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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. JACKSON of Illinois).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 26, 2010.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JESSE L.
JACKSON, Jr. to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

‘““Rejoice in the Lord always, again I
say rejoice.”

Here is another day of creation; an-
other opportunity to serve God’s people
in this land of freedom.

By the Spirit, may the Lord lift us in
prayer renewing our faith. Knowing
that lasting goodness is discovered in
the Lord alone; and human freedom is
a gift given to all the children of God;
may Congress give the Lord glory by
accomplishing great deeds in His Holy
Name.

In the process, may we encourage one
another and live in harmony and peace
both now and forever. Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Arizona (Mrs. KIRK-

PATRICK) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 5128. An act to designate the United
States Department of the Interior Building
in Washington, District of Columbia, as the
“Stewart Lee Udall Department of the Inte-
rior Building”’.

The message also announced that the
Senate has agreed to without amend-
ment a concurrent resolution of the
following title:

H. Con. Res. 211. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 75th anniversary of the estab-
lishment of the East Bay Regional Park Dis-
trict in California, and for other purposes.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

——————

F-35 JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER

(Mr. ARCURI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ARCURI. Congress has supported
a competitive acquisition for the F-35
Joint Strike Fighter engine for the last
14 years for good reason. The total pro-
gram is expected to cost more than $100
billion over the next 30 to 40 years. The
Government Accounting Office has

concluded that competition between
engine suppliers could provide a life-
cycle cost savings of over 20 percent.

A competitive F-35 engine program
would also reap other benefits such as
increased reliability, improved con-
tractor responsiveness, a more robust
industrial base, and less chance to
ground the entire fleet to fix a prob-
lem.

Chairman ANDREWS and Ranking
Member CONAWAY of the bipartisan
House Defense Acquisition Reform
Panel have stated that annual engine
competition will make both engines
better and save taxpayers money—up
to $21 billion based on the F-16 experi-
ence.

The development of the alternative
engine is now nearly 75 percent com-
plete. To pull the plug on this program
would forfeit $3 billion in taxpayer
funds that have already been spent.

Competition saves taxpayers money.
It’s been proven to on the other fighter
engine program. Why would we write a
blank check to a single supplier for 40
years?

————

REPUBLICAN INTERACTIVE
INITIATIVES

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Republicans are leading the
charge on creative interactive initia-
tives that give the American people a
seat in Congress. Hardworking tax-
payers are rightfully frustrated by
business as usual in Washington, par-
ticularly when it comes to liberals
dragging their feet on job creation bills
while continuing to rack up govern-
ment spending.

AmericaSpeakingOut.com, launched
yesterday by Chief Deputy Whip KEVIN
McCARTHY, will provide a forum for
concerned Americans to make their

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H3827



H3828

voices heard and share policy concepts.
I believe that this online forum will
have more job creation proposals and
more concepts on how to cut spending
in just 1 day than the Washington lib-
erals have presented all year.

I encourage South Carolina residents
and Americans across the country to
g0 to AmericaSpeakingOut.com to am-
plify your proposals on fiscal account-
ability, national security, American
jobs, and values. It is time for you to
speak out and speak up.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

————
NATURE’S GOD IS IN ALL OF US

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KUCINICH. The theologian
Thomas Barry wrote that the great
work of our lives is to reconcile with
nature, to come to establish a com-
munion with every living species on
the planet—with all humans, all ani-
mals and plants, with the land, the air,
and the water. As children of a com-
mon Creator, we are part of every liv-
ing thing. This requires reverence for
the natural world.

When we look at the oil disaster in
the Gulf of Mexico, we learn how far we
must journey to reconcile with nature.
The false doctrine of subduing the nat-
ural world puts us in danger of extinc-
tion because it ultimately attacks the
precondition of human existence and
because it separates us from an under-
standing of the essential interconnect-
edness of all life.

So we’re lulled into distancing our-
selves from the oil disaster, from its ef-
fects on the natural world, from its ef-
fects on future generations. Nature’s
God is not just up there, but it’s in all
of us. And only when we truly under-
stand the deep significance of the
Deepwater Horizon disaster will we be
prepared to take a new direction not
only with our energy policies but with
our way of life.

GOVERNMENT MAKING IT HARDER

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, this week
the House is going to consider another
so-called jobs bill, but what is really in
this bill? Certainly not many private
sector jobs or real help to America’s
small businesses.

Extending unemployment compensa-
tion is necessary, but it’s not creating
jobs. A delayed fix to the Medicare re-
imbursement rate isn’t creating new
jobs. Billions of dollars to bail out
State Medicaid programs isn’t jobs.
Welfare payments aren’t jobs. We’re
about to spend $200 billion on a so-
called jobs bill without creating any
private sector jobs.

Just a few months ago, I polled 16,000
of my constituents. Only 12 percent of
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them believe that government policies
are making it easier to create jobs. Is
it any wonder that Americans have
this opinion?

The so-called jobs bill this week per-
manently raises taxes in order to pay
for 1l-year tax extensions. Unemploy-
ment is near 10 percent. Millions more
Americans have just given up looking
for a job. It’s far past time that we
stopped making it harder for busi-
nesses to hire and started providing
real help through regulatory relief and
targeted tax breaks. That would be a
real jobs bill.

——
NATIVE AMERICAN VETERANS
(Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. Mr.
Speaker, on Monday, Memorial Day,
folks across America will come to-
gether to pay tribute to our greatest
heroes—those who fought and died to
keep this Nation safe and free. We owe
them and all of our men and women in
uniform an eternal debt of gratitude.

Sadly, Washington has not always
done enough to pay their debt. Even
now, many Native American veterans
are struggling to keep a roof over their
heads because of their service. They
are being denied housing assistance be-
cause they are receiving benefits that
they have earned with their sacrifices.

I introduced the Indian Veterans
Housing Opportunity Act to right this
wrong. This commonsense bill makes
sure that veterans disability and sur-
vivor benefits are not counted as in-
come under a critical Native American
Housing Act. This program will bring
housing to our veterans who have al-
ready paid the price.

This House approved the bill unani-
mously last month, and Native vet-
erans should not have to wait any
longer for justice. I call on the Senate
to observe this Memorial Day by pass-
ing this important measure.

————

REPEAL AND REPLACE
GOVERNMENT-RUN HEALTH CARE

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, a new poll shows that 63 per-
cent of the American public wants to
repeal the expensive government-run
health spending law. Sixty-three per-
cent represents the largest opposition
to the law since its enactment. It’s no
surprise, as the law forces people to
hand over their hard-earned tax dollars
to a private company to buy health in-
surance or else.

As a constitutional conservative, I
have to agree with the 63 percent of
American voters who want this expen-
sive, irresponsible, overreaching law
repealed and replaced.

Democrats were wrong on the bill’s
cost, wrong on the effect on jobs, and
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wrong on the issue of taxpayer funding
of abortions. We must stand in favor of
repealing and replacing the govern-
ment health spending bill with real re-
forms that lower health care costs
without subjecting us to any national-
ized health plan. America does not
want, need, or deserve government-con-
trolled health care.

————
IRAN’S CONCESSIONS UPDATE

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge the U.N. Security Coun-
cil to reject Iran’s attempt to continue
down the path of nuclear proliferation.

Iran would have us believe that the
nuclear deal it reached with Brazil and
Turkey was of the same caliber as the
offer Tehran rejected in October. The
truth is, it’s not even close. This agree-
ment would allow Iran to pursue rich-
er-grade uranium, keep more of its nu-
clear materials, and maintain access to
the dangerous supplies it would send to
Turkey.

The Security Council must recognize
the severity of this threat posed by a
nuclear Iran. It must choose a deal
based on substance over convenience.
But most of all, it must remember the
safety and security of the State of
Israel and the Israeli people.

In the face of Iran’s latest diplomatic
diversion, it is more important than
ever that we levy real sanctions
against a nation bent on destroying a
friend. The future of Israel—our most
important ally—depends on it.

——————

HOUSE REPUBLICANS LAUNCH
NEW WEB SITE

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. After years of being shut
out of the debates here on Capitol Hill,
seeing runaway Federal spending, bail-
outs, and takeovers built behind closed
doors, the American people finally
have a way in—an unambiguous seat at
the table. It’s called
AmericaSpeakingOut.com.

Since the outset of this Congress, Re-
publicans have been offering positive
solutions to the challenges facing this
country. In building a governing agen-
da for this Congress, Republicans have
been listening to the American people,
and AmericaSpeakingOut.com is a con-
tinuation of that process.

Now let me say, this is not a listen-
ing tour. House Republicans are not a
party in search of our principles. We
know what we believe. We're com-
mitted to the principles of economic
growth, fiscal discipline, a strong de-
fense, and traditional American values.
But we simply believe that the best
ideas in America come from the Amer-
ican people. That’s why we launched
AmericaSpeakingOut.com.

So I urge all Hoosiers and, frankly,
all my countrymen, whatever your pol-
itics, whatever your philosophy, join us
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for the conversation at
AmericaSpeakingOut.com. House Re-
publicans are listening.

———

O 1015

WHAT PEOPLE GAVE FOR THEIR
COUNTRY

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on Monday
it was my birthday, and it didn’t quite
g0 as planned. One of the things I did is
I went to Arlington Cemetery and
spent 4 hours looking at the graves and
thinking about American history and
the people who wished they had a
birthday, and what they gave for their
country. Some gave their lives, some
gave part of their lives.

I visited the Kennedy graves and let
the word go forth. I visited Robert Ken-
nedy’s grave and the tiny ripples of
hope that can wipe down the mightiest
walls of oppression. But I found Earl
Warren’s grave, along with John Foster
Dulles and Arthur Goldberg together.

I would like to read from Earl War-
ren’s tombstone. I think it is some-
thing we should reflect on.

“Where there is injustice, we should
correct it. Where there is poverty, we
should eliminate it. Where there is cor-
ruption, we should stamp it out. Where
there is violence, we should punish it.
Where there is neglect, we should pro-
vide care. Where there is war, we
should restore peace. And wherever
corrections are achieved, we should add
them permanently to our storehouse of
treasures.”

This from the vice presidential can-
didate of the Grand Old Party in 1948,
the nominee for the Supreme Court and
the Chief Justice, nominated by
Dwight Eisenhower when Republicans
were Republicans. Thank God for Earl
Warren.

