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TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2008, AS OF JANUARY 23, 2008—Continued 

[In millions of dollars] 

Budget au-
thority Outlays Revenues 

Appropriations Acts: 
U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28) 1 ...................................................................................................... 1 42 ¥335 
Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–116) 1 ................................................................................................................................................................................................ 459,550 311,596 0 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–161) 1 ................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 1,041,512 831,744 0 

Total, appropriations acts enacted in this Congress .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 1,501,063 1,143,382 ¥335 
Passed, pending signature: 

National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (H.R. 4986) ............................................................................................................................................................................................ ¥6 ¥31 2 
Entitlements and mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs .......................................................................................................................................................... ¥6,825 1,013 0 
Total Current Level 1,2 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,333,035 2,346,190 2,000,661 
Total Budget Resolution 3 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,503,226 2,474,039 2,019,643 

Adjustment to the budget resolution for emergency requirements 4 ............................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥605 ¥48,639 n.a. 
Adjustment to the budget resolution pursuant to section 207(c)(2)(E) 5 ........................................................................................................................................................................................ ¥145,162 ¥65,754 n.a. 

Adjusted Budget Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,357,459 2,359,646 2,019,643 
Current Level Over Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Current Level Under Adjusted Budget Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 24,424 13,456 18,982 

1 Pursuant to section 204(a) of S. Con. Res. 21, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2008, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. The amounts so 
designated for fiscal year 2008, which are not included in the current level total, are as follows: 

U.S. Troop Readiness, Veterans’ Care, Katrina Recovery, and Iraq Accountability Appropriations Act, 2007 (P.L. 110–28) ............................................................................................................ 605 48,639 n.a. 
An act making continuing appropriations for the fiscal year 2008, and for other purposes (P.L. 110–92) ..................................................................................................................................... 5,200 1,024 n.a. 
Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–116) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................... 11,630 1,047 n.a. 
Further Continuing Appropriations, 2008 (P.L. 110–116, Division B) ................................................................................................................................................................................................. 6,400 1,369 n.a. 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008 (P.L. 110–161) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 81,125 40,568 n.a. 

Total, enacted emergency requirements ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 104,960 92,647 n.a. 
2 For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the budget resolution does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level excludes these items. 
3 Periodically, the Senate Committee on the Budget revises the totals in S. Con. Res. 21, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution: 

Original Budget Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,496,028 2,469,636 2,015,858 
Revisions: 

To reflect the difference between the assumed and actual nonemergency supplemental appropriations for fiscal year 2007 (section 207(f)) ........................................................................ ¥71 ¥1,421 ¥17 
For extension of the Transitional Medical Assistance (TMA) program (section 320(c)) ................................................................................................................................................................. 96 99 0 
State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) ................................................................................................................................................................................................. 7,237 2,055 6,243 
For the College Cost Reduction and Access Act (section 306) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥176 ¥842 0 
Revision to State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) ............................................................................................................................................................................. ¥7,237 ¥2,055 ¥6,243 
Further revision to State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) .................................................................................................................................................................. 9,098 2,412 6,210 
Further revision to State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) .................................................................................................................................................................. ¥9,098 ¥2,412 ¥6,210 
Further revision to State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) .................................................................................................................................................................. 9,332 2,386 6,210 
For the Farm Bill (Section 307) ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 3,624 1,690 2,784 
For the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (section 308(a)) ...................................................................................................................................................................................... 66 64 1,016 
For the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (section 302) ............................................................................................................................................................................ ¥15 ¥112 2 
For the Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorization Act of 2007 (section 310) ................................................................................................................................................................. 200 200 0 
For the Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Extension Act of 2007 (sections 301(a), 304(b)(2), 320(a), and 320(c)) ...................................................................................................................... 3,465 4,644 0 
Further revision for the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (section 302) .................................................................................................................................................. 15 112 ¥2 
Further revision for the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (section 302) .................................................................................................................................................. ¥6 ¥31 2 
Further revision to State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP) (section 301) .................................................................................................................................................................. ¥9,332 ¥2,386 ¥6,210 

Revised Budget Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,503,226 2,474,039 2,019,643 
4 S. Con. Res. 21, as adjusted pursuant to section 207(f), assumed $605 million in budget authority and $48,639 million in outlays from emergency supplemental appropriations. Such emergency amounts are exempt from the enforce-

ment of the budget resolution. Since current level totals exclude the emergency requirements enacted in P.L. 110–28 (see footnote 1), budget authority and outlay totals specified in the budget resolution also have been reduced (by the 
amounts assumed for emergency supplemental appropriations) for purposes of comparison. 

5 Section 207(c)(2)(E) of S. Con. Res. 21 assumed $145,162 million in budget authority and $65,754 million in outlays for overseas deployment and related activities. Pending action by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, the Sen-
ate Committee on the Budget has directed that these amounts be excluded from the budget resolution aggregates in the current level report. 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Note: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 

THE MATTHEW SHEPARD ACT OF 
2007 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak about the need for hate crimes 
legislation. Each Congress, Senator 
KENNEDY and I introduce hate crimes 
legislation that would add new cat-
egories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor to highlight a separate hate 
crime that has occurred in our coun-
try. 

