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‘‘(c) CONSULTATION AMONG PARTY JURISDIC-
TION OFFICIALS.—There shall be frequent con-
sultation among the party jurisdiction offi-
cials who have assigned emergency manage-
ment responsibilities, such officials collec-
tively known hereinafter as the Inter-
national Emergency Management Group, and
other appropriate representatives of the
party jurisdictions with free exchange of in-
formation, plans, and resource records relat-
ing to emergency capabilities to the extent
authorized by law.

“Article IV—Limitation

“Any party jurisdiction requested to
render mutual aid or conduct exercises and
training for mutual aid shall undertake to
respond as soon as possible, except that it is
understood that the jurisdiction rendering
aid may withhold or recall resources to the
extent necessary to provide reasonable pro-
tection for that jurisdiction. Each party ju-
risdiction shall afford to the personnel of the
emergency forces of any party jurisdiction,
while operating within its jurisdictional lim-
its under the terms and conditions of this
compact and under the operational control
of an officer of the requesting party, the
same powers, duties, rights, privileges, and
immunities as are afforded similar or like
forces of the jurisdiction in which they are
performing emergency services. Emergency
forces continue under the command and con-
trol of their regular leaders, but the organi-
zational units come under the operational
control of the emergency services authori-
ties of the jurisdiction receiving assistance.
These conditions may be activated, as need-
ed, by the jurisdiction that is to receive as-
sistance or upon commencement of exercises
or training for mutual aid and continue as
long as the exercises or training for mutual
aid are in progress, the emergency or dis-
aster remains in effect or loaned resources
remain in the receiving jurisdiction or juris-
dictions, whichever is longer. The receiving
jurisdiction is responsible for informing the
assisting jurisdictions of the specific mo-
ment when services will no longer be re-
quired.

“Article V—Licenses and Permits

“Whenever a person holds a license, certifi-
cate, or other permit issued by any jurisdic-
tion party to the compact evidencing the
meeting of qualifications for professional,
mechanical, or other skills, and when such
assistance is requested by the receiving
party jurisdiction, such person is deemed to
be licensed, certified, or permitted by the ju-
risdiction requesting assistance to render aid
involving such skill to meet an emergency or
disaster, subject to such limitations and con-
ditions as the requesting jurisdiction pre-
scribes by Executive order or otherwise.
“Article VI—Liability

““Any person or entity of a party jurisdic-
tion rendering aid in another jurisdiction
pursuant to this compact are considered
agents of the requesting jurisdiction for tort
liability and immunity purposes. Any person
or entity rendering aid in another jurisdic-
tion pursuant to this compact are not liable
on account of any act or omission in good
faith on the part of such forces while so en-
gaged or on account of the maintenance or
use of any equipment or supplies in connec-
tion therewith. Good faith in this article
does not include willful misconduct, gross
negligence, or recklessness.

“Article VII—Suppl tary Agr ts

‘“‘Because it is probable that the pattern
and detail of the machinery for mutual aid
among 2 or more jurisdictions may differ
from that among the jurisdictions that are
party to this compact, this compact contains
elements of a broad base common to all ju-
risdictions, and nothing in this compact pre-
cludes any jurisdiction from entering into
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supplementary agreements with another ju-
risdiction or affects any other agreements
already in force among jurisdictions. Supple-
mentary agreements may include, but are
not limited to, provisions for evacuation and
reception of injured and other persons and
the exchange of medical, fire, public utility,
reconnaissance, welfare, transportation and
communications personnel, equipment, and
supplies.

