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I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 

3195. 
f 

FOSTERING CONNECTIONS TO 
SUCCESS ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. EARL POMEROY 
OF NORTH DAKOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2008 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H.R. 6307 a bill that makes a num-
ber of critical changes to the child welfare sys-
tem to better connect children in foster care 
with the services, healthcare and education 
programs they need. 

This bill includes legislation I introduced ear-
lier this year which would provide tribes with 
the same direct access to federal funding for 
foster care and adoption services that states 
currently receive. Under current law, funds 
under Title IV–E of the Social Security Act 
cannot go directly to tribes, leaving Indian and 
Alaska Native children living on tribal lands 
without direct access to services which are an 
entitlement to all other children in similar cir-
cumstances. While most tribes provide some 
level of basic foster care or permanency serv-
ices, they are not able to provide the com-
prehensive level of services that children 
under state custody receive via Title IV–E. 

My legislation, which has been included in 
this bill, would remedy this situation by pro-
viding equity to Native American children who 
are in need of foster care and adoptive serv-
ices. It would do this by allowing tribes to 
apply to the Department of Health and Human 
Services to directly administer Title IV–E foster 
care and adoption programs. 

This legislation is supported by many child 
welfare organizations including Child Welfare 
League of America, the North American Coun-
cil on Adoptable Children, the American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics, and the American Public 
Human Services Association as well as nu-
merous tribes and tribal organizations. 

I urge you to support H.R. 6307 to make 
sure that all children in foster care have a bet-
ter chance at success in school and the work-
force. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF BLACK MUSIC MONTH 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 23, 2008 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to support H. Con. Res. 372, a resolu-
tion I introduced honoring June as Black 
Music Month. This bill honors the outstanding 
contributions that African American singers, 
composers, producers, and musicians have 
made to the United States and the world. 

This resolution expresses our appreciation 
for and the value of the contributions of Afri-
can Americans to various genres of music. 
The roll call of African Americans who have 
contributed to the uniquely American born but 
internationally acclaimed mode of music is 
stellar and stunning. This music, often created 

against incredible odds, has served as a 
chronicle of our time and enriches our Nation. 

Civil rights demonstrators often marched to 
the cadence of ‘‘People Get Ready’’ or the nu-
merous gospel or spiritual songs created in 
the fields by slaves. One of the most beloved 
gospel songs of all time is ‘‘Precious Lord, 
Take My Hand’’ by Hall of Fame composer 
and writer Thomas Dorsey. The music of Afri-
can Americans is the music of America, and 
has historically transcended social, economic 
and racial barriers to unite people of all back-
grounds. Young America danced to the rhythm 
of the sound that emanated from Stax 
Records of Memphis, Chess Records of Chi-
cago, and from my home town of Detroit, 
Michigan, through Motown. 

Stevie Wonder, Aretha Franklin, The Four 
Tops, Diana Ross and the Supremes, Jackie 
Wilson, Marvin Gaye, Smokey Robinson and 
the Miracles, Anita Baker, and The Tempta-
tions are just a few of the tremendously tal-
ented artists that hail from the great city of De-
troit. Detroit is the also the birthplace of music 
mogul Berry Gordy’s great Motown empire. 
Motown ushered in a new wave of talent and 
music across the world. The Motown Sound 
was brilliantly and meticulously crafted in what 
is now Hitsville, USA, the original Motown stu-
dio located in my district. The impeccable 
standards of excellence in craftsmanship set 
Motown and Detroit apart as trailblazers in 
several musical genres, as recognized through 
their numerous Grammy Awards, NAACP 
Awards and other accolades. Motown did far 
more than produce music. It broke substantial 
barriers to help to unite the world across race, 
class and gender lines. 

