the Govern-
ment of Canada have stated clearly that
there is no evidence that killing seals will
help groundfish stocks to recover; and

Whereas the persistence of this cruel and
needless commercial hunt is inconsistent
with the well-earned international reputa-
tion of Canada: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate urges the Gov-
ernment of Canada to end the commercial
hunt on seals that opened in the waters off
the east coast of Canada on November 15,
2006.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, Canada’s
commercial seal hunt is the largest
slaughter of marine mammals in the
world. According to the Humane Soci-
ety of the United States (HSUS), over
one million seals have been killed for
their fur in the past three years. In 2006
alone, more than 350,000 seals were
slaughtered, most of them between 12
days and 12 weeks old.

Canada officially opened another seal
hunt on November 15, 2006, paving the
way for hundreds of thousands of baby
seals to be killed for their fur during
the spring of 2007. Today, I am joined
by Senator COLLINS and Senator BIDEN
in submitting a resolution that urges
the Government of Canada to end this
senseless and inhumane slaughter.

A study by an independent team of
veterinarians in 2001, found that the
seal hunt failed to comply with basic
animal welfare standards and that Ca-
nadian regulations with regard to hu-
mane killing were not being enforced.
The study concluded that up to 42 per-
cent of the seals studied were likely
skinned while alive and conscious. The
United States has long banned the im-
port of seal products because of wide-
spread outrage over the magnitude and
cruelty of the hunt.

It makes little sense to continue this
inhumane industry that employs only
a few hundred people on a seasonal,
part-time basis and only operates for a
few weeks a year, in which the con-
centrated killings takes place. In New-
foundland, where over 90 percent of the
hunters live, the economic contribu-
tion of the seal hunt is marginal. In
fact, exports of seal products from
Newfoundland account for less than
one-tenth of one percent of the prov-
ince’s total exports.

Canada is fortunate to have vast and
diverse wildlife populations, but these
animals deserve protection, not sense-
less slaughter. Americans have a long
history of defending marine mammals,
best evidenced by the Marine Mammal
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Protection Act of 1972. Polls show that
close to 80 percent of Americans and
the vast majority of Europeans oppose
Canada’s seal hunt. In fact, close to 70
percent of Canadians surveyed oppose
the hunt completely, with even higher
numbers opposing specific aspects of
the hunt, such as killing baby seals.

The U.S. Government has opposed
this senseless slaughter, as noted in
the attached, January 19, 2005, letter
from the U.S. Department of State, in
response to a letter Senator COLLINS
and I wrote to President Bush, urging
him to raise this issue during his No-
vember 30, 2004, visit with Canadian
Prime Minister Paul Martin.

The clubbing of baby seals can not be
defended or justified. Canada should
end it, just as we ended the Alaska seal
hunt more than 20 years ago.

I ask unanimous consent that the
January 19, 2005, letter from the U.S.
State Department and the text of the
resolution be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, DC. January 19, 2005.
Hon. CARL LEVIN,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SENATOR LEVIN: This is in response
to your letter to the President of November
24, 2004, regarding Canadian commercial seal
hunting. The White House has requested that
the Department of State respond. We regret
the delay in responding. Unfortunately, this
letter was not received in the Department of
State until mid-December, well after the ref-
erenced meeting between President Bush and
Prime Minister Paul Martin of Canada.

We are aware of Canada’s seal hunting ac-
tivities and of the opposition to it expressed
by many Americans. Furthermore, we can
assure you that the United States has a long-
standing policy opposing the hunting of seals
and other marine mammals absent sufficient
safeguards and information to ensure that
the hunting will not adversely impact the af-
fected marine mammal population or the
ecosystem of which it is a part. The United
States policy is reflected in the Marine
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (MMPA)
which generally prohibits, with narrow and
specific exceptions, the taking of marine
mammals in waters or lands subject to the
jurisdiction of the United States and the im-
portation of marine mammals and marine
mammal products into the United States.

The United States has made known to the
Government of Canada its objections and the
objections of concerned American legislators
and citizens to the Canadian commercial
seal hunt on numerous occasions over recent
years. The United States has also opposed
Canada’s efforts within the Arctic Council to
promote trade in sealskins and other marine
mammal products.

We hope this information is helpful to you.
Please do not hesitate to contact us if we
can be of assistance in this or any other mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
NANCY POWELL,
(For Paul V. Kelly, Asst.
Secretary, Legislative Affairs).
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SENATE RESOLUTION 119—TO AU-
THORIZE TESTIMONY BY A
FORMER DETAILEE OF THE COM-
MITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
MCCONNELL) submitted the following
resolution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. REs. 119

Whereas, the Committee on the Judiciary
has received a request from an attorney in
the Office of the General Counsel of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation for a declara-
tion from a former detailee of the Com-
mittee, Steven M. Dettelbach, for use in the
Department of Justice’s administrative pro-
ceeding styled In re George A Runkle. Jr.,
OARM-WB No. 06-2;

Whereas, by the privileges of the Senate of
the United States and Rule XI of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate, no evidence under
the control or in the possession of the Senate
can, by administrative or judicial process, be
taken from such control or possession but by
permission of the Senate;

Whereas, when it appears that evidence
under the control or in the possession of the
Senate is needed for the promotion of jus-
tice, the Senate will take such action as will
promote the ends of justice consistent with
the privileges of the Senate: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the former detailee of the
Committee on the Judiciary, Steven M.
Dettelbach, is authorized to provide a dec-
laration for use in the administrative pro-
ceeding In re George A. Runkle, Jr., OARM-
WB No. 06-2.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 120—DESIG-
NATING MARCH 22, 2007, AS NA-
TIONAL REHABILITATION COUN-
SELORS APPRECIATION DAY

Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Ms.
LANDRIEU) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. RES. 120

Whereas rehabilitation counselors conduct
assessments, provide counseling, support to
families, and plan and implement rehabilita-
tion programs for those in need;

Whereas the purpose of the professional or-
ganizations in rehabilitation is to promote
the improvement of rehabilitation services
available to persons with disabilities
through quality education and rehabilitation
research for counselors;

Whereas the various professional organiza-
tions, including the National Rehabilitation
Association (NRA), Rehabilitation Coun-
selors and Educators Association (RCEA),
the National Council on Rehabilitation Edu-
cation (NCRE), the National Rehabilitation
Counseling Association (NRCA), the Amer-
ican Rehabilitation Counseling Association
(ARCA), the Commission on Rehabilitation
Counselor Certification (CRCC), the Council
of State Administrators of Vocational Reha-
bilitation (CSAVR), and the Council on Re-
habilitation Education (CORE) have stood
firm to advocate up-to-date education and
training and the maintenance of professional
standards in the field of rehabilitation coun-
seling and education;

Whereas on March 22, 1983, Martha Walker
of Kent State University, who was President
of the NCRE, testified before the Sub-
committee on Select Education of the House
of Representatives, and was instrumental in
bringing to the attention of Congress the
need for rehabilitation counselors to be
qualified; and
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