God bless the United States, and may
God save the Gulf of Mexico because it
doesn’t look like anybody else is going
to.

————

LACK OF COMMITMENT ENFORC-
ING NATIONAL IMMIGRATION
LAWS

(Mr. SULLIVAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
troubled by this administration’s com-
mitment, this lack of commitment of
enforcing our mnational immigration
laws.

Just last week, John Morton, Assist-
ant Secretary of Homeland Security
for the U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, said that ‘his agency
will not necessarily process illegal im-
migrants referred to them by Arizona
officials,” in light of their new State
law.

My district contains two permanent
ICE offices, and I am seriously con-
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cerned that one of the top officials in
the Obama administration in charge of
enforcing our Nation’s immigration
laws is refusing to do his job. Regard-
less of his personal feelings on the Ari-
zona immigration law, Assistant Sec-
retary Morton has an obligation to en-
force the rule of law and protect U.S.
citizens and legal residents.

Arizona is under siege with both
human and drug smuggling, and it is
on the front lines dealing with Mexi-
co’s drug violence that is spilling over
into the United States.

On behalf of my constituents and
millions of Americans, I urge President
Obama and Immigration and Customs
Enforcement Secretary Morton to en-
force our immigration laws.

———————

HONORING THE LIFE OF TAM
NGOC TRAN

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to re-
member an extraordinary young
woman, a scholar, a student activist,
Ms. Tam Ngoc Tran of Garden Grove,
California, who was recently killed in a
head-on collision with her close friend,
Cinthya Perez.

Tam was the daughter of a refugee
couple who fled Vietnam over two dec-
ades ago after escaping from a com-
munist reeducation camp.

She graduated from Santiago High
School, attended Santa Ana College,
transferred to UCLA, earned a bach-
elor’s degree in American literature
and culture and was a doctoral student
at Brown University.

Tam was also a courageous leader
who inspired many through her per-
sonal story of immigration. In 2007, the
U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement Agency raided the Tran
home and subsequently arrested Tam
and many of her family members.

Representatives LOFGREN, SMITH, and
I then wrote a letter to then-Secretary
Rice urging her to uphold the U.S. pol-
icy regarding the return of refugees to
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam.
That allowed them to remain in the
United States.

—————

CONTINUE HEALTH INSURANCE
COVERAGE OF CHILDREN UNTIL
AGE 26

(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, on
May 7 United Technologies Corpora-
tion, the largest private employer in
the State of Connecticut, announced
that they were going to take advantage
of the health care reform law and ex-
tend age 26 coverage to all their em-
ployees’ families. A few days later, Mo-
hegan Sun Casino, which employs
10,000 in the State of Connecticut,
made the same decision.
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Prior to health care reform, during
graduation time, graduating students
get a diploma in one hand and a notice
from their parents’ insurer that they
are being kicked off their parents’ in-
surance coverage. Because of health
care reform, 1.2 million up to age 26
Americans will now be able to use their
parents’ health insurance.

For the voices who call for repeal, I
challenge them to tell those families
that we should repeal that provision
and kick their kids off health insur-
ance.

In a few days, we are going to pass a
Defense authorization bill which will
extend age 26 coverage for TRICARE so
that military families will also be able
to insure their kids up to age 26. That’s
why health care reform was needed in
this country. We are going to provide
14 million young adults with health in-
surance coverage by 2014. It is because
we took that step that we are going to
provide access to that population.

——————

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION
REFORM

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, our immi-
gration system is broken and yet there
are those that refuse to do anything
about it. The misguided Arizona law
S.B. 1070 has made it so difficult for
families that some have started to
leave the State.

The general atmosphere in Arizona is
one of distrust and fear, not just for
Hispanic families, but for all commu-
nities of color. In the media, blatant
attacks, hate speeches, negative im-
ages of Latinos only adds to the fuel
and fire.

Immigration reform is about people,
all of us. It’s about families, our neigh-
bors, our fellow parishioners, our class-
mates, our children. Make no mistake,
our immigration problem will not go
away by just attacking those without a
voice.

I urge my colleagues, both Demo-
crats and Republicans, to roll up their
sleeves and pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform that will reinforce
strong security at our borders, strong
sanctions against employers who hire
the undocumented workers, and unite
our families.

We need comprehensive immigration
reform now.

———

STRAIGHT FROM BP’S WEB SITE

(Mr. GUTIERREZ asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, here
is an excerpt straight from BP’s Web
site. ‘“Code of conduct is the corner-
stone of their commitment to integ-
rity.” You can’t make this stuff up.

It goes on to say ‘‘Great companies
are built on trust. Trust is earned
through the achievement of consist-
ently high standards of behavior and
care.”
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Wait, but it gets better. The docu-
ment also says that among the ‘‘basic
rules you must follow’ at BP is always
to ‘“make sure you know what to do if
an emergency occurs at your place of
work.” Straight from BP’s Web site.

Well, 40 days into one of the worst ec-
ological disasters of our time, BP has
yet to meet its own commitment in its
Web site to its own integrity. If the
code of conduct is comnsistently vio-
lated, causing massive destruction and
loss of life, then that employee or con-
tractor would be terminated. The
American people should demand no
less.

Today I plan to introduce an amend-
ment to the Department of Defense au-
thorization bill to begin the process of
terminating BP’s business with the
American people. Please join me in
supporting my amendment to ensure
that BP is permanently banned from
profiting off the American taxpayer.

———

HONORING MELISSA BEYRUTI OF
UNION CITY, NEW JERSEY

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor the achievements of an inspir-
ing student athlete, Melissa Beyruti of
Kean University.

Melissa, an All-American senior bas-
ketball guard from Union City, New
Jersey, finished her career this past
March to become the NCAA Division
III leader in all-time games played
with 128. She also became Kean’s all-
time leading scorer, closing out her ca-
reer with 1,974 points, and she holds the
NCAA all-division record for career
three pointers with 397.

In addition to being chosen for the
2010 NCAA Division IIT State Farm
Coaches’ All-American Team, Melissa
has been named as both the Eastern
College Athletic Conference Division
III Metro Region Player of the Year
and the New Jersey Athletic Player of
the Year. Highlights of her career have
been featured in The New York Times
and Sports Illustrated.

Melissa has served as both an exem-
plar student athlete and role model for
young girls and women, making her
family, university, and the community
of Union City very proud. She is an in-
spiration to many, and I want to con-
gratulate her and her family. I look
forward to her many future successes
on and off the court.

———

SENATE ENVIRONMENT AND PUB-
LIC WORKS COMMITTEE REPORT
ON THE EPA

(Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, this past Friday, the Senate
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee released a report that outlines
the economic impact of the EPA’s
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holding up perfectly valid mining per-
mits. This report brings to light yet
another example of the EPA’s war on
coal that threatens our country’s eco-
nomic energy and security.

The report found that 190 coal mining
operations are being held up. These
mines are expected to produce over 2
billion tons of coal, and 81 small busi-
nesses rely on these permits to keep
their doors open. The EPA is jeopard-
izing 1 out of every 4 coal mining jobs
and over 162,000 indirect jobs in Appa-
lachia.

Enough is enough. With nearly dou-
ble-digit unemployment throughout
the Appalachian region, the Obama ad-
ministration should tell its EPA to
stop its political attacks on coal. Now
is the time to put politics aside so
thousands of citizens in Appalachia can
return to work.

———

AMERICAN JOBS AND CLOSING
TAX LOOPHOLES

(Ms. PINGREE of Maine asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I want to talk about H.R. 4213 and the
impact it will have on an economy that
may be improving but has not gone far
enough yet. This important bill will
put the folks in Maine back to work by
increasing investment in our commu-
nities and businesses and by closing
tax loopholes.

Because of this bill, small businesses
that are the backbone of our economic
recovery will have increased access to
credit. The Build America’s Bonds pro-
gram will continue to allow towns to
invest in improving their infrastruc-
ture and provide good-paying construc-
tion jobs for many Americans. In my
home State of Maine, extending the re-
search and development tax credit
helps important businesses like IDEXX
in Westbrook to grow and develop inno-
vative new products.

I am proud to say this bill also
cracks down on tax loopholes that
allow hedge fund managers to avoid
paying income tax on much of their
salaries, and the bill makes sure that
multinational corporations don’t avoid
paying taxes by shifting their profits
to offshore tax havens.

Closing tax loopholes generates bil-
lions of dollars to pay for the provi-
sions that create jobs in our commu-
nities. I look forward to voting ‘‘yes”
on this important bill.

BUSINESS ECONOMIC HISTORY
THAT MIGHT MAKE PINOCCHIO
BLUSH

(Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday we heard some
business economic history that might
make even Pinocchio blush.
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Our friends on the other side of the
aisle sometimes want the public to for-
get we inherited an economy in free
fall last January. GDP had plummeted
5.4 percent and 741,000 Americans lost
their jobs that month. This Congress
took decisive action to halt that down-
ward spiral known as the Great Reces-
sion.

Those efforts are yielding results
today, fostering 290,000 jobs last
month, 600,000 jobs so far this year, on
a track to create more jobs this year
than in the previous 8 years under their
rule. In my Virginia district alone we
created 4,000 jobs last month and saw
the unemployment rate drop.

The national economy has posted
positive growth in each of the last
three-quarters, jumping 5.6 percent
alone in the first quarter. Mr. Speaker,
our Republican colleagues continue to
advocate for the bankrupt policies that
previously drove our Nation into the
economic ditch. We have chosen a new
path, and it’s those actions and invest-
ments that are putting Americans back
to work today.

———

ASIAN-PACIFIC AMERICAN
HERITAGE MONTH

(Ms. SPEIER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commemorate Asian-Pacific American
Heritage Month and the remarkable
contributions the Asian and Pacific Is-
lander community have made to our
Nation. I am a proud member of the
Congressional Asian Pacific American
Caucus, and my district includes some
of the most robust and active Filipino
and Chinese communities in America.

For centuries our Nation has been
strengthened by the enormous courage,
sacrifice, and dedication of immigrants
from across the globe, and the Asian
American Pacific Islander community
is no exception. As the daughter and
granddaughter of immigrants, I know
firsthand how weaving values and prin-
ciples from our cultures into our na-
tional fabric is a part of what makes
our country great.

