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Madam Speaker, with that I am will-
ing to yield back the balance of my
time such that the next person who has
a Special Order can come forward. I
thank you for the time.

———
SIMPLIFYING THE TAX CODE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. BURGESS. And I thank the
Speaker.

Madam Speaker, it has been said over
and over again that nothing in this life
is certain except death and taxes. I was
a practicing physician for over 25 years
back in Texas and I've got to tell you,
sometimes death seems a little less
complicated than our Tax Code. The
complexity of the Tax Code has done
nothing but grow since the Federal in-
come tax was first introduced in this
body in 1913.

When it was first created, the Tax
Code was 400 pages. This year, it is
67,506 pages, nearly a 17,000 percent in-
crease, pretty typical of government
math. Because I'm a visual person, I
would like to show you what the statis-
tics look like.

Here is a picture from the ‘“CCH
Standard Federal Tax Reporter’ illus-
trating the exponential increase in the
Tax Code. What this demonstrates,
Madam Speaker, is way back here in
1913, we had one little 400-page book
that was the Federal Tax Code, and
then we fast forward to 2007 and 2008
and you see the number of pages now
that fill the bookshelf, making the
complexity of the code something that
the average person, quite honestly just
does not understand.

Madam Speaker, remember that one
of the fundamental tenets of the Amer-
ican legal system, including the tax
system, is that ignorance of the law is
no excuse. Therefore, in theory, every
single American who is merely trying
to comply with the Tax Code and file
their taxes by April 15 is supposed to be
familiar with all of the 67,000 some odd
pages that are contained within the
Tax Code which comprise the tax rules.

Now, I don’t know if my tax preparer
back home knows all of the 67,506 pages
and you have to wonder about other
people in other congressional districts.
What about the small business owner?
What about the single mom who is just
struggling to get by? How are they ever
going to know all of the regulations
contained within 67,506 pages of the
U.S. Tax Code?

The complexity of the Tax Code is a
result of countless deductions and ex-
emptions aimed at steering a social
agenda, quite honestly, when it’s sup-
posed to be a Tax Code. That’s one of
the fundamental problems with our tax
system, is that we try to enforce social
policy through the Tax Code rather
than seeing the Tax Code simply as a
vehicle for collecting those revenues
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that the government has to collect in
order to run. Special interest groups
run rampant through every single page
of that 67,000 pages. Anytime Congress
wants to punish a special interest
group or reward another, Congress adds
a new credit or a new law to the mam-
moth Tax Code. The result is a Federal
law fraught with opportunities for
avoiding taxes and loopholes to be ex-
ploited at the expense of fellow Ameri-
cans. Everyone is familiar with the
problems inherent in our convoluted
Tax Code, and criticizing the American
Tax Code is as American as apple pie
and baseball, and for good reason.

Let me share just a few interesting
facts on why we need fundamental tax
reform. Each year, Americans spend 6.5
billion hours preparing their tax forms,
and businesses spend 800 million hours
complying with the Tax Code. The cost
of compliance for Federal taxpayers
filling out returns and related chores
was $265 billion in 2005. The average
taxpayer pays over $1,800 per household
in compliance costs. In other words,
that taxpayer works a little over a
week just to pay for the cost of pre-
paring his or her taxes for that year.

A study was done back in 1998 when
the forms in 1998 were less complicated
than they are 10 years later, and it sur-
veyed 46 tax experts. Each expert came
up with 46 different answers when de-
termining tax liability. Forty-six pre-
parers, each given the same set of data,
46 different figures to determine tax li-
ability. The tax calculations them-
selves ranged some $34,000 to $68,000, al-
most a doubling of the original esti-
mated amount.

The Tax Foundation prepared the fol-
lowing information that actually I
think will be of interest to this body:

In the year 2007, a person spent 79
days working to pay for their Federal
taxes and 41 days on State and local
taxes for a grand total of 120 days.
That’s more than health care, more
than housing, more than transpor-
tation. And, honestly, you can see an
immediate return on those categories.
It’s a little bit more difficult to see the
tangible return on Federal tax dollars,
albeit those are the moneys that are
required to have the Federal Govern-
ment run. But when you look at the
bite that taxes take out of the average
income compared with all of the other
expenditures, it truly is significant.