“Article VIII—Workers’

Benefits

‘“‘Hach party jurisdiction shall provide, in
accordance with its own laws, for the pay-
ment of workers’ compensation and death
benefits to injured members of the emer-
gency forces of that jurisdiction and to rep-
resentatives of deceased members of those
forces if the members sustain injuries or are
killed while rendering aid pursuant to this
compact, in the same manner and on the
same terms as if the injury or death were
sustained within their own jurisdiction.
“Article IX—Reimbursement

‘““Any party jurisdiction rendering aid in
another jurisdiction pursuant to this com-
pact shall, if requested, be reimbursed by the
party jurisdiction receiving such aid for any
loss or damage to, or expense incurred in,
the operation of any equipment and the pro-
vision of any service in answering a request
for aid and for the costs incurred in connec-
tion with those requests. An aiding party ju-
risdiction may assume in whole or in part
any such loss, damage, expense, or other cost
or may loan such equipment or donate such
services to the receiving party jurisdiction
without charge or cost. Any 2 or more party
jurisdictions may enter into supplementary
agreements establishing a different alloca-
tion of costs among those jurisdictions. Ex-
penses under article VIII are not reimburs-
able under this section.

“Article X—Evacuation

‘“Hach party jurisdiction shall initiate a
process to prepare and maintain plans to fa-
cilitate the movement of and reception of
evacuees into its territory or across its terri-
tory, according to its capabilities and pow-
ers. The party jurisdiction from which the
evacuees came shall assume the ultimate re-
sponsibility for the support of the evacuees,
and after the termination of the emergency
or disaster, for the repatriation of such evac-
uees.

“Article XI—Implementation

‘‘(a) This compact is effective upon its exe-
cution or adoption by any 2 jurisdictions,
and is effective as to any other jurisdiction
upon its execution or adoption thereby: sub-
ject to approval or authorization by the
United States Congress, if required, and sub-
ject to enactment of provincial or State leg-
islation that may be required for the effec-
tiveness of the Memorandum of Under-
standing.

“(b) Any party jurisdiction may withdraw
from this compact, but the withdrawal does
not take effect until 30 days after the gov-
ernor or premier of the withdrawing jurisdic-
tion has given notice in writing of such with-
drawal to the governors or premiers of all
other party jurisdictions. The action does
not relieve the withdrawing jurisdiction
from obligations assumed under this com-
pact prior to the effective date of with-
drawal.

‘‘(c) Duly authenticated copies of this com-
pact in the French and English languages
and of such supplementary agreements as
may be entered into shall, at the time of
their approval, be deposited with each of the
party jurisdictions.

“Article XII—Severability

“This compact is construed to effectuate
the purposes stated in Article I. If any provi-
sion of this compact is declared unconstitu-
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tional or the applicability of the compact to
any person or circumstances is held invalid,
the validity of the remainder of this compact
and the applicability of the compact to other
persons and circumstances are not affected.
“Article XIII—Consistency of Language

“The validity of the arrangements and
agreements consented to in this compact
shall not be affected by any insubstantial
difference in form or language as may be
adopted by the various states and provinces.
“Article XIV—Amendment

““This compact may be amended by agree-
ment of the party jurisdictions.”.

SEC. 2. INCONSISTENCY OF LANGUAGE.

The validity of the arrangements con-
sented to by this Act shall not be affected by
any insubstantial difference in their form or
language as adopted by the States and prov-
inces.

SEC. 3. RIGHT TO ALTER, AMEND, OR REPEAL.

The right to alter, amend, or repeal this
Act is hereby expressly reserved.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 211—EX-
PRESSING THE PROFOUND CON-
CERNS OF THE SENATE REGARD-

ING THE TRANSGRESSION
AGAINST FREEDOM OF THOUGHT
AND EXPRESSION THAT IS

BEING CARRIED OUT IN VEN-
EZUELA, AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES

Mr. LUGAR (for himself and Mr.
DoDpD) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. REs. 211

Whereas, for several months, the President
of Venezuela, Hugo Chavez, has been an-
nouncing over various media that he will not
renew the current concession of the tele-
vision station ‘“Radio Caracas Television’,
also known as RCTV, which is set to expire
on May 27, 2007, because of its adherence to
an editorial stance different from his way of
thinking;

Whereas President Chavez justifies this
measure based on the alleged role RCTV
played in the unsuccessful unconstitutional
attempts in April 2002 to unseat President
Chavez, under circumstances where there ex-
ists no filed complaint or judicial sentence
that would sustain such a charge, nor any
legal sanction against RCTV that would pre-
vent the renewal of its concession, as pro-
vided for under Venezuelan law;