The heroes of the AAPI community
represent the very best aspects of
American life, and their contributions
have been invaluable to my district,
the State of California, and to our
country.

——

PUT LIMITS ON CORPORATIONS’
ABILITY TO INFLUENCE AMER-
ICAN ELECTIONS

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, when
the Supreme Court handed down a deci-
sion in the Citizens United case, which
allowed corporations, including foreign
corporations, to spend money to advo-
cate candidates in American elections,
many people might have thought this
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was an abstract threat. But the events
of the last month probably should con-
vince them otherwise.

Last year, BP Oil made $14 billion in
profit. If they took one-tenth of that
profit, $1.4 billion, they could spend $3
million in every congressional district
for every election. It might be less ex-
pensive for them to buy Congress than
it would be to pay the damages that
they have done to this country.

You know, in Kentucky, we have a
candidate, Rand Paul, who is running
for the Senate. He said President
Obama was being un-American when he
said he wanted to keep his foot on the
throat of BP 0Oil. Do you think Rand
Paul might be getting some campaign
expenditures from BP this year?

The damage that BP Oil has done to
our country is not nearly as great as
the damage which the Citizens United
case could do to our democracy. We
need to pass the DISCLOSE Act and
put limits on corporations’ ability to
influence American elections.

——
O 1030

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

————

HONORING WORKERS WHO PER-
ISHED IN DEEPWATER HORIZON
ACCIDENT

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1347) honoring the work-
ers who perished on the Deepwater Ho-
rizon offshore oil platform in the Gulf
of Mexico off the coast of Louisiana,
extending condolences to their fami-
lies, and recognizing the valiant efforts
of emergency response workers at the
disaster site.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1347

Whereas 11 workers tragically died on the
Deepwater Horizon offshore oil platform fol-
lowing an explosion on April 20, 2010;

Whereas the Nation is greatly indebted to
offshore workers for the strenuous work they
perform to provide the energy that drives
our Nation every day;

Whereas the Nation has long recognized
the importance of safety protections for off-
shore workers who labor in difficult and un-
certain conditions;

Whereas these men were loving husbands,
sons and brothers;

Whereas these workers should be remem-
bered for their valor and contribution to our
communities;

Whereas Coast Guard and local rescue
crews worked tirelessly night and day in
courageous rescue and recovery missions;
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Whereas the families of the lost workers
have endured a great loss; and

Whereas residents of the Gulf Coast and
the Nation came together to support these
families: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the untimely and tragic loss
of the 11 workers from the States of Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, and Texas who died on
the Deepwater Horizon offshore oil platform
in the Gulf of Mexico off the coast of Lou-
1s1ana;

(2) extends the deepest condolences of the
Nation to the families of these men;

(3) recognizes all employees on the Deep-
water Horizon for their hard work and sac-
rifice;

(4) commends the rescue crews for their
valiant efforts to rescue these workers and
others on the platform; and

(5) honors the many volunteers who pro-
vided support and comfort for the families of
these people during this difficult time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAO) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great sadness
that I present H. Res. 1347 for consider-
ation. This resolution honors the 11
workers who perished on the Deep-
water Horizon offshore oil platform fol-
lowing an explosion on April 20 of this
year. We mourn their loss and extend
our prayers and condolences to their
families.

H. Res. 1347 was introduced by our
colleague, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana, Representative CHARLIE
MELANCON, on May 11, 2010. The meas-
ure was reported to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform,
which waived consideration of the
measure to expedite its consideration
on the floor today. The resolution has
the support of over 50 Members of the
House.

Mr. Speaker, the deaths of the 11
workers on the Deepwater Horizon off-
shore oil platform last month were a
tragic reminder of the severe hazards
that offshore workers face every day.
As we mourn the loss of these men, let
us take a moment to reaffirm our com-
mitment to the safety of our offshore
oil workers and all Americans who per-
form such dangerous and necessary
work every day. Let us also take a mo-
ment to commend our Coast Guard and
the local rescue crews for their tireless
efforts responding to this catastrophe.
Their jobs are also incredibly difficult
and dangerous, and we thank them for
their hard work.

Mr. Speaker, the Deepwater Horizon
explosion and the ongoing crisis of the
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oil spill it produced will have signifi-
cant political and policy ramifications.
We will debate those here on the House
floor, but that is not what we are here
to do today. As we are joined today by
the family of one of the victims of the
explosion, let us put aside all dif-
ferences and offer our united, heartfelt,
and profound sympathies to the fami-
lies and friends of these 11 workers.

I would now like to place into the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the names of
these hardworking Americans who lost
their lives in this tragedy: Dale
Burkeen, Donald Clark, Roy Wyatt
Kemp, Jason Anderson, Stephen Curtis,
Gordon Jones, Karl Kleppinger, Blair
Manuel, Dewey Revette, Shane Roshto,
and Adam Weise.

I urge all of my colleagues to join me
in supporting this measure. I thank the
gentleman from Louisiana for intro-
ducing it, and I also thank the chair-
man of the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform, Congressman
TowNs of New York, as well as the
ranking member, Representative ISSA
of California, for their support.

[From Times Online, Apr. 30, 2010]

THE MISSING MEN OF DEEPWATER HORIZON
O1L RIG

(By Joanna Sugden)

Eleven men were missing presumed dead
after the Deepwater Horizon oil rig exploded
last week.

Dale Burkeen, 37 was a crane operator on
the platform and was trained to lower crew
members to boats in an emergency.

He had returned to the rig from Neshoba,
near Philadelphia, about a week before the
explosion. He and wife, Rhonda, have two
children, Aryn, 14 and Timothy, 6.

Donald Clark, 49 of Newellton, Louisiana,
was expected to leave the rig the day after
the explosion for a three-week break. He was
an assistant driller.

Roy Wyatt Kemp, 27, has two children,
Kaylee, 3, and 3-month-old Maddison, with
his wife, Courtney.

He loved fishing and the outdoors and at-
tended a Baptist church in Jonesville, Lou-
isiana, where a memorial service for him will
be held today.

Jason Anderson, was a father of two from
Bay City, Texas.

Stephen Curtis was an assistant driller on
the rig from Georgetown, Louisiana.

Gordon Jones, 28, of Louisiana, was expect-
ing to become a father to a second son with
his wife, Michelle.

Karl Kleppinger, 38, of Natchez, Mississippi
was a Desert Storm veteran who spent more
than ten years working on oil rigs. He was a
floorman who made about $75,000 a year
working off the Louisiana coast.

Blair Manuel, 56, resident of Gonzales,
Louisiana, was a chemical engineer on the
rig.

Dewey Revette, 48, from State Line, Mis-
sissippi, was a father who had worked for the
company as an oil driller for 29 years.

Shane Roshto, 22, was from Franklin Coun-
ty, Mississippi. His family were named on
law suits filed by Louisiana’s fisheries indus-
try, accusing BP and Transocean, the rig op-
erator, of negligence.

Adam Weise, 24, of Yorktown, Texas, came
straight from high school work on the rig in
2005. He loved to hunt and fish and play foot-
ball. He was the youngest of four children.
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[From the Houston Chronicle, May 24, 2010]

RELATIVES REMEMBER THE 11 LOST IN OIL RIG
BLAST
(By Dane Schiller)

YORKTOWN.—The hand-scrawled note on
the cover of the steno pad is as simple as it
is startling.

“April 20, 2010 . . . Start of Hell,” wrote
Texas mother Arleen Weise.

At “6:00 AM” the next morning, Weise
noted, she got word of the explosion on the
Deepwater Horizon, the massive oil rig where
her youngest son, Adam, was working in the
Gulf of Mexico when he was killed.

“I knew in my heart,”” she said of her son’s
fate as she stood beside his jumbo-size pick-
up parked outside his home in this tiny town
near Victoria. didn’t say it to anyone; I just
knew.”

With the pad, she has kept a record of peo-
ple she has spoken with since that first
phone call: Coast Guard officers discussing
the search for her son. Oil company officials
talking about benefits. A preacher framing a
eulogy. Craftsmen chiseling a black marble
headstone.

The notepad will travel with her today as
she and the families of all 11 workers killed
in the accident gather for the first time for
a memorial service to be held behind closed
doors at a convention center in Jackson,
Miss.

Twenty-one of Adam Weise’s closest
friends and family will be flown on a charter
flight paid for by Transocean, the company
for which he worked.

He was one of two Texans killed.

The other was Jason Anderson of Midfield,
who left behind a wife and two young chil-
dren.

Anderson’s funeral was held Saturday at a
packed church in Bay City. One of his spare
blue safety helmets and an XXL work shirt,
complete with an embroidery of the drilling
rig on the right breast pocket, were on a
stage filled with flowers.

On one side of the church, where Anderson
married his wife, Shelley, sat his family; on
the other, fellow rig workers.

“We definitely do not understand why
Jason is gone and the other 10 members of
his rig,” said Pastor Clyde Grier. ‘“We cannot
let the things we don’t understand dismiss
what we do.”

He spoke of the burly man who played high
school football, loved to hunt and was known
for his Texas two-step.

Anderson, like Weise, knew of the dangers
of working on a rig. But along with the phys-
ically demanding work and sweat came pay-
checks that could easily surpass $50,000 an-
nually.

LEFT TO WONDER

Arleen Weise said she doesn’t know what
to expect today, whether other families will
be angry and confrontational or comforting.
She does understand, though, that none of
them will ever know what happened in those
final moments, no matter what her steno
notepad says.

She knows her son was in the pump room.
A surviving co-worker told her so.

And she knows how many rescue flights
were flown and miles covered before the
search was abandoned. There were 28 flights
covering 6,600 nautical miles, she said.

She has imagined her 24-year-old son—the
youngest of four—plunging into the night-
time sea and flailing to untie his heavy work
boots and slip out of his jumpsuit.

She decided that the explosion was so mas-
sive he never even knew what hit him.

It is comforting—no pain, no suffering,”
she said. ‘““He’s on the bottom of the Gulf
with the Deepwater Horizon.”’

She and three other women—Adam’s
girlfriend, sister and grandmother—agreed to
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talk with the Houston Chronicle in hopes
that more people will know not just how
Adam died but also how he lived.

Adam’s older sister, Gwendolyn Weise, said
that somewhere deep she still holds a glim-
mer of hope he’ll be found.

‘I just can’t get over not having anything
. . . him, by himself,” she said.