We all complain about paying our
taxes. The fact is if the system was fair
and simple, it would be a lot easier to
take. Americans don’t mind paying for
roads. They pay for a strong defense.
They pay for health care for your
grandmother. It’s the fact that one
family makes exactly the same amount
as the family next door, but they’re
forced to pay a higher share of the tax
burden. The Declaration of Independ-
ence says all men are created equal,
and that should apply to the tax bur-
den as well.

Now, let me just show you a break-
down by congressional district. Most
Members of Congress should be inter-

March 10, 2008

ested in this chart, also produced by
the Tax Foundation. In 2004, the Tax
Foundation ranked Federal individual
income tax burden by congressional
district. My district, the 26th District
of Texas, falls here somewhere in the
middle, and it is highlighted in yellow
so its easy for me to see, but it com-
pares the ranking of Federal income
tax burden as a percentage of the ad-
justed gross income versus the ranking
of the average income tax liability per
return. In other words, with identical
incomes, we have some States with a
much higher burden and some States
with a much lower burden.

Now that is an average across the
population, so clearly there will be
some differences, but we see New York
represented in both the upper and the
lower categories. We see California
likewise represented in both the upper
and the lower categories. So it’s not in-
conceivable that the discrepancy
should not be that large; but, neverthe-
less, because of the complexity of the
Tax Code, that’s one of the things
we’re left with.

435 Members of Congress and here is
the data from the top seven compared
to the bottom seven. You can defi-
nitely see varying tax liabilities
throughout the country. Again, my dis-
trict ranked 139th in regards to the
Federal income tax burden as a per-
centage of gross income, but ranked
only 127 as the average income tax li-
ability per return. Again, that’s more
of the Federal Government’s math for
you.

And yet another aspect of complying
with our Tax Code. Time is precious.
We often don’t have enough of it for
personal things, those mundane things
like earning a living, raising your fam-
ily, spending time with your friends,
and then there’s the dollars-and-cents
side of the equation where, in fact,
time is money and valuable resources
are misspent navigating tax law in-
stead of spent growing the economy
and creating jobs. Taken together, this
is a strong prescription for real change
in our Tax Code.

We know what works when it comes
to changing the Tax Code because we
got a glimpse of it when during Ronald
Reagan’s administration he cut the
Tax Code in half in 1986. As a result of
that reform, the economy grew, reve-
nues increased and jobs were created. I
can’t think of a better prescription for
our slowing economy today than repli-
cating the reform of the Tax Code on
an even greater scale.

So what should we do? The prescrip-
tion is fairly simple. Flatten the tax,
broaden the base and shift the burden
away from families and small busi-
nesses. Simplify the Tax Code and
make it easier for individuals and busi-
nesses to file their taxes and pay their
fair share. Even the National Taxpayer
Advocate, Nina Olsen, stated simplify
the Tax Code as one of her rec-
ommendations in the 2007 Annual Re-
port to Congress:
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“The complexity of the code in-
creases the likelihood that honest tax-
payers will make inadvertent mis-
takes, creates opportunities for tax-
payers to avoid paying their fair share
of taxes, and makes it difficult for the
Internal Revenue Service to administer
the tax system. Simplifying the tax
law could improve the audit process
and allow less taxpayer burden.”

O 2030

Pretty simple stuff. Pretty straight-
forward. If the National Taxpayer Ad-
vocate thinks it is best for our con-
stituents if we simplify the system, it
would make sense that Members of
Congress on both sides of the aisle
would agree with this sentiment and
work toward this goal.

Now, this next data I need to credit
to some polling done by American So-
lutions. They conducted a nationwide
poll on six different topics, with one
being taxes and jobs. This poll crossed
gender, ethnicity, economic and party
lines, and they discovered the following
opinions in America. Under taxes and
jobs, 69 percent think the Federal in-
come tax system is unfair. Seventy
percent favor tax incentives for compa-
nies who keep their headquarters in
the United States of America. What a
great concept. Eight-two percent think
the option of a single rate system
would give taxpayers the convenience
of filing their taxes with just a single
sheet of paper. Pretty powerful stuff.
Eight-two percent want to be able to
file on a single sheet of paper.

Madam Speaker, it sounds to me as if
America has spoken fairly clearly on
this subject, and the evidence is that
we do need real change in our tax sys-
tem. The encouraging news is that we
have a practical and effective blueprint
for making this real change across-the-
board. The blueprint is called the flat
tax.

In 1981, Robert Hall and Alvin
Rabushka proposed a new and radically
simple structure that would transform
the Internal Revenue System and our
economy by creating a single rate of
taxation for all Americans. Today, sev-
eral States have implemented a single
rate tax structure for their State in-
come taxes and from Utah to Massa-
chusetts, citizens are seeing the ben-
efit.