Whereas the refusal to renew the conces-
sion of any television or radio broadcasting
station that complies with legal regulations
in the matter of telecommunications con-
stitutes a transgression against the freedom
of thought and expression, which is prohib-
ited by Article 13 of the American Conven-
tion on Human Rights, signed at San Jose,
Costa Rica, July 18, 1978, which has been
signed by the United States;

Whereas that convention establishes that
‘““the right of expression may not be re-
stricted by indirect methods or means, such
as the abuse of government or private con-
trols over newsprint, radio broadcasting fre-
quencies, or equipment used in the dissemi-
nation of information, or by any other
means tending to impede the communication
and circulation of ideas and opinions’’;

Whereas the Inter-American Declaration of
Principles on Freedom of Expression, ap-
proved by the Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights, states in Principle 13,
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“The exercise of power and the use of public
funds by the state, the granting of customs
duty privileges, the arbitrary and discrimi-
natory placement of official advertising and
government loans; the concession of radio
and television broadcast frequencies, among
others, with the intent to put pressure on
and punish or reward and provide privileges
to social communicators and communica-
tions media because of the opinions they ex-
press threaten freedom of expression, and
must be explicitly prohibited by law. The
means of communication have the right to
carry out their role in an independent man-
ner. Direct or indirect pressures exerted
upon journalists or other social communica-
tors to stifle the dissemination of informa-
tion are incompatible with freedom of ex-
pression.’’;

Whereas, according to the principles of the
American Convention on Human Rights and
the Inter-American Declaration of Principles
on Freedom of Expression, to both of which
Venezuela is a party, the decision not to
renew the concession of the television sta-
tion RCTV is an assault against freedom of
thought and expression and cannot be ac-
cepted by democratic countries, especially
by those in North America who are signato-
ries to the American Convention on Human
Rights;

Whereas the most paradoxical aspect of the
decision by President Chavez is that it
strongly conflicts with two principles from
the Liberator Simo6n Bolivar’s thinking,
principles President Chavez says inspire him,
which state that ‘‘[pJublic opinion is the
most sacred of objects, it needs the protec-
tion of an enlightened government which
knows that opinion is the fountain of the
most important of events,”” and that ‘‘[t]he
right to express one’s thoughts and opinions,
by word, by writing or by any other means,
is the first and most worthy asset mankind
has in society. The law itself will never be
able to prohibit it.”’; and

Whereas the United States should raise its
concerns about these and other serious re-
strictions on freedoms of thought and ex-
pression being imposed by the Government
of Venezuela before the Organization of
American States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses its profound concern about
the transgression against freedom of thought
and expression that is being attempted and
committed in Venezuela by the refusal of the
President of Venezuela, Hugo Chavez, to
renew the concession of the television sta-
tion ‘“Radio Caracas Television” (RCTV)
merely because of its adherence to an edi-
torial and informational stance distinct
from the thinking of the Government of Ven-
ezuela; and

(2) strongly encourages the Organization of
American States to respond appropriately,
with full consideration of the necessary in-
stitutional instruments, to such trans-
gression.

—————

SENATE RESOLUTION 212—TO EX-
PRESS THE SENSE OF THE SEN-
ATE RELATING TO LEGISLATION
TO CURB GLOBAL WARMING

Mr. COLEMAN (for himself and Mr.
LIEBERMAN) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works:

S. RES. 212

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that any comprehensive, mandatory green-
house gas emissions reduction program en-
acted by Congress should include—

(1) periodic determinations of the extent to
which other countries that are major con-
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tributors of atmospheric greenhouse gas con-
centrations have established for those coun-
tries emissions reduction programs that are
comparable in effectiveness to the program
established by the United States;

(2) in the event of an authoritative deter-
mination that the emissions reduction pro-
grams established by other countries that
are major contributors of atmospheric green-
house gas concentrations are substantially
less effective than the program established
by the United States, consequences in the
form of—

(A) a review of provisions of the emissions
reduction program established by the United
States; or

(B) 1 or more changes to other policies of
the United States;

(3) periodic determinations relating to
whether the emissions reduction program es-
tablished by the United States is increasing
the rate of poverty or unemployment in the
United States;

(4) in the event of an authoritative deter-
mination that the emissions reduction pro-
gram established by the United States is in-
creasing the rate of poverty or unemploy-
ment in the United States, a process of re-
view of provisions of the emissions reduction
program established by the United States;
and

(5) in addition to the imposition of limits
relating to the emission of greenhouse gases,
effective incentives for private entities that
sell electricity to increase the percentage of
sales by the entities of electricity that is
generated by clean energy sources.