Adam Weise loved playing football for the
Yorktown Wildcats, but he wasn’t the best of
students in high school.

He worked on a ranch and then headed for
the oil fields. He didn’t like the filth but
could handle the details in a world where
even a dropped wrench could tumble for a
mile through pipeline.

He made enough not only for his truck,
which was nicknamed ‘‘Big Nasty,”” but the
neat two-bedroom home he shared with a
cat. A red Transocean jumpsuit still hangs
beside camouflage shirts and jackets for
hunting.

When he was back on land at home, he was
a prankster.

His mother said he once used a bullhorn to
make her think the police had surrounded
the beauty shop where she worked.

“This is the police,”” she recalls hearing
over the bullhorn. ‘“‘Arleen Weise, come out
with your hands up.”’ She fell for it.

Remembering him makes her laugh as well
as cry. She said she has had so much to do
since his death that only now are some
things really taking hold.

“These last few days it has hit me that my
son is never coming back to me. I'm not
holding it together,” she said. ‘“‘Now, I keep
seeming to be more of a mess.”’

‘WELL FROM HELL’

Adam Weise and his friend Caleb Holloway,
of Liberty, were nearing the end of their last
shift and at the end of their three-week rota-
tion before heading home when a supervisor
needed one of them to go to the pump room.

Weise took the job and told Holloway he’d
see him later. Holloway survived.

If Weise had made it, he never would have
been able to live with the guilt over those
who died, his family said. ‘““We’d have never
had our Adam back,” said his grandmother,
Nelda Winslette.

Added his mother: ‘‘There is not enough
counseling in the world to have brought him
back.”

His girlfriend, Cindy Shelton, said he had
been calling her before and after every
shift—unusual for him. She says he was frus-
trated with problems on the project.

‘“Everything that could go wrong was
going wrong,” she said. ‘“‘Every time he’d
call me, he’d say, ‘This is a well from hell.””

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 1347. This resolu-
tion honors the workers who perished
on the Deepwater Horizon offshore oil
platform off the coast of Louisiana and
extends our sincerest condolences to
those families. It also recognizes the
valiant efforts of emergency response
workers and volunteers at the disaster
site.

I commend my colleague and friend,
Congressman MELANCON, for bringing
this important piece of legislation be-
fore the House, and I extend my appre-
ciation to him and to the rest of our
colleagues in the Louisiana congres-
sional delegation for working together
to address this disaster.

Mr. Speaker, I have come to the
House floor a number of times since
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April 20 speaking of the ongoing im-
pact of this tragedy on the gulf coast.
Today, though, I wish to focus this
body’s entire attention on those whose
lives were lost on that day and those
who continue to respond to the crisis.

As I listen to my colleagues speak in
support of this resolution, my heart is
heavy. As with their families and
friends, I mourn the loss of those who
died aboard the oil platform. On that
tragic day, the 11 men—Jason, Aaron,
Donald, Stephen, Roy, Karl, Gordon,
Blair, Dewey, Shane, and Adam—were
on the rig doing what they knew best.
The demands of working the rigs, as
anyone who lives along the gulf coast
knows, are great. It is physically de-
manding work, and it takes loved ones
away from their families for Ilong
stretches at a time.

Our coastline is a working coastline
because we are blessed with an abun-
dance of natural resources in the Gulf
of Mexico. From fishermen to those
working the rigs, each day you can find
thousands on the waters laboring to
produce these resources and to con-
tribute to the industry and economy of
this Nation.

On April 20, the 11 men were working
to provide the energy that has driven
this Nation for centuries and that con-
tinues to be a force in the economy of
my home State of Louisiana. This is
dangerous work, and it is our responsi-
bility to ensure that safety precautions
are taken and that procedures are
strictly followed.

The explosion is being investigated
by various parties, including congres-
sional committees, and it is our re-
sponsibility to ensure the findings are
swiftly addressed with new policies to
strengthen safety procedures for those
working in dangerous and uncertain
conditions. You have my word this will
be done.

In times of tragedy, this Nation has
come together as one, and this is espe-
cially the case for those along the gulf
coast. I wish to recognize the extraor-
dinary work of the thousands of volun-
teers and emergency personnel, from
the Red Cross to the U.S. Coast Guard,
whose unhesitating response to the call
of need thus represents the compassion
and dedication of this great Nation.

To the families of the 11 who per-
ished, I realize that nothing my col-
leagues nor I here today can say will
return your sons, husbands, and broth-
ers to you, but it is my hope that the
gratitude and respect we express on be-
half of the citizens of this great Nation
will provide some comfort to you while
you grieve your loss.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to support House Resolution
13417.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman, a great leader, from Lou-
isiana (Mr. MELANCON),.

Mr. MELANCON. Thank you, Rep-
resentative SPEIER. Thank you all very
much.
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I rise today with a heavy heart to re-
member the 11 men that died on the
offshore rig Deepwater Horizon. Those
men and thousands of them like them,
women included, travel out to offshore
rigs every day to work hard and pro-
vide opportunities for the rest of us to
make a living.

As the crisis in the Gulf of Mexico
continues to grow, we see shorelines,
fisheries, and other economies threat-
ened. This unprecedented event has the
entire gulf coast and country watching
to see how soon we can end this.

Setting aside the present crisis for a
moment, I am proud to stand with
Members of this Congress to remember
those men who represent a very human
face to this tragedy.

I would also like to take a moment
to recognize the families of those 11
people. Those men were doing what so
many other men and women do in Lou-
isiana every day. They were working to
provide a better life for their families
while braving difficult and sometimes
dangerous conditions to provide domes-
tic energy needed to drive our Nation
and our economy. Our thoughts are
with these families, and I pray that
their grief is not forgotten by the rest
of us.

And we should also recognize the
courageous work of the emergency re-
sponders who fought the blaze and
saved lives that night. The loss of
those 11 workers is a high cost to their
families, and so I ask everyone to
please remember the personal side to
this tragedy as we move forward.
Please keep them in your thoughts
and, particularly, keep them in your
prayers.

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min-
utes to my distinguished colleague and
friend from Louisiana (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER).

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

All along the gulf coast, there are
many communities hundreds of miles
from the edge of the water, commu-
nities that are filled with families that,
for generation after generation, have
produced the workers that are required
to produce gas and oil in the gulf re-
gion. Some of those workers leave
home for periods of 7 days, 14 days, per-
haps 21 days before coming home.
Sadly, some never return home. Fami-
lies can’t be prepared for losing those
loved ones, and for that, our hearts and
prayers go out in this resolution.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 min-
utes to my distinguished colleague
from the State of Louisiana (Mr.
SCALISE).

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from New Orleans for
yielding.

This is a sad time for those of us
from south Louisiana. It’s a sad time
especially as we look at what’s hap-
pening every day as more oil gushes
into our marshland, our valuable, frag-
ile ecosystem. But if there is anything
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that eclipses the sadness we’re experi-
encing on the coast, it’s the loss of
those 11 lives, the 11 brave men who
died on that Horizon rig, and the fami-
lies that they left behind. So many of
those young men left behind young
children and wives who now have to
cope with the loss and somehow find a
way to move on.

So our prayers go out to those who
lost their lives, and their families who
are continuing to experience the trag-
edy that we’re all so sorry for experi-
encing on the gulf coast. So it’s a sad
time for all of us on the gulf coast, but
we want to give a special pause for
those who lost their lives and the
young children and spouses that they
leave behind.

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I encour-
age my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 1347, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
SPEIER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1347.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
0 1045

SUPPORTING RV CENTENNIAL
CELEBRATION MONTH

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1073) supporting the
goals and ideals of RV Centennial Cele-
bration Month to recognize and honor
100 years of the enjoyment of rec-
reational vehicles in the United States.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 1073

Whereas 1910 marks the first year of mass-
produced, manufactured, motorized campers
and camping trailers;

Whereas 1 in 12 households in the United
States owns a recreational vehicle, and over
30,000,000 recreational vehicle enthusiasts
take part in this affordable and environ-
mentally friendly form of vacationing;

Whereas recreational vehicle vacations
allow families in the United States to build
stronger relationships, explore the great out-
doors, and take part in healthy activities;

Whereas this homegrown industry, includ-
ing recreational vehicle manufacturers, sup-
pliers, dealers, and campgrounds, employs
hundreds of thousands of people in the Na-
tion in good-paying jobs across all 50 States;

Whereas recreational vehicles offer the
freedom, comfort, and flexibility to see all
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parts of the United States, from historic
landmarks and national parks to local camp-
grounds and sporting events; and

Whereas the 100th anniversary of the intro-
duction of the recreational vehicle into the
United States marketplace will be celebrated
June 7, 2010, at the RV/MH Hall of Fame and
Museum in Elkhart, Indiana: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of RV Cen-
tennial Celebration Month to recognize and
honor 100 years of enjoyment of recreational
vehicles in the United States; and

(2) encourages the people of the United
States to celebrate this anniversary by tak-
ing part in recreational vehicle vacations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAO) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. SPEIER. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 1073, a measure supporting the
goals and ideals of RV Centennial Cele-
bration Month.

This measure was introduced by my
colleague, the gentleman from Indiana,
Representative JOE DONNELLY, on Feb-
ruary 4 of this year. It was referred to
the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform, which waived consid-
eration of the measure to expedite its
consideration on the House floor today.
The measure enjoys the support of over
50 Members of the House.

Mr. Speaker, RVing is one of the
great American traditions in travel.
The 30 million Americans who regu-
larly vacation via their recreational
vehicles get to travel far and wide
around our country, exploring our ma-
jestic landscapes, our national and
State parks, and taking part in a
healthy, outdoor activity. RVs help
them do so at a price affordable to fam-
ilies. There are destinations for RVing
across our 50 States, and we can all
agree that we’d love for more Ameri-
cans to visit the places we are most
proud of in our communities.

For instance, I'd like for the RVing
community to come and set their eyes
on the Golden Gate Bridge, on the
cable cars, on the Golden Gate Na-
tional Recreation Area, or on the San
Francisco Bay Estuary.

RVs make exploring our great coun-
try a practical option for many fami-
lies. The first RVs came into mass pro-
duction 100 years ago this June. Let us
now take time to mark that significant
moment in American history by sup-
porting this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CAO. I yield myself such time as
I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 1073, supporting
the goals and ideals of RV Centennial
Celebration Month, to recognize and
honor 100 years of enjoyment of rec-
reational vehicles in the United States.