In Colorado, a single rate generated
so much income, so much revenue, that
lawmakers actually reduced the rate 10
years after its implementation. In the
State of Indiana, the economy boomed
after a single rate went into effect in
2003, and in that time corporate income
tax receipts have risen 250 percent.

In 1981, a simple concept put forth by
Robert Hall and Alvin Rabushka, revis-
ited in 1995 by my predecessor in this
body, former majority leader Dick
Armey, and, most recently, within the
last couple of years, a book published
by Steven Forbes on the flat tax revo-
lution. All of those authors, all of
those authors calling for the same type
of reform in our Tax Code, to allow it
to be flatter, fairer and simpler.
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Now we have got several Members of
Congress who are actually working on
the problem. Certainly it is something
that I remain focused on. Congressman
DAVID DREIER from California, the
ranking member on the Rules Com-
mittee, and PAUL RYAN of Wisconsin,
the ranking member on the Budget
Committee, are all working to estab-
lish the single tax rate structure for
the United States. Members are work-
ing on it in the other body as well.
Each of us have our own ideas. The leg-
islation proposed is a little bit dif-
ferent, but it all has at the center of it
the concept that you should be able to
file your taxes on a single form at a
much flatter rate that will be fairer
across-the-board, and, in fact, evidence
has shown that it will actually in-
crease revenue.

The bill that I introduced actually
two Congresses ago, and I have contin-
ued to introduce it every year, H.R.
1040, it makes it easy to remember the
number, H.R. 1040 allows for a person
to opt in to a flat tax. They can’t go
back and forth from the old IRS code
and the flat tax, but if they elect to go
into the flat tax, they may do so.

If quite honestly they have con-
structed their family or business fi-
nances such that they have been trying
to utilize the code to maximize their
effectiveness, no one is going to require
them to go into the flat tax. They may
stay under the old IRS code. But for a
lot of people like myself, regardless of
whether I would come up better or
worse under the flat tax, just to give
up that shoe box full of receipts every
year, to give up that quality time
spent with my accountant every year,
to give up that $1,800 or $2,500 that I
spend every year on tax preparation,
and I promise you, mine are not that
complicated, I would gladly give that
up to be able to simply file my taxes on
a single page form, or, better yet, popu-
late a field on a computer screen on the
Internet, click a mouse, send it in, and
be done with it for the year.

Now, we all may not agree on just a
single rate. I have mentioned some
other individuals that have other bills,
and they do have different approaches.
We may not all agree on whether it
should be a single rate or two rates, as
it was back when Ronald Reagan sim-
plified the Tax Code. We may prefer a
tax method that does allow for deduc-
tions for mortgages or charitable con-
tributions. But regardless, regardless,
each of them embodies the funda-
mental principle that each American
should bear the burden of taxation
equally and at the lowest rate possible;
we think everyone should be able to do
their own taxes without the help of a
professional and should be confident
that people who earn the same income
pay the same taxes.

Madam Speaker, just as an aside, I
remember back in the year 1993, I was
just a regular guy working in a medical
practice back home in Texas. It just so
happened that that year, the President
of the United States and myself had an

H1441

almost identical income reported. And
yet when you calculated what I paid as
a percentage of income, it was in ex-
cess of 30 percent. When you calculated
what the other individual paid, it was
around 20 percent. So why the discrep-
ancy? With the same amount of earned
income, why should there be such a
vast difference in the taxes owed and
the taxes paid? That is really what got
me to thinking about this subject,
many, many years ago.

We all remember when the Tax Code
was changed in 1993. It was changed
retroactively so that we got both the
rich and the dead involved in paying
additional taxes. But it really got me
focused. Then in 1995 when Congress-
man Armey published his book on the
flat tax, I read it, I became a believer,
and have continued to study the issue
and have continued to talk about the
issue. And this is the time of year to
have these types of talks, because I do
think it is important, regardless of
which party is in power, that we take
seriously the will of the American peo-
ple. Hight-two percent, 82 percent,
want to be able to fill out a single page
form and be done with their taxes.

Just by way of comparison, according
to the Wall Street Journal, citing a
blog off the National Taxpayers Union
website, there are about 1.2 million or
more professional tax preparers during
tax season, which equals roughly the
population of Hawaii. There are 836,000
doctors in the United States. As a phy-
sician, I think that there is something
a little askew with this number, that
we require half again as many tax pre-
parers in the country as we do physi-
cians. Healers shouldn’t be out-
numbered by tax preparers. The gov-
ernment math stuff is starting to scare
me, and really should start to scare a
lot of Americans.