Although Motown has received the most 
international acclaim for the music produced 
during the infamous Motown era that spanned 
decades, Detroiters have also made other tre-
mendous contributions to the musical world. 
The historical Black Bottom district was a hub 
for big bands and legendary jazz artists such 
as Ella Fitzgerald, Count Basie and Duke 
Ellington. Detroit is also well known for its im-
mense contributions to gospel music. Rev-
erend C.L. Franklin, Della Reese, The Winans 
and the Clarke Sisters all have roots in the 
City of Detroit. 

Detroit’s copious musical history and myriad 
of noteworthy, award-winning contributions 
have instilled a great sense of pride in all of 
its citizens and, hopefully, all Americans. Take 
some time during the month of June to exhibit 
said pride and honor all those Black artists 
that made indelible contributions to the sound-
track of our lives. Give honor to whom honor 
is due. Join me in spending this month im-
mersing yourself and your loved ones of all 
ages in the rich array of music that African- 
Americans have contributed to our great Na-
tion. I encourage all Americans to utilize the 
celebrations to honor the men and women 
who have created some of the most influential 
music our Nation has ever produced. I also 
want to honor the radio stations and the DJs, 
like Frankie Darcell, that play this timeless and 
wonderful music. As we spend time recog-
nizing the contributions of these artists, let us 
remember that this music is not just African- 
American music. This music is American 
music—an integral part of all Americans’ 
heritage. 

NATIONAL HOMEOWNERSHIP 
MONTH 

SPEECH OF 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2008 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong support of 
National Homeownership Month. This month 
marks the 40th anniversary of the landmark 
1968 Fair Housing Act, which opened the dia-
logue of equal homeowner opportunities and 
growth. The National Homeownership Month 
continues with the same principles by pro-
moting the very core of American values of 
fairness, opportunity, and growth. 

National Homeownership Month reflects the 
importance of homeownership and the Amer-
ican dream. For most Americans, owning their 
own home will be their largest and most sig-
nificant financial investment. It represents se-
curity, builds neighborhood pride, and is es-
sential in creating positive productive commu-
nities. 

National Homeownership Month focuses on 
creating affordable housing opportunities for 
all and economy sustainability. Home afford-
ability and financial education is the key to 
overcoming the housing crisis and promoting 
good housing practices and policies. Financial 
education not only directly benefits American 
families, but, in turn, helps to ensure a robust 
and strong economy. 

Mr. Speaker, it is vital that we continue to 
empower people of all races, economic status, 
and backgrounds who desire to own their own 
home. It is a valuable stabilizer for both fami-
lies and communities. 

f 

FOSTERING CONNECTIONS TO 
SUCCESS ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JOHN LEWIS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2008 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 6307, the Fos-
tering Connections to Success Act of 2008. 

First, let me thank the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) for their 
leadership and bipartisanship in crafting this 
effort to assist children and families in our Na-
tion’s child welfare system. 

Madam Speaker, young people in the child 
welfare system have done nothing wrong. 
They are victims of abuse and neglect. H.R. 
6307 will provide Federal support for kinship 
care, increase adoption incentives, and pro-
vide assistance for foster youth up to age 21. 
This bill opens the door by addressing many 
issues facing children in foster care and those 
who care for them. 

I am particularly proud that our Sub-
committee Chairman, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) shared the 
words of my constituent, Mr. Anthony Reeves, 
a former foster care youth about the impor-
tance of making these changes. I am honored 
to have another outstanding young woman 
and former foster care youth from Georgia, 
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Ms. Brittany Scott, interning in my congres-
sional office this summer. When you see their 
passion and determination to commit, work, 
and act to change the lives of their friends, 
siblings, and the Nation’s way of serving those 
most in need, you know we must take action. 

This legislation is good; it is right. But we 
can do better, and we must do better. Across 
the country, case workers lack proper training 
and are overworked and underpaid. Foster 
children are expelled from the system at 18 
with little to no support. Kinship care providers 
and adoptive parents lack support when caring 
for foster children. And when programs are in 
place they are often fragile because of lack of 
funding. We need to help those on the front 
lines. 