Since 1910, when the first mass-pro-
duced, manufactured, motorized camp-
ers appeared, people in recreational ve-
hicles still set out to see the country
and to enjoy the life of the open road.
RVs have steadily gained popularity
over the past 100 years. Today, over 30
million recreational vehicle enthu-
siasts enjoy this pleasant way to vaca-
tion. Recreational vehicles offer a way
for families to experience all kinds of
outdoor activities, especially in our na-
tional parks, lakes and oceans. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Americans ben-
efit from this industry, including rec-
reational vehicle manufacturers, deal-
ers and RV campground employees
across the United States.

It is the freedom to share the excite-
ment of exploring historical land-
marks, of attending sporting events,
and of engaging in family camping that
explains the appeal of an RV for so
many of our citizens.

On June 7, 2010, we will have the op-
portunity to celebrate the introduction
of the recreational vehicle in the
United States in Elkhart, Indiana,
where the RV/MH Hall of Fame resides.
This centennial is found to be a nos-
talgic celebration of the freedom and
enjoyment that RVs have brought to so
many Americans in the last 100 years.
I support the passage of this resolu-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the

gentleman from Indiana (Mr. DON-
NELLY).
Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. Mr.

Speaker, today I rise in strong support
of House Resolution 1073, a bipartisan
resolution recognizing and supporting
the goals of RV Centennial Celebration
Month in June 2010.

The first mass-produced, manufac-
tured, motorized campers and camping
trailers appeared in the American mar-
ketplace for commercial sale in 1910.
This resolution seeks to honor and
commemorate America’s 100 years of
enjoyment of RVs. It also offers an op-
portunity to recognize the workers who
make RVs, the entrepreneurs who
started these companies and whose pas-
sion has created jobs and opportunity
for so many people and to recognize the
homegrown industry that has devel-
oped to support this great American
pastime and to provide good-paying
jobs for thousands of families.

I have the privilege of representing a
large portion of the RV industry. It is
crucial to northern Indiana’s economy.
RV manufacturing has long been a
major economic driver in places like
Elkhart by directly employing thou-
sands of people in the RV plants and
thousands more in suppliers’ factories,
not to mention its contributions to the
local municipal tax base.
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The economic importance of RVs and
camping extends well beyond my dis-
trict, of course—to the entire United
States. RV manufacturing is big busi-
ness in Oregon, Iowa and elsewhere.
Camping and RV tourism pump mil-
lions into our parks and vacation des-
tinations each and every year. For a
century, through war and peace, booms
and busts and technological fads, RVs
have been a mainstay of American
highways, campgrounds, sporting
events, and driveways.

The RV lifestyle is still going strong.
Today, one in 12 American households
owns an RV, and over 30 million RVers
take part in this affordable and envi-
ronmentally friendly form of vaca-
tioning each year. We all represent
families who own RVs and who enjoy
the freedom of travel and of the family
adventure they provide. Despite the
economic ups and downs, RVs allow
families an affordable way to travel
and to explore this country’s amagzing
natural resources.

This year, the RVing community will
celebrate their centennial with a series
of events which will culminate a 100th
anniversary party hosted on June 7 at
the RV Hall of Fame in Elkhart, Indi-
ana. This resolution to recognize June
2010 as RV Centennial Celebration
Month provides a fitting endorsement
of the 100-year journey of a uniquely
American product. This resolution en-
joys the support of over 50 bipartisan
COSponsors.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and pass House Resolution
1073.

Mr. CAO. I just want to let the gen-
tleman from Indiana know that I grew
up in Goshen, Indiana, which is about
20 miles from Elkhart; so I know how
important the RV industry is to that
area.

Mr. Speaker, with that being said, I
would like to ask that all RV owners
please spend some time and drive down
to Louisiana, especially to New Orle-
ans. We have the best restaurants in
the world, the best seafood, and our
culture is unequaled.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, again, I
would like to urge my colleagues to
support this measure honoring the 100
years that RVs have been in produc-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
SPEIER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1073.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
CONGRATULATING ISRAEL ON
OECD MEMBERSHIP

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
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resolution (H. Res. 1391) congratulating
Israel for its accession to membership
in the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development, as amend-

ed.
The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.
The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 1391

Whereas Israel first sent an observer dele-
gation to the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development (OECD) in 1994,
and first began actively seeking to join the
OECD in 2000, when it met the OECD’s mem-
bership requirements relating to industrial
and per-capita product criteria;

Whereas in May 2006, the OECD adopted in
full the Report by the Working Party on the
Implications of Future Enlargement on
OECD Governance, stating that expanding
membership is vital to the organization;

Whereas Israel has been the most active
nonmember country in the OECD, is a mem-
ber, observer, or ad hoc observer in dozens of
working bodies, is party to various OECD
declarations, and is already in compliance
with multiple OECD standards;

Whereas Israel’s tax burden, encompassing
income and property taxes, customs duties,
value-added taxes, and national insurance, is
much lower than in most OECD member
states;

Whereas the World Bank ranks Israel
among the 30 countries in which it is easiest
to do business, and ranks Israel as tied for
fourth in ease of getting credit and tied for
fifth in protection of investors;

Whereas in 2010, the World Economic
Forum ranked Israel 27th out of 133 coun-
tries in its Growth Competitiveness Index,
and in particular ranked Israel third in qual-
ity of scientific research institutions, fourth
in utility patents, fifth in strength of inves-
tor protection, fifth in the Forum’s legal
rights index, seventh in life expectancy,
ninth in innovation, 15th in financial market
sophistication, 156th in availability of the lat-
est technologies, and 15th in judicial inde-
pendence;

Whereas the World Economic Forum
ranked Israel 28th out of 133 countries in its
2009-2010 Networked Readiness Index and
29th out of 121 in its 2009 Enabling Trade
Index;

Whereas Israel has carried out far-reaching
economic reforms in recent years with re-
spect to taxes, labor, competition, capital
markets, pension funds, energy, infrastruc-
tures, communications, transport, housing,
and other fields, growing its private sector
and streamlining its public sector;

Whereas Israel is a world leader in science
and technology and is home to the most
high-technology start-up companies, sci-
entific publications, and research and devel-
opment spending per capita;

Whereas membership in the OECD will
likely strengthen the position of Israel in
the global economy and within international
financial institutions, solidify Israel’s tran-
sition from an emerging market to an ad-
vanced economy, and encourage increased
foreign direct investment in Israel;

Whereas Israel’s accession to membership
in the OECD will strengthen the OECD be-
cause of Israel’s high living standards, free
and stable markets, and commitment to de-
mocracy, human rights, and freedom;

Whereas Israel’s economic and techno-
logical standing will likely benefit OECD
member states in innovation, in research and
development, and in the science and tech-
nology, including high-technology, sectors;

Whereas Israel is a strong ally and friend
of the United States and supports the United
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States in international organizations more
consistently than any other country;

Whereas, on November 8, 2005, the House of
Representatives unanimously adopted H.
Res. 38, and on May 3, 2007, the Senate by
unanimous consent adopted S. Res. 188, in
support of Israel’s accession to membership
in the OECD;

Whereas in May 2007, during the annual
meeting of the OECD’s ministerial council,
OECD member states invited Israel to open
talks for accession to membership in that or-
ganization;

Whereas the Secretary-General of the
OECD, Angel Gurria, has supported Israel’s
candidacy for accession to OECD member-
ship and worked to ensure that Israel’s can-
didacy was not politicized, and was judged by
objective economic and democratic stand-
ards;

Whereas the United States has supported
Israel’s candidacy for accession to OECD
membership;

Whereas, on May 10, 2010, the 31 OECD
member states unanimously agreed to invite
Israel to become a member of that organiza-
tion, with the OECD noting in a statement
that ‘“‘Israel’s scientific and technological
policies have produced outstanding outcomes
on a world scale.”’;

Whereas, on May 10, 2010, Israeli Prime
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu noted regard-
ing Israel’s accession to OECD membership
that ‘‘Israel’s accession to the OECD has
strategic importance for the process of posi-
tioning Israel’s economy as a developed and
advanced economy, as well as in attracting
international investments . . . There is still
work to be done. We have done a great deal.
We are doing a great deal; and we will do a
great deal . . . so that we can be on the list
of leading countries, among the 15 most ad-
vanced countries in the world. This goal is
possible and it won’t take us too many years
to accomplish.”’;

Whereas Israel will be welcomed into the
OECD during the annual meeting of that or-
ganization’s ministerial council on May 27,
2010, and will fully accede to membership
once it passes the requisite enacting legisla-
tion, a process that is likely to be completed
within months; and

Whereas Israel continues to pursue further
opportunities to accede to membership or
enhance its participation, as the case may
be, in international forums: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) congratulates Israel for its accession to
membership in the Organization for Eco-
nomic Co-operation and Development
(OECD);

(2) commends the 31 nations of the OECD,
as well as OECD Secretary-General Angel
Gurria, for recognizing Israel’s economic
success as well as its commitment to the
principles of democratic government and
market economy by unanimously electing
Israel to OECD membership;

(3) recognizes the importance of the strong
role played by the United States in Israel’s
successful bid for accession to membership
in the OECD; and

(4) calls on responsible nations to support
efforts by Israel to accede to membership or
enhance its participation, as the case may
be, in international forums.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Nevada.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

Ms. BERKLEY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution. Israel’s accession to
the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development, a pres-
tigious group of the world’s most ad-
vanced economies, is a monumental
achievement and is testimony to
Israel’s remarkable economic success
and diplomatic acumen.

The unanimous decision by the 31
member states of the OECD to accept
Israel is a recognition of Israel’s eco-
nomic strength as well as of its democ-
racy and of its ability to contribute to
the organization and to the world’s
economy.

Israel was one of the few economies
in the world to have positive economic
growth in the midst of last year’s glob-
al economic crisis, and it is expected to
grow at least 3.5 percent in 2010. As a
member of the OECD, Israel will be in
an even better position to advance key
economic sectors of its economy, in-
cluding technology, medicine and agri-
culture. This will prove beneficial, not
only to the State of Israel but, as the
record of Israeli entrepreneurial cre-
ativity attests, to the entire world.