Also, according to the Wall Street
Journal, more than half of the indi-
vidual taxpayers now use a paid pre-
parer for their income tax return. I do
myself. Mine is not that complicated,
but I don’t dare go into the process
without a professional guiding me, lest
someone at some point say, hey, you
made a mistake. I want a professional
with me if I had to go in to justify
what those numbers read on the form.

We actually anticipate the number of
people using a paid preparer to increase
this year. In 1960, less than a fifth of
taxpayers used preparers. More than
half now. Less than a fifth, less than 20
percent, back in 1960. In 2005, one of the
most famous tax preparation compa-
nies garnered $2.4 billion in revenue
from the United States in tax prepara-
tion, up from $841 million 10 years be-
fore in 1996. Pretty astounding. Pretty
astounding figures when you stop and
think about it.

Now, I respect and I fully appreciate
everything that my tax preparer does
for me, what my accountant does for
me, what tax preparation companies
do, and I think it is a shame that Con-
gress has created a system that is so
complicated that more than half of the
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public feel a need to pay someone, to
pay someone else, just to figure out
how much they owe for their tax liabil-
ity. The system doesn’t have to be that
complicated.

Now, bear with me, if you would,
through one last poster, and this really
sums it up. A faster, flatter, fairer tax
structure, let me show you how it
works. It is pretty simple.

Here we go. You put in a little bit of
information, like your name; a little
bit of identification data, income, per-
sonal exemptions, married filing joint-
ly, single head of household; number of
dependents. You add up your deduc-
tions. Taxable income is line 1 minus
line 3. One subtraction equation on the
form. And then calculate the amount
of tax owed on this particular form,
calculate by multiplying line 4 by 0.19.
The tax is already withheld. Your tax
refund you are owed or the taxes you
are to pay. What did that take? Ac-
cording to the clock up there, a little
less than 30 seconds. Thirty seconds,
and your income taxes are done.

Now, in all honesty, I haven’t started
my taxes this year. Please don’t tell
my accountant. But I will spend the
better part of a Saturday afternoon,
probably this coming Saturday, going
to all those places in the house where
I have secreted away little receipts and
things that I knew I would need when
it came time to prepare my taxes. I
will gather all of this stuff together
and put it in a form that is present-
able, take another half day and spend
that with my accountant. He will
spend several weeks churning it
through whatever computer program
that he uses. And then right before
midnight on April 15th, I will get my
tax form to sign, and I will send it in
and I will either pay a little in taxes or
I will get a little bit of refund.

But look at this. Thirty seconds.
Your name, a little bit of identification
data, a couple of numbers that are easy
to obtain, and taxes are already with-
held, your tax liability or your tax re-
fund. No expensive tax attorney bills.
No more hours of stressful research
trying to figure out whether your mili-
tary service or your marital status will
adversely affect your return. No more
headaches trying to determine where
the estimated tax payments go. No
more Congress taking one special in-
terest group over the other trying to
create social good works through the
Tax Code. Instead, just a very simple
and straightforward system. And re-
member that number: 82 percent of
Americans want something simple like
this for their tax preparation.

Now, in my opinion a single tax rate
structure would eliminate taxes on
capital gains, eliminate taxes on divi-
dends and taxes on savings. You know,
we always hear that our savings rate in
this country is really pretty low, and
that in fact is one of the things that
may be behind some of the financial
crisis that we find ourself in now.

I will just tell you there was a time
when I was in business for myself that
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I thought the prudent thing to do
would be to hold three months, three
months, of operating capital in some
easily convertible security, like a CD,
something that was fairly liquid, earn
a little bit of interest along the way,
and have that money in case the dire
wolf was ever at the door and I needed
those funds to continue to operate my
business. It seemed like a prudent
think to do.

But here is the deal. You earn some
interest, but guess what? It is taxed at
regular income rates. So it is suddenly
eroded by, at that time almost a half,
now around a third. And then if you
ever get to the point where, okay, I am
going to bring that money back into
the business and pay it out in salary,
well, guess what? If you have held it
for over a year in that money market
or CD, your business had to report that
and pay taxes on it at the end of that
first year, and then when you do dis-
pense it as earnings to the owners of
the business, guess what? It is taxed
again. So it got taxed twice.