On September 22, 2007, Matthew 
Shetima was walking through an alley 
in Farmington, NM, when he encoun-
tered three men. Shetima, a gay man, 
claims that Scott Thompson, 21, Jerry 
Paul, 40, and Craig Yazzie, 37, all from 
New Mexico, called him over as he 
walked by the men. According to the 
police report, the three men began to 
hit Shetima, all of them calling him 
derogatory names as they struck him. 
According to the police report, when he 
fell to the ground, at least one of the 
men asked him if he wanted to die as 
they continued to kick him. Shetima 
was then pulled into the hotel room 

the three men were staying in, where 
the assault continued. Fortunately, 
Shetima was able to escape. The dis-
trict attorney prosecuting the case is 
seeking sentencing enhancements for 
all three men under New Mexico’s hate 
crime law. 

I believe that the Government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Matthew Shepard Act is a 
symbol that can become substance. I 
believe that by passing this legislation 
and changing current law, we can 
change hearts and minds as well. 

f 

MICHIGAN TECH’S TUITION OFFER 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, Michigan 
Technological University’s recent deci-
sion to offer in State tuition to the 
children or spouse of anyone on active 
military duty, regardless of their State 
of residence, deserves our recognition 
and praise. 

We are all deeply indebted to our 
men and women in uniform for their 
bravery and sacrifice. Michigan Tech is 
expressing thanks and showing support 
for the families of those serving in our 

armed services in a way that will make 
a real difference. 

While out-of-State students at Michi-
gan Tech pay over $21,000 for tuition, in 
State tuition is less than $10,000 each 
year. This savings will be available to 
the families of the 1.3 million men and 
women who are on Active Duty in the 
Air Force, Army, Coast Guard, Ma-
rines, Navy, National Guard and Re-
serve, as well as the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration and 
United States Public Health Service 
Corps. We believe that Michigan Tech 
is the first college or university in the 
Nation to extend in State tuition to 
the families of all military personnel 
serving on Active Duty. 

The idea developed after an applicant 
to a State university in Michigan re-
ceived an admission offer but was de-
nied in State tuition even though he 
graduated from a Michigan high 
school. His father was serving on Ac-
tive Duty and had been stationed in 
Michigan but was moved out-of-State, 
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prompting the tuition decision. Michi-
gan Tech’s new policy would allow this 
student, along with many others, to re-
ceive in State tuition if admitted. 
Hopefully this decision will be followed 
by other colleges and universities as 
well. 

The university’s fight song, ‘‘Fight 
Tech, Fight!’’ includes the line: ‘‘From 
Northern hills we’ll sound our cry, 
we’ll ring your praises to the sky!’’ 
This is an important decision by Michi-
gan Tech that deserves praise and, 
from the hills of Michigan’s upper pe-
ninsula, it is a decision that will un-
doubtedly be heard and appreciated by 
military families across the country 
and our brave men and women sta-
tioned around the world. 

f 

U.S. WITHDRAWAL OF LETTERS TO 
CUBA 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, with Florida’s marine environ-
ment and tourism economy threatened 
by potential drilling a mere 45 miles off 
its coast, and a communist regime rul-
ing Cuba, we find ourselves in a dif-
ficult situation. We must do all that we 
can to protect our Nation’s natural 
treasures while at the same time em-
phasizing that the undemocratic Cas-
tro government has no right to speak 
for the people of Cuba. 

That is why I have asked President 
Bush to withdraw the letters that the 
United States exchanges with Cuba 
every 2 years. This exchange of letters 
is the only thing enforcing the 1977 
Maritime Boundary Agreement be-
tween the United States and Cuba, and 
incidentally, one of the only rationales 
the Castro government has for drilling 
just 45 miles off of our pristine coast. 

We have seen what oil spills have 
done in other parts of the country and 
around the world. I am not prepared to 
take chances with Florida’s coral reefs 
and other marine life, nor with the 
livelihoods of millions of Floridians 
who depend on tourism for their eco-
nomic well-being. The continued ex-
change of these letters leaves the door 
open to economic and environmental 
disaster and the enrichment of the Cas-
tro regime. 

And so, I urge the administration to 
join me in closing this door on disaster 
and to protect Florida by withdrawing 
these letters now. Should Cuba gain a 
democratically elected government as 
envisioned by the Cuban Liberty and 
Democratic Solidarity—or 
LIBERTAD—Act of 1996, we could con-
sider renegotiating our boundary 
agreement so that it clearly protects 
the environment. Until that time, how-
ever, withdrawing these letters is the 
best and first step towards protecting 
the people and environment of Florida. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING THE VILLAGE OF 
EASTLAKE 

∑ Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize and congratulate Leon N. 

Weiner & Associates for their success 
with the Village of Eastlake in Wil-
mington, DE. For almost 60 years, 
Leon N. Weiner & Associates has been 
doing outstanding work for the housing 
industry in Delaware and surrounding 
areas. Their work on the Village of 
Eastlake has made such a positive im-
pact that the readers of Affordable 
Housing Finance Magazine recently 
named it the Nation’s best affordable 
home ownership development. 