Mr. Speaker, Israel’s accession to the
OECD is an important achievement for
the State of Israel, and it also dem-
onstrates the importance of U.S. en-
gagement in multilateral organiza-
tions. Without the emphatic support of
the Obama administration’s delegation
to the OECD, Israel almost certainly
would still be waiting at the organiza-
tion’s door, knocking to come in.

I would like to congratulate and
thank our OECD mission in Paris for
their hard work. This strong team of
diplomats worked tirelessly to support
Israel’s OECD candidacy, and it duti-
fully ensured that Israel’s candidacy
was not politicized and that it was
judged by objective economic and
democratic standards.

Mr. Speaker, the lesson from this vic-
tory is clear: U.S. engagement works.
Without a strong presence at this
international organization, we risk
leaving our ally Israel to battle alone
against its many biased critics. It is
important to remember that maintain-
ing a strong U.S. voice in international
organizations isn’t important just for
America’s interest but for Israel’s in-
terest as well.

I want to thank the Obama adminis-
tration for their strong support for
Israel at the OECD, and I look forward
to working with them to ensure that
there is the same support going for-
ward at the OECD, at the U.N., and at
other multilateral organizations.
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The unanimous vote by OECD mem-
bers to admit Israel not only highlights
Israel’s growing global economic im-
portance, which it certainly does and
is, but it also represents an important
sign that the U.S., when properly en-
gaged, can help to defeat the unrelent-
ing efforts of Israel’s detractors and,
may I say, haters.

I would like to thank my dear friend,
Ranking Member ILEANA RoOs-
LEHTINEN, for introducing this impor-
tant resolution and for making Israel’s
accession to the OECD possible.

I encourage all of my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

I thank my good friend, the lovely
lady from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY), for
those kinds words.

Mr. Speaker, we have got a good,
strong partnership when it comes to
promoting the ideals of freedom, de-
mocracy and the rule of law; and in
that category, Israel will always stand
out.

I am proud, obviously, to support
this resolution, which I authored and
sponsored, House Resolution 1391,
which congratulates Israel on being ap-
proved for membership in the Organiza-
tion for Economic Cooperation and De-
velopment. The OECD brings together
governments committed to democracy
and a market economy in advancing
freedom and in advancing prosperity.
The recent unanimous support of OECD
member states for Israel’s membership
is a well-deserved seal of approval for
Israel, one that can reinforce its
progress and that will benefit both
Israel and the members of the OECD.

Mr. Speaker, the history of Israel’s
pursuit of membership in the OECD
speaks volumes about the nature of
Israel, also, lamentably, of the Pales-
tinian leadership and of the U.S. en-
gagement in international organiza-
tions. Israel, the free, democratic coun-
try that it is, pursued OECD member-
ship, not with a sense of entitlement
but with patience and eagerness to
demonstrate its eligibility and its com-
petence in improving herself in the
process.

Israel first sent an observer delega-
tion to the OECD in 1994. In the 16
years since that time, Israel has car-
ried out far-reaching economic reforms
with respect to taxes, labor, competi-
tion, capital markets, pension funds,
energy, communications, transport,
and housing. Mr. Speaker, the list goes
on and on.

O 1100

It has grown its now-booming private
sector and streamlined its overgrown
public sector. Its tax burden is much
lower than that of most OECD member
states.

Israel is now a world leader in
science, technology, and entrepreneur-
ship, home to the most high tech-
nology startup companies, scientific
publications, and research and develop-
ment spending per capita. And it has
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been the most active nonmember coun-
try in the OECD, becoming a member
or an observer in dozens of working
bodies, a party to numerous OECD dec-
larations, and coming into compliance
with multiple OECD standards.

Israel also continues to uphold the
democratic values of its founding with
a vibrant political system, a robust and
autonomous judiciary, and a commit-
ment to human rights. In short,
Israel’s democracy, its prosperity, and
its freedom are a model for many na-
tions and many people. Israel has
clearly made its case for OECD mem-
bership.

The Palestinian leadership, in con-
trast, has spent the last 16 years dem-
onstrating time after time that it
never misses an opportunity to miss an
opportunity. It has rejected every offer
of peace from Israel. It has refused to
recognize Israel’s right to exist as a
Jewish state. It has failed to crack
down on violent extremism and anti-
Israel incitement. Indeed, it has even
tolerated and encouraged such behav-
ior.

It has supported boycotts of Israeli
goods, and the Palestinian Authority’s
prime minister, whom some consider a
moderate, even participated in a mass
burning of such goods. And it has con-
sistently tried to use international or-
ganizations, from the U.N. General As-
sembly to the Human Rights Council,
with its infamous Goldstone Report, to
the International Criminal Court, to
demonize and delegitimize Israel.

The Palestinian Authority tried hard
to block Israel’s candidacy for mem-
bership in the OECD, with the same
Palestinian Authority prime minister
personally lobbying foreign govern-
ments to oppose Israel’s membership.

Is this a partner for peace, Mr.
Speaker?

But it gets worse. A former Pales-
tinian Authority foreign minister and
senior associate of Abu Mazen an-
nounced just last week that the Pales-
tinian Authority was intensifying its
diplomatic and economic offensive
against Israel. He said the Palestinian
Authority needed ‘‘to increase our ef-
forts in the international arena to iso-
late and punish Israel, prevent it from
deepening its relations with the Euro-
pean Union, and attempt to expel it
from the United Nations.” He con-
tinues, ‘“We must pursue Israel in all
international bodies and institutions.”
And Palestinian leaders keep threat-
ening violence to extract concessions.

Instead of focusing on building a bet-
ter future for its people, the Pales-
tinian leaders are focusing on tearing
down that future for Israel and her
citizens. This Congress should not re-
ward such behavior by providing yet
another $400 million bailout to the
West Bank and Gaza, including another
$150 million in cash directly to the Pal-
estinian Authority.

Finally, Israel’s candidacy for OECD
membership teaches us a lesson about
when and how the U.S. should partici-
pate in international forums, and when
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and how it should not. The OECD is
what the U.N. was intended to be, a
group of free, Democratic countries co-
operating to advance their values and
shared interests. It has rigorous mem-
bership standards and new members
must be approved by all existing mem-
bers.

Its Secretary General has dem-
onstrated commitment to ensuring
that Israel’s candidacy and other issues
are determined on the merits and are
not politicized. That is why the U.S.
should and does participate in the
OECD, including by actively sup-
porting Israel’s candidacy for member-
ship.

In contrast, the UN’s misnamed
“Human Rights Council”’ has no mean-
ingful standards for membership, other
than the ability to gain the support of
a mere majority of the U.N. General
Assembly, which itself includes scores
of countries that are not free democ-
racies.

In the most recent so-called ‘‘elec-
tions,” using the term loosely, to the
Human Rights Council earlier this
month, every single candidate, no mat-
ter how oppressive the government, ran
unopposed on previously agreed upon
regional slates. That is not democracy.
It’s what happens in the Castro broth-
ers’ Cuba. So it is no surprise that the
Cuban regime is a longstanding mem-
ber of the rogue’s gallery that is the
Human Rights Council, as are China,
Saudi Arabia, and now Qaddafi’s Liby-
an regime.

None of these countries ever are con-
demned by the Human Rights Council
for their rampant human rights viola-
tions, nor is Iran, nor is Syria. But the
Council has devoted 80 percent of its
resolutions and about half of its special
sessions to bashing the democratic
Jewish State of Israel, and it has
passed numerous other anti-freedom
measures.

The administration’s decision to join
the Council, and the last year of the
U.S. membership on that Council, have
not changed these grim facts, lam-
entably. When the deck is stacked,
when the fix is in against freedom and
against democracy, the answer should
be not to participate and instead vote
“no.” The answer is for the U.S. and
other responsible nations to walk out
and demand better.

Today, however, in this legitimate
and distinguished House, I will proudly
vote yes on this resolution. I encourage
all of my colleagues to do the same.

I thank my good friend and colleague
from New York, Mr. CROWLEY, for co-
sponsoring this resolution with me; I
thank our wonderful chairman, Chair-
man BERMAN, for agreeing to move it
so promptly for floor consideration;
and I again thank my good friend from
Nevada, Ms. BERKLEY, for also standing
on the side of Israel, always standing
on the side of freedom and democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I think it is plain to see
from the words of my esteemed col-
league, it is plain to see Israel’s ex-
traordinary impact on the global econ-
omy. Its accession to the OECD will
have a positive impact on our global
economy at a time when our economy
is suffering worldwide.

It would be my hope that the Pal-
estinians, rather than to continue to
refuse to make peace with Israel, to
continue its terrorist attacks on inno-
cent Israelis, its continuance to refuse
face-to-face negotiations with the
Israelis for peace, to actively incite
anti-Semitism and hatred towards
Israel, and to continue its attempts to
delegitimize Israel’s very right to
exist, that perhaps instead it would be
more worthwhile for the Palestinian
people if its leaders would work with
Israel to improve its own economic sit-
uation, to raise the Palestinian people
from the misery, poverty, and squalor
in which they live, and in which they
continue to live, not because of the
Israelis’ success, but because of the
lack of movement on the part of the
Palestinian leadership that continues
to use and abuse their own people and
attempt to delegitimize Israel’s very
right to exist.

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of House Resolution 1391, congratulating
Israel for its accession to membership in the
Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development.

On May 10, 2010, 31 OECD member states
unanimously agreed to invite Israel to become
a member of that organization. The OECD
noted in a statement that “Israel’s scientific
and technological policies have produced out-
standing outcomes on a world scale.” Israel’'s
finance minister, Yuval Steinitz, described
Israel joining the OECD as “a badge of honor”
for Israel, which was one of the few econo-
mies to show growth in 2009 during the world
economic crisis.

It is critical to recognize the importance of
Israel’'s involvement now and in the future in
international organizations. | stand with my
colleagues in commending President Obama
and the administration for the integral role it
played in Israel’'s successful bid for accession
to membership in the OECD. This only fur-
thers to strengthen the bonds between the
United States and Israel.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H. Res. 1391, a resolution con-
gratulating and commending Israel for its ac-
cession to membership in the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development,
OECD.

On May 10th, it was announced that OECD
member states had unanimously voted to ex-
tend membership to Israel. This landmark vote
recognizes lsrael’s economic strength, and it
is a clear victory over efforts to marginalize
and delegitimize the country. Israel’s acces-
sion to the OECD will speed its economic inte-
gration into the global community and provide
increased opportunities for foreign investment.