So for doing the prudent thing, the
prudent thing, holding 3 months of cap-
ital in a relatively liquid account so
you can get to it if you need it, for
doing the prudent thing, you are pun-
ished on the interest you earn. So that
is not a good deal. You have got to pay
taxes on it from your business, and, oh,
by the way, if you ever do pay it out to
yourself in salary, you get taxed again.
So you have been taxed three times on
that money that you thought you were
doing the right thing. You were put-
ting it away against perhaps a lean
month or two. Maybe those Medicare
payments didn’t come through as fast
as I would like, or, God forbid, the SGR
cut my payment again for Medicare re-
imbursement, I would have a little
cash to fall back on. But, guess what. If
you do that, if you do that, you are ac-
tually hurt.
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If we were to change the Tax Code,
again, with a single rate structure, no
capital gains tax, no taxes on divi-
dends, no taxes on savings, which is ex-
tremely important, and I personally
would eliminate the Clinton tax on So-
cial Security earnings, what would
happen? Personal savings would in-
crease.

Would that be a bad thing? Does any-
one in this body think personal savings
would be a bad thing, particularly
given our current economic situation?
Businesses might just actually expand
and create jobs. Would that be a bad
thing given our job creation numbers
this past month? We lost a bunch. We
didn’t create anything.

Without the heavy corporate income
tax, which is currently the second
highest in the industrialized world,
companies would have less incentive to
offshore their headquarters and off-
shore their earnings. If they had less
incentive, and those earnings and head-
quarters stayed in this country,
wouldn’t that ultimately be a good
thing for the state of our economy?
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So it really comes down to an all-
American principle of freedom, and it
comes in a prescription. The decision
to move to a single-rate system would
be entirely up to the business, not up
to the government. This would be an
optional program. If someone has con-
structed their domestic finances or
their business finances to maximize
their earnings under the current Fed-
eral Tax Code, stay in the code, that
would be your choice.

But if you are tired of the shoe box,
if you want to fill out a single-page re-
turn, single-page form, and then have
the rest of that time, that half day I
am going to spend on Saturday and
that other half day I am going to spend
on a week, if you would rather have
that day to spend with your family,
take a personal day off, go fishing,
whatever, earn more money, whatever,
that’s yours. You don’t owe it to the
government any more.

A flat tax would be less costly. It
would save taxpayers $100 billion a
year and would reduce cost of compli-
ance by over 90 percent. The resulting
increase in personal savings, well, wait
a minute, didn’t we just pass a big
stimulus package? That would have an
immediate effect on our American
economy by putting that money back
in the hands of productive people in
this country.

As I said earlier, recent polling by
American Solutions shows that over 80
percent of Americans favor an op-
tional, single-page, one-page tax form
with one rate. After all, is anybody
really going to complain if this one
time, this one time Congress does
something worthwhile and actually
makes something easier? After all, who
could complain about making some-
thing easier, especially a process that
comes with such a high cost?

One of the things we haven’t even
talked about, and you now hear talked
about all the time, is the compliance
gap, the 200 to 300 to $350 billion that
it’s estimated that is owed in taxes but
it’s not paid in taxes because it’s sim-
ply too hard to go through all that you
have to go through to comply with the
IRS code or you are worried about
making a mistake and going to jail for
misrepresenting yourself on your tax
form.

So that compliance gap, the tax gap
as it is called, you will hear people talk
a bit on both sides of the aisle. They
want to utilize, well we are going to go
out and do a better job of collecting
the taxes, so we will use that $350 bil-
lion to offset an increase in the farm
program or AMT patch, or, God forbid,
we would fix the SGR formula for pa-
tients and doctors across the country.
But you always hear people talk about
that tax gap that they are going to col-
lect that $300 billion and put it to some
other good work, but this gets rid of
the tax gap. It’s gone tomorrow.

You wouldn’t have to worry about
people not complying with the code be-
cause it would be so simple. The cost of
not complying would be high. The cost
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of complying would become much more
bearable.

Well, guess what? This is a very po-
litical year. Everywhere you go, people
are talking about change.

I will tell you what, I haven’t heard
the word ‘‘change’ so much since I was
an intern at the newborn nursery at
the Parkland Hospital back in the
1970s. Everyone is talking about
change. You turn on the television,
people are talking about change.

Let’s consider how that change could
improve one of the most complicated of
institutions, the Internal Revenue
Service. More importantly, let’s con-
sider how that change could deliver
prosperity, deliver time back to Amer-
ica’s families and to America’s tax-
payers.