The Eastlake neighborhood, which 
was built in 1943, was locally known as 
‘‘the Bucket,’’ meaning if people lived 
in Eastlake, they had hit the bottom of 
the bucket. The 267-unit public housing 
development, one of many in a crime- 
ridden neighborhood, became dilapi-
dated despite the best efforts of the 
Wilmington Housing Authority. Vio-
lent crime and drug abuse grew to pro-
portions exceeding some of the worst 
per capita crime rates in the Nation. In 
1997 alone, Wilmington police were 
called to Eastlake over 5,000 times. 

After a decade of work, Leon N. 
Weiner & Associates transformed the 
site, which is about the size of three 
city blocks, into the Village of East-
lake, an affordable housing project 
consisting of 70 rental and 90 home 
ownership units. Furthermore, their 
work here has helped jumpstart addi-
tional affordable housing projects in 
the city of Wilmington. A nonprofit 
and a for-profit firm have teamed up to 
build 72 town homes in the neighbor-
hood, as well. 

All 90 units—62 town homes and 28 
duplexes—at Eastlake consist of three 
bedrooms. The homes are reserved for 
households with widely varying in-
comes—as low as 26 percent of the area 
median income up to a high of 115 per-
cent. Fifty-nine homes are reserved for 
households earning between 26 percent 
and 80 percent of the area median in-
come. 

The success of Eastlake could not 
have been reached without the added 
help and efforts of many other entities, 
including the U.S. Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, PNC 
Bank, the Federal Home Loan Bank of 
Pittsburgh, and the State of Delaware, 
which provided much needed funds. 

Once again, I wish to recognize Leon 
N. Weiner & Associates. Their work in 
the Eastlake community is commend-
able and most deserving of Affordable 
Housing Finance Magazine’s Reader’s 
Choice Award. They are an invaluable 
asset to our community, and I wish 
them all the best. 

On a point of personal privilege, Leon 
Weiner, who passed away in 2002, was a 
personal friend of mine for over three 
decades. In fact, he was one of the first 
people I met after enrolling in the Uni-
versity of Delaware’s MBA program in 
1973. More importantly, throughout his 
life he was one of the strongest voices 
in this country calling for the creation 
of affordable housing for all Ameri-
cans. He fervently believed that all 
families need and deserve a decent 
place to live, and he worked tirelessly 

to ensure that government, the private 
sector, and nonprofits work together in 
pursuit of this goal. Unfortunately, he 
did not live to see one of his last 
dreams Eastlake become a reality, but 
it serves as a fitting memorable to him 
and to the team of dedicated men and 
women he led at Leon N. Weiner & As-
sociates. Together, they demonstrated 
and continue to demonstrate that it is 
possible to do good and do well at the 
same time.∑ 

f 

RETIREMENT OF COLONEL 
BARBARA BRUNO 

∑ Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I would 
like to recognize a great American and 
a true military hero who has honorably 
served our country for 26 years in the 
Army and Army Nurse Corps: COL Bar-
bara J. Bruno has a true passion for 
nursing and served in a variety of clin-
ical nursing and leadership positions at 
various Army medical facilities. 

Her tremendous leadership skills led 
to her selection for long-term school-
ing to obtain an advanced degree in 
nursing and subsequent selection for 
director of the operation room nurse 
course. Colonel Bruno served with dis-
tinction in a series of senior leadership 
positions as Army nurse corps staff of-
ficer, AMEDD personnel proponency di-
rectorate, chief nurse, 30th Medical 
Brigade deputy commander for nurs-
ing, chief nurse 67th Combat Support 
Hospital personnel management offi-
cer, and chief, perioperative nursing 
services. In every circumstance, Colo-
nel Bruno was recognized for her clin-
ical excellence and loyal, dedicated, 
and stellar leadership. 

In 2004, Colonel Bruno was appointed 
the deputy chief of the Army Nurse 
Corps. As deputy chief, Colonel Bruno 
developed and implemented policies 
and procedures that affected nearly 
35,000 nursing personnel throughout the 
Army. She spearheaded several recruit-
ment and retention initiatives to in-
clude the Funded Nurse Education Pro-
gram, the Professional Nurse Edu-
cation Program, the Registered Nurse 
First Assist Program, and increased ca-
pacity for the Army Enlisted Commis-
sioning Program. Her tenacity also led 
to additional recruitment options and 
incentive pays to retain our highly 
qualified nurse officers. As chair of the 
Federal Nursing Service Council, she 
sponsored the development of a Federal 
nursing research model that focused on 
improved soldier readiness and patient 
care outcomes. 

Colonel Bruno’s accomplishments are 
eloquent testimony to her talent, dedi-
cation, loyalty, and determination to 
see that the best possible nursing care 
is always available to our soldiers, 
their family members, and our deserv-
ing retirees. Colonel Bruno has estab-
lished a legacy of superior performance 
to be emulated by all, and her perform-
ance reflects greatly on herself, the 
U.S. Army, the Department of Defense, 
and the United States of America. I ex-
tend my deepest appreciation on behalf 
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