Despite living under the constant threat of
terror and war, Israel has developed one of
the world’s most robust economies. Last year,
Israel boasted one of few economies in the
world to show growth during the economic cri-
sis. OECD has predicted a 3.5 percent in-
crease in Israel’'s economy in 2010.
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| visited Israel in early April and saw a mod-
ern, vibrant economy driven by scientific and
technological advancement. While inter-
national attention remains fixed on the politics
of the region, the OECD vote is a critical rec-
ognition of Israel’'s robust economy and ongo-
ing innovation.

Last week, | joined over 30 of my col-
leagues in signing a letter to President
Obama, thanking him for his administration’s
strong support of Israel’s bid, as well as a let-
ter to OECD Secretary-General Angel Guria
expressing appreciation for the OECD vote.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly support Israel’s ac-
cession to the OECD, and | encourage my
colleagues to join me in supporting this resolu-
tion.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms.
BERKLEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1391, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 10
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

————
0 1745
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. RICHARDSON) at 5 o’clock
and 45 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

House Resolution 1347, by the yeas
and nays;

House Resolution 1385, by the yeas
and nays;

House Resolution 1316, de novo; and

House Resolution 1169, de novo.

Remaining postponed votes will be
taken later in the week.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

HONORING WORKERS WHO PER-
ISHED IN DEEPWATER HORIZON
ACCIDENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1347, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
SPEIER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1347.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 403, nays 0,
not voting 28, as follows:

[Roll No. 302]

YEAS—403

Ackerman Clay Granger
Aderholt Cleaver Grayson
Adler (NJ) Clyburn Green, Al
Akin Coble Green, Gene
Alexander Coffman (CO) Griffith
Altmire Cohen Guthrie
Arcuri Conaway Gutierrez
Austria Connolly (VA) Hall (NY)
Baca Cooper Hall (TX)
Bachmann Costa Halvorson
Bachus Costello Hare
Baird Courtney Harman
Baldwin Crenshaw Harper
Barrow Critz Hastings (FL)
Bartlett Crowley Hastings (WA)
Barton (TX) Cuellar Heinrich
Bean Cummings Heller
Berkley Dahlkemper Hensarling
Berman Davis (CA) Herger
Berry Davis (IL) Herseth Sandlin
Biggert Davis (KY) Higgins
Bilbray Davis (TN) Hill
Bilirakis DeFazio Himes
Bishop (GA) DeGette Hinchey
Bishop (NY) Delahunt Hinojosa
Bishop (UT) DeLauro Hodes
Blackburn Dent Holden
Blumenauer Deutch Holt
Blunt Diaz-Balart, L. Hoyer
Boccieri Diaz-Balart, M. Hunter
Boehner Dicks Inglis
Bonner Dingell Inslee
Bono Mack Djou Israel
Boozman Doggett Issa
Boswell Donnelly (IN) Jackson (IL)
Boucher Doyle Jenkins
Boustany Dreier Johnson (GA)
Boyd Driehaus Johnson (IL)
Brady (PA) Duncan Johnson, E. B.
Brady (TX) Edwards (MD) Johnson, Sam
Braley (IA) Edwards (TX) Jones
Bright Ehlers Jordan (OH)
Broun (GA) Ellison Kagen
Brown (SC) Ellsworth Kanjorski
Brown-Waite, Emerson Kaptur

Ginny Engel Kennedy
Buchanan Eshoo Kildee
Burgess Etheridge Kilroy
Burton (IN) Fallin Kind
Butterfield Farr King (IA)
Buyer Fattah King (NY)
Calvert Filner Kingston
Camp Flake Kirk
Campbell Fleming Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Cantor Forbes Kissell
Cao Fortenberry Klein (FL)
Capito Foster Kline (MN)
Capps Foxx Kosmas
Capuano Frank (MA) Kratovil
Cardoza Franks (AZ) Kucinich
Carnahan Frelinghuysen Lamborn
Carney Fudge Lance
Carson (IN) Gallegly Langevin
Carter Garamendi Larsen (WA)
Castle Garrett (NJ) Latham
Castor (FL) Gerlach LaTourette
Chaffetz Giffords Latta
Chandler Gingrey (GA) Lee (CA)
Childers Gonzalez Lee (NY)
Chu Goodlatte Levin
Clarke Gordon (TN) Lewis (CA)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar

Andrews
Barrett (SC)
Becerra

Boren

Brown, Corrine
Cassidy

Cole

Conyers
Culberson
Davis (AL)

Mr.

Obey

Olson

Olver

Ortiz

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul

Paulsen
Payne

Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey

Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner

Gohmert
Graves
Grijalva
Hirono
Hoekstra
Honda
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Kilpatrick (MI)
Larson (CT)

0 1817

from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated for:

H3837

Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—28

Linder
Maloney
McClintock
Petri
Radanovich
Ryan (WI)
Tiahrt
Tierney
Woolsey

LOEBSACK changed his vote

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 302, had | been present, | would have

voted “yea.”

Mr. CASSIDY. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 302 | was unavoidably detained. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”
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Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 302, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

———

RECOGNIZING AND HONORING
MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES
AND VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1385, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1385.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 414, nays 0,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 303]

YEAS—414

Ackerman Cassidy Fortenberry
Aderholt Castle Foster
Adler (NJ) Castor (FL) Foxx
Akin Chaffetz Frank (MA)
Alexander Chandler Franks (AZ)
Altmire Childers Frelinghuysen
Arcuri Chu Fudge
Austria Clarke Gallegly
Baca Clay Garamendi
Bachmann Cleaver Garrett (NJ)
Bachus Clyburn Gerlach
Baird Coble Giffords
Baldwin Coffman (CO) Gingrey (GA)
Barrow Cohen Gohmert
Bartlett Cole Gonzalez
Barton (TX) Conaway Goodlatte
Bean Connolly (VA) Gordon (TN)
Berkley Cooper Granger
Berman Costa Grayson
Berry Costello Green, Al
Biggert Courtney Green, Gene
Bilbray Crenshaw Griffith
Bilirakis Critz Grijalva
Bishop (GA) Crowley Guthrie
Bishop (NY) Cuellar Gutierrez
Bishop (UT) Cummings Hall (NY)
Blackburn Dahlkemper Hall (TX)
Blumenauer Davis (CA) Halvorson
Blunt Dayvis (IL) Hare
Boccieri Davis (KY) Harman
Boehner Davis (TN) Harper
Bonner DeFazio Hastings (FL)
Bono Mack DeGette Hastings (WA)
Boozman Delahunt Heinrich
Boswell DeLauro Heller
Boucher Dent Hensarling
Boustany Deutch Herger
Boyd Diaz-Balart, L. Herseth Sandlin
Brady (PA) Diaz-Balart, M. Higgins
Brady (TX) Dicks Hill
Braley (IA) Dingell Himes
Bright Djou Hinchey
Broun (GA) Doggett Hinojosa
Brown (SC) Donnelly (IN) Hirono
Brown-Waite, Doyle Hodes

Ginny Dreier Holden
Buchanan Driehaus Holt
Burgess Duncan Honda
Burton (IN) Edwards (MD) Hoyer
Butterfield Edwards (TX) Hunter
Buyer Ehlers Inglis
Calvert Ellison Inslee
Camp Ellsworth Israel
Campbell Emerson Issa
Cantor Engel Jackson (IL)
Cao Eshoo Jenkins
Capito Etheridge Johnson (GA)
Capps Fallin Johnson (IL)
Capuano Farr Johnson, E. B.
Cardoza Fattah Johnson, Sam
Carnahan Filner Jones
Carney Flake Jordan (OH)
Carson (IN) Fleming Kagen
Carter Forbes Kanjorski

Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick

Andrews
Barrett (SC)
Becerra

Boren

Brown, Corrine
Conyers

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer

Culberson

Davis (AL)

Graves

Hoekstra

Jackson Lee
(TX)

ing in this vote.

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
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resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
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Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—17

Kilpatrick (MI)
Maloney
MecClintock
Petri

Ryan (WI)
Tiahrt
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
Nos. 302 and 303, | was unavoidably de-
tained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes” on both votes.

CELEBRATING ASIAN/PACIFIC
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the resolution, H. Res. 1316, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LyNcH) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 1316, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 408, noes 0,
not voting 23, as follows:

[Roll No. 304]

AYES—408
Ackerman Butterfield Dayvis (TN)
Aderholt Buyer DeFazio
Adler (NJ) Calvert DeGette
Akin Camp Delahunt
Alexander Campbell DeLauro
Altmire Cantor Dent
Arcuri Cao Deutch
Austria Capito Diaz-Balart, L.
Baca Capps Diaz-Balart, M.
Bachmann Capuano Dicks
Bachus Cardoza Dingell
Baldwin Carnahan Djou
Barrow Carney Doggett
Bartlett Carson (IN) Donnelly (IN)
Barton (TX) Carter Doyle
Bean Cassidy Dreier
Berkley Castle Driehaus
Berman Castor (FL) Duncan
Berry Chaffetz Edwards (MD)
Biggert Chandler Edwards (TX)
Bilirakis Childers Ehlers
Bishop (GA) Chu Ellison
Bishop (NY) Clarke Ellsworth
Bishop (UT) Clay Emerson
Blackburn Cleaver Engel
Blumenauer Clyburn Eshoo
Blunt Coble Etheridge
Boccieri Coffman (CO) Fallin
Boehner Cohen Farr
Bonner Cole Fattah
Bono Mack Conaway Filner
Boozman Connolly (VA) Fleming
Boswell Cooper Forbes
Boucher Costa Fortenberry
Boustany Costello Foster
Boyd Courtney Foxx
Brady (PA) Crenshaw Frank (MA)
Brady (TX) Critz Franks (AZ)
Braley (IA) Crowley Frelinghuysen
Bright Culberson Fudge
Broun (GA) Cummings Gallegly
Brown (SC) Dahlkemper Garamendi
Buchanan Davis (CA) Garrett (NJ)
Burgess Dayvis (IL) Gerlach
Burton (IN) Davis (KY) Giffords
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Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch

Andrews
Baird
Barrett (SC)
Becerra

Mack
Maffei
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
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Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—23