—————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1146. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1348, to provide for comprehen-
sive immigration reform and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1147. Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
CORNYN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 849, to
promote accessibility, accountability, and
openness in Government by strengthening
section 552 of title 5, United States Code
(commonly referred to as the Freedom of In-
formation Act), and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1148. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself and
Mr. DobDD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1348, to provide for comprehensive immigra-
tion reform and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1149. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1348, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1150. Mr. REID (for Mr. KENNEDY (for
himself and Mr. SPECTER)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 1348, supra.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1146. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1348, to provide for
comprehensive immigration reform
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of the bill, add the following:

TITLE
SEC. _ 01. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Unaccom-
panied Alien Child Protection Act of 2007"".
SEC. _ 02. DEFINITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In this title:
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(1) COMPETENT.—The term ‘‘competent’, in
reference to counsel, means an attorney, or a
representative authorized to represent unac-
companied alien children in immigration
proceedings or matters, who—

(A) complies with the duties set forth in
this title;

(B) is—

(i) properly qualified to handle matters in-
volving unaccompanied alien children; or

(ii) working under the auspices of a quali-
fied nonprofit organization that is experi-
enced in handling such matters; and

(C) if an attorney—

(i) is a member in good standing of the bar
of the highest court of any State, possession,
territory, Commonwealth, or the District of
Columbia; and

(ii) is not under any order of any court sus-
pending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring,
or otherwise restricting the attorney in the
practice of law.

(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’” means
the Director of the Office.

(3) OFFICE.—The term ‘‘Office’” means the
Office of Refugee Resettlement established
by section 411 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1521).

(4) UNACCOMPANIED ALIEN CHILD.—The term
‘“‘unaccompanied alien child’’ has the mean-
ing given the term in 101(a)(51) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, as added by
subsection (b).

(5) VOLUNTARY AGENCY.—The term ‘‘vol-
untary agency’ means a private, nonprofit
voluntary agency with expertise in meeting
the cultural, developmental, or psycho-
logical needs of unaccompanied alien chil-
dren, as certified by the Director.

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE IMMIGRATION AND
NATIONALITY AcCT.—Section 101(a) (8 U.S.C.
1101(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

¢“(51) The term ‘unaccompanied alien child’
means a child who—

‘“(A) has no lawful immigration status in
the United States;

‘“(B) has not attained 18 years of age; and

‘(C) with respect to whom—

‘‘(i) there is no parent or legal guardian in
the United States; or

‘“(ii) no parent or legal guardian in the
United States is available to provide care
and physical custody.

“(62) The term ‘unaccompanied refugee
children’ means persons described in para-
graph (42) who—

“‘(A) have not attained 18 years of age; and

‘(B) with respect to whom there are no
parents or legal guardians available to pro-
vide care and physical custody.”.

(¢) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) STATE COURTS ACTING IN LOCO
PARENTIS.—A department or agency of a
State, or an individual or entity appointed
by a State court or a juvenile court located
in the United States, acting in loco parentis,
shall not be considered a legal guardian for
purposes of section 462 of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279) or this title.

(2) CLARIFICATION OF THE DEFINITION OF UN-
ACCOMPANIED ALIEN CHILD.—For the purposes
of section 462(g)(2) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279(2)(2)) and this title,
a parent or legal guardian shall not be con-
sidered to be available to provide care and
physical custody of an alien child unless
such parent is in the physical presence of,
and able to exercise parental responsibilities
over, such child at the time of such child’s
apprehension and during the child’s deten-
tion.
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