You know what, when it gets right
down to it, that’s a stimulus, that’s a
stimulus that every American could
understand and every American could
be for. That’s a stimulus package that
everyone on the floor of this House
should consider and vote for.

I have got a bill, H.R. 1040. Ranking
Member DREIER has a bill, Ranking
Member PAUL RYAN has a bill. I think
all of those are worth looking at. I
would like to see those brought up in
the appropriate committee of Ways and
Means, the Subcommittee on Taxation.
Let’s have the debate; let’s have the ar-
gument. Let’s do it out in the open.
Let the American people hear our de-
bate, and let them decide who is argu-
ing on their behalf and who is arguing
on behalf of the special interests. I
think it would become quite clear after
just a few minutes of that debate.

Again, here is an opportunity to give
time and money back to the American
people. That is a stimulus package of
which this body, both sides of the aisle,
could be justifiably proud.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ALTMIRE). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess until approximately 9:07 p.m.

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 55 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 9:07 p.m.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. ALTMIRE) at 9 o’clock and
10 minutes p.m.

——
REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR ADOPTION OF

HOUSE RESOLUTION 895, ESTAB-
LISHING AN OFFICE OF CON-
GRESSIONAL ETHICS

Ms. SUTTON, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-547) on the resolution (H.
Res. 1031) providing for the adoption of
the resolution (H. Res. 895) establishing
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within the House of Representatives an
Office of Congressional Ethics, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today and March 11, on ac-
count of official business.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi (at the
request of Mr. HOYER) for today and
March 11 on account of official business
in the district.

Ms. WOOLSEY (at the request of Mr.
HoOYER) for today and the balance of
the week on account of medical leave.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida
(at the request of Mr. BOEHNER) for
today on account of a family medical
emergency.

Mr. BUYER (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of flight
delays.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request
of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account
of illness in the family.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. HALL of New York) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. HALL of New York, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes,
March 11, 12 and 13.

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, March 14.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes,
March 13.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today, March 11, 12, 13 and 14.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, March 14.

Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, March 11.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today, March 11, 12, 13 and 14.

———

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

S.J. Res. 25. Providing for the appointment
of John W. McCarter as a citizen regent of
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution.

today,

———
ADJOURNMENT

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 11 minutes
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p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, March 11, 2008, at 10:30 a.m., for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5651. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report for the first quarter of fis-
cal year 2008 as required by the Joint Impro-
vised Explosive Device Defeat Fund provi-
sion in Title VI of Division A of the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act of 2008,
Pub. L. 110-116; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

5652. A letter from the Chief, Congressional
Action Division, Office of Legislative Liai-
son, Department of the Air Force, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting notice of a
performance decision on the public-private
competition affecting Detachment 1, Train-
ing Support Squadron, Luke Air Force Base,
Arizona; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

5653. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Federal Motor
Vehicle Safety Standards; Lamps, Reflective
Devices, and Associated Equipment [Docket
No. NHTSA-2007-28322] (RIN: 2127-AJ75) re-
ceived February 20, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5654. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Federal Motor
Vehicle Theft Prevention Standard; Final
Listing of 2008 Light Duty Truck Lines Sub-
ject to the Requirements of This Standard
and Exempted Vehicle Lines for Model Year
2008 [Docket No. NHTSA-2007-28497] (RIN:
2127-AJ97) received February 20, 2008, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

5655. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — In the Matter of 2006 Quadrennial
Regulatory Review — Review of the Commis-
sion’s Broadcast Ownership Rules and Other
Rules Adopted Pursuant to Section 202 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 FCC 07-216
[MB Docket 06-121 etc.] received February 25,
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

5656. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — In the Matter of Amendment of Sec-
tion 73.202(b), Table of Allotments, FM
Broadcast Stations. (Peach Springs, Arizona)
[MB Docket No. 07-164 RM-11386] received
February 25, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5657. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — In the Matter of The Commission’s
Cable Horizontal and Vertical Ownership
Limits Implementation of Section 11 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992 Implementation of
Cable Act Reform Provisions of the Tele-
communications Act of 1996 Review of the
Commission’s Regulations Governing Attri-
bution of Broadcast and Cable/MDS Interests
Review of the Commission’s Regulations and
Politics Affecting Investment in the Broad-
cast Industry Reexamination of the Commis-
sion’s Cross-Interest Policy [MM Docket No.
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