One of the major components of Mr. 
MCDERMOTT’s broader child welfare reform bill 
that I support is revising the so-called ‘‘look 
back’’ provision. Using an outdated 1996 Fed-
eral standard to determine poverty levels is a 
major reason that children are denied Title IV– 
E assistance in Georgia. Currently, only half of 
the abused and neglected children in foster 
care across the country are eligible for Title 
IV–E funding. 

States continue to lack the funding needed 
to adequately improve services to youth in the 
child welfare system. States also face drastic 
cuts to the social services they provide as a 
result of the Deficit Reduction Act. These are 
just some of the many challenges that face 
our Nation’s child welfare systems. We cannot 
afford to ignore them any longer. 

We need to look across the board at new 
and diverse ways to make the process work 
better. We must come together and do what is 
right for America’s foster care youth. Again, I 
applaud my Ways and Means colleagues for 
this strong bipartisan effort. I look forward to 
continuing to work with them on improving 
services, support, and assistance for those 
most in need. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote yes on 
H.R. 6307. 

f 

FISA AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2008 

SPEECH OF 

HON. PETER HOEKSTRA 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, June 20, 2008 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I would 
also like to clarify a number of aspects of this 
legislation on behalf of myself and the distin-
guished Ranking Member of the Judiciary 
Committee, Mr. SMITH. 

We have faced substantial challenges in 
reconciling fundamentally different philoso-
phies on how to modernize the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act (FISA). The text of 
H.R. 6304 was carefully, deliberately crafted 
on a bipartisan basis to reconcile these dif-
ferences. Other statements by media reports, 
or the reports or work product of any of out-
side groups reflect their own views and should 
not be construed as determinative guidance 
with respect to legislative intent. While the text 
of the bill ultimately controls interpretation of 
the bill, we would like to note our under-
standing of H.R. 6304 as the Ranking Mem-
bers of the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence and the Committee on the Judici-
ary respectively on three matters within this 
legislation. 

ROLE OF THE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE SURVEILLANCE 
COURT 

The authority of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court (FISC) or any court in ap-
proving foreign intelligence collection gen-
erally, and specifically the surveillance of for-
eigners located in other countries, was an 
issue of great debate during negotiations and 
the resulting text was delicately constructed. 
For the first time ever, this bill will statutorily 
insert the FISA court in a limited way into the 
Executive’s Constitutional authority to collect 
foreign intelligence information targeting for-
eign persons in foreign countries. This unprec-
edented move was an accommodation to 
those who believed that the court could pro-
vide some sort of additional check to ensure 
that the IC is properly using its procedures to 
target a foreigner abroad and to minimize U.S. 
person information that may be incidentally 
obtained. There is no mechanism included in 
the text that would provide for a probable 
cause or similar type of review that the FISC 
has done in the past with respect to traditional 
FISA applications, but rather a method for the 
FISC to verify that the Intelligence Community 
is following the law and its own procedures 
when it targets foreigners abroad for surveil-
lance under this law. The FISC is also re-
quired to approve procedures developed and 
used by the Intelligence Community. It is im-
portant for the FISC to adhere to the limited 
role set forth in the text of this bill, and to rec-
ognize that it is a different role from that which 
it has traditionally held with regard to tradi-
tional, individual FISA applications. This 
should not be construed as an opening to in-
sert the courts further into foreign intelligence 
matters that properly lie within the Executive’s 
purview. 

It is also important to note the flexibility that 
remains with the Executive Branch to prevent 
gaps from forming in the future that are similar 
to those we saw last August before the Pro-
tect America Act was passed. This bill permits 
the Attorney General and Director of National 
Intelligence to immediately authorize intel-
ligence collection, as provided for under the 
law, upon a determination that ‘‘exigent cir-
cumstances’’ exist. While the text of the bill 
uses the term ‘‘exigent circumstances,’’ the 
use of this term is not intended to implicate in 
any way the use of that term in criminal proce-
dure jurisprudence as an exception to the 
Fourth Amendment warrant requirement. See, 
e.g., U.S. v. Karo, 468 U.S. 705 (1984); War-
den v. Hayden, 387 U.S. 294 (1967); McDon-
ald v. U.S., 335 U.S. 451 (1948). Rather, sec-
tion 702 specifically defines its use of the term 
‘‘exigent circumstances’’ for purposes of tar-
geting a foreign person reasonably believed to 
be located outside the United States as those 
circumstances that will result in the loss or fail-
ure to timely acquire intelligence important to 
the national security of the United States. The 
compromise text was delicately drafted and 
reaching compromise on the bill was pre-
mised, in part, on maintaining flexibility for the 
Intelligence Community to immediately initiate 
surveillance in situations where intelligence 
may be lost, or not gathered in time to act on 
in a way that best protects the United States. 
This section is designed to prevent the type of 
intelligence gaps that put us in a critical situa-
tion during the summer of 2007. 

EXCLUSIVE MEANS 
Section 102 of the bill provides that the pro-

cedures in FISA and in the relevant provisions 

of the federal criminal code are the exclusive 
means for electronic surveillance. It is impor-
tant to note that section 102 of H.R. 6304 de-
notes the statutory exclusive means for acquir-
ing foreign surveillance. In enacting this sec-
tion, Congress did not intend legislatively ab-
rogate any inherent Article II powers of the Ex-
ecutive Branch. See In re Sealed Case No. 
02–001 (FISCR 2002) (citing the holding in 
U.S. v. Truong Dinh Hung, 629 F.2d 908 (4th 
Cir. 1980) that the President has inherent au-
thority to conduct warrantless searches to ob-
tain foreign intelligence information). 

PROTECTIONS FOR ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS 
SERVICE PROVIDERS 

The provisions in Title II set forth a process 
under which the Federal district courts would 
have jurisdiction to review both prospective 
and retroactive claims relating to alleged as-
sistance to the intelligence community. The 
standard and type of review by the courts with 
respect to the retroactive liability protections 
were issues of great and delicate debate while 
this bill was being drafted. Careful and lengthy 
discussions took place about which court 
would review the Attorney General certifi-
cations, what the certifications would contain, 
and what the standard of review would be, 
and all of these considerations culminated in 
the text of H.R. 6304 as it passed the House 
on June 20, 2008. 

With respect to retroactive liability protec-
tion, the Attorney General must certify to the 
district court that one of two situations is 
present. Either the assistance alleged to have 
been provided by the carrier was authorized 
by the President, designed to detect or pre-
vent a terrorist attack against the U.S. after 
the September 11th attacks, and was the sub-
ject of a written request or series of requests 
to the carrier, or the carrier did not provide the 
alleged assistance. The aforementioned writ-
ten request or series of requests must have 
informed the communications provider that the 
activity requested was authorized by the Presi-
dent, and was determined to be lawful. 

The statute expressly requires the Attorney 
General’s certification to be given effect unless 
the court finds that the Attorney General’s cer-
tification is not supported by substantial evi-
dence that the statutorily required elements of 
the certification have been fulfilled. The provi-
sion also allows the court to review only cer-
tain specified supplemental materials (any rel-
evant court order, certification, written request 
or directive) when considering the certification, 
and permits plaintiffs or defendants in civil ac-
tions to participate in briefing or argument of 
legal issues to the extent that such participa-
tion does not require the disclosure of classi-
fied information to such parties. Careful con-
sideration went into the drafting of this provi-
sion, and the final text is very clear about what 
the federal district court may consider in its re-
view under this section. The bill is intended to 
require and authorize the district courts to re-
view exactly what the text of H.R. 6304 speci-
fies, which does not include a review of the 
underlying legal basis for any representations 
that may have been made in a written request 
or series of requests for assistance to a com-
pany during the life of the Terrorist Surveil-
lance Program. Rather, these provisions were 
intended to ensure that any companies that 
may have provided assistance to the govern-
ment did so based on their good faith reliance 
on specified representations made to it by the 
Government. 
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