Bilbray
Boren
Brown, Corrine

Brown-Waite,
Ginny

Conyers

Cuellar

Davis (AL) Jackson Lee Petri
Flake (TX) Price (GA)
Graves Kilpatrick (MI) Ryan (WI)
Gutierrez Maloney Speier
Hoekstra McClintock

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING 125TH ANNIVERSARY OF
ROLLINS COLLEGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the resolution, H. Res. 1169, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
BisHOP) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1169, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. SCHAUER. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 371, noes 36,
not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 305]

AYES—3T71
Ackerman Brady (PA) Cooper
Aderholt Brady (TX) Costa
Adler (NJ) Braley (IA) Costello
Alexander Bright Courtney
Altmire Brown (SC) Crenshaw
Arcuri Buchanan Critz
Austria Burgess Crowley
Baca Butterfield Cuellar
Bachmann Buyer Culberson
Bachus Calvert Cummings
Baldwin Camp Dahlkemper
Barrow Campbell Davis (CA)
Bartlett Cantor Davis (IL)
Barton (TX) Capito Davis (KY)
Bean Capps Davis (TN)
Berkley Capuano DeFazio
Berman Cardoza DeGette
Berry Carnahan Delahunt
Biggert Carney DeLauro
Bilbray Carson (IN) Dent
Bilirakis Castle Deutch
Bishop (GA) Castor (FL) Diaz-Balart, L.
Bishop (NY) Chaffetz Diaz-Balart, M.
Bishop (UT) Chandler Dicks
Blackburn Childers Dingell
Blumenauer Chu Djou
Blunt Clarke Doggett
Boccieri Clay Donnelly (IN)
Boehner Cleaver Doyle
Bonner Clyburn Dreier
Bono Mack Coble Driehaus
Boozman Cohen Duncan
Boswell Cole Edwards (MD)
Boucher Conaway Ellison
Boyd Connolly (VA) Ellsworth

Engel

Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hoyer

Inglis

Inslee

Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy

Kind

King (NY)
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta

Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo

Akin
Boustany
Broun (GA)
Burton (IN)
Cao

Carter
Cassidy

Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert

NOES—36

Coffman (CO)
Emerson
Fleming
Gingrey (GA)
Granger

Hall (TX)
Hensarling
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Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam

Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (FL)

Herger
Hunter

Issa

Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
King (IA)
Kingston



H3840

Lamborn Neugebauer Schock

Lee (NY) Rogers (KY) Shadegg

Luetkemeyer Rohrabacher Westmoreland

McHenry Scalise Wilson (SC)

Myrick Schmidt Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—24

Andrews Davis (AL) Kilpatrick (MI)

Baird Edwards (TX) Maloney

Barrett (SC) Ehlers McClintock

Becerra Frank (MA) Petri

Boren Graves Rogers (AL)

Brown, Corrine Gutierrez Ryan (WI)

Brown-Waite, Hoekstra Scott (VA)
Ginny Jackson Lee

Conyers (TX) Towns

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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Mr. LAMBORN changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, | was unable to attend to several
votes today. Had | been present, | would have
voted “aye” on final passage of H. Res. 1347,
“aye” on final passage of H. Res. 1385; “aye”
on final passage of H. Res. 1316, and “aye”
on final passage of H. Res. 1169.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, on May
26, 2010, | was called away on personal busi-
ness. | regret that | was not present to vote for
H. Res. 1347, H. Res. 1385, H. Res. 1316
and H. Res. 1169. Had | been present, |
would have cast a “yea” on all of these votes.

——————

PERMISSION TO FILE SUPPLE-
MENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 5136,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2011

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to file a supplemental report on
the bill, H.R. 5136.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

ELECTING A MEMBER TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.
Madam Speaker, by direction of the
Democratic Caucus, I offer a privileged
resolution and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1397

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be and is hereby elected to the following
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standing committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—MTr.
Critz (to rank immediately after Mr.
Garamendi).

(2) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Mr.
Critz (to rank immediately after Mr. Nye).

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
(during the reading). Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be considered as read and print-
ed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

AMERICANS DESERVE ACCESS TO
PUBLIC LANDS

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, millions of acres
across our Nation are owned by the
Federal Government, including na-
tional parks, forests, monuments, wil-
derness areas, and other lands. These
lands belong to the American people
and should be accessible to the public
to enjoy.

The Hanford Reach National Monu-
ment located in my hometown includes
Rattlesnake Mountain. I've been to the
summit of Rattlesnake Mountain, and
it provides unparalleled views of the
Monument, Hanford, and the Columbia
River, and everybody should have an
opportunity to appreciate that.

I'm introducing legislation that
would ensure public access to the sum-
mit of Rattlesnake Mountain. My bill
simply is about making sure that land
owned by the American people is acces-
sible to the entire Tri-Cities commu-
nity—mot something to be admired
from afar and from behind a fence. Rec-
ognizing that people are allowed to go
to the top of Mount Rainier, there is no
reason why safe and regular access to
the summit of Rattlesnake Mountain
for the general public cannot and
should not be provided.

————

ON THE PASSING OF JUDGE
EDWARD DAVIS

(Mr. HASTINGS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday a giant in South
Florida passed away. He was a dear
friend of mine, Judge Edward Davis,
and a dear friend of all in America that
are in the constant quest for justice. I
have not had an opportunity to speak
with his wife Patricia, but I did men-
tion briefly last night that I offer she
and the family my most sincere condo-
lences.

I intend at the appropriate time in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to com-
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memorate Ed—and we call him Ned—
by referring to the awesome career
that he had and the significant number
of undertakings that he put forward ei-
ther as a lawyer or as a judge or as a
citizen in Miami, Dade County, and
throughout Florida and this Nation on
behalf of the Southern District of Flor-
ida.

He will be sorely missed. He was an
extremely tall and giant of a man with
as big a heart as was the fact that he
was tall. I will sorely miss him. The
Southern District of Florida and all of
their judges; Judge James Lawrence
King and he were good friends. Ned and
I went on the bench together at the
same time, and it hurts me and it hurts
our community that he is gone.

That said, Mr. Speaker, I will com-
memorate his memory more appro-
priately as time progresses.

———

NATIONAL MEDIA IGNORE PRESI-
DENT’S LOWEST-EVER AP-
PROVAL RATING

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
President Obama’s approval rating hit
a new low this week according to a
Rasmussen public opinion poll. Just 42
percent of Americans approve of the
President’s job performance. By a mar-
gin of almost 2-1, more Americans
strongly disapprove of the President
rather than strongly approve and fewer
than half of those in the President’s
own party strongly approve of his job
performance.

Not surprisingly, the national media
have mostly ignored these results. The
New York Times, The Washington
Post, The Los Angeles Times, and USA
Today—among many others—failed to
mention the Rasmussen poll. In con-
trast, during former President George
W. Bush’s administration, the national
media frequently reported polls show-
ing any falling approval rating.

The national media should report the
facts, not practice double standards.

———

RENEWABLE ENERGY AND EN-
ERGY EFFICIENCY EXPO AND
FORUM

(Mr. TONKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss the 13th annual Con-
gressional Renewable Energy and En-
ergy Efficiency Expo and Forum that is
slated to take place tomorrow. The
topic of this expo is especially timely.
Last year, China invested $34.6 billion
in clean energy while the United States
invested $18.6 billion, a distant second.
We have an energy problem, and we
need to address it.

At this forum, there are over 50 busi-
nesses, clean energy trade associations,
government agencies, and energy pol-
icy research organizations that will be
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showcasing their technologies. On effi-
ciency: We should drill and mine en-
ergy efficiency the way we are so glut-
tonously dependent on drilling for oil
and mining for coal. On renewable en-
ergy: We should invest in sustainable
energy and new technologies to build
our energy independence and to once
again create American manufacturing
jobs.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
welcoming this year’s participants at
the expo and encourage my colleagues
to stop by the Cannon Caucus Room to
see the exhibits.

———

TIME TO MAKE A PERMANENT FIX
TO THE MEDICARE PAYMENT
FORMULA

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, we find
ourselves up against another deadline
for the so-called ‘‘doc fix,”” and this
happens because this Congress lacks
the courage to solve the problem. The
fact is, Mr. Speaker, the longer we put
off doing a permanent fix, the more ex-
pensive it gets. If the problem had been
fixed 5 years ago, it would have cost $49
billion.

Here is an ad that the AMA has been
running in some of the papers here on
Capitol Hill. The cost to fix the bill
now is $210 billion, but if we wait 3
years, it almost doubles to $396 billion
and then balloons to half a trillion dol-
lars in 5 years.

But there is a better way. H.R. 3693
would make a permanent fix to the for-
mula Medicare uses to determine pay-
ments to doctors, and it’s critical for
our patients because patients cannot
get access to a Medicare physician be-
cause, consider this, Medicare physi-
cian payment rates are about where
they were in 2001. Medical practice
costs have increased more than 20 per-
cent. What’s worse, the current fee
pays doctors less each year for per-
forming the same procedures.

I urge the Congress to pass a reason-
able Medicare physician fix. The time
has come and gone.

——

FINANCIAL GAMES

(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I'm
astounded. I'm astounded with what I
just heard. This is a problem that was
actually created nearly a decade ago by
the Republicans as they were playing
financial games. And to stand here on
the floor and say this has to be fixed
now, yes, indeed it does, but indeed it
is the Republican Party that has pre-
vented us from fixing it. That’s going
on right now as the negotiations take
place on the American Jobs Act and
corporate tax loophole closing—closing
the tax loopholes on corporations that
are in fact shipping jobs offshore.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I would ask the Republicans in this
House to stand with us and do a perma-
nent fix. It can be done. But it’s not
going to be easy. We need to raise the
tax revenue. A good place to raise it is
from those corporations that are shift-
ing jobs offshore.

———

NATIONAL GUARD SENT TO
BORDER OR MAYBE NOT

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
administration announced they’re de-
ploying 1,200 National Guard troops to
the border. That sounds mighty good,
but not so fast.

It appears troops aren’t really going
to the border. It seems they’re sending
the National Guard troops 20 miles be-
hind the border to do computer support
work. Well, we can hire a Geek Squad
to do that. The National Guard troops
need to be on the border and they need
to be armed so they can defend them-
selves. And they need realistic rules of
engagement.

One border patrol official said that
sending unarmed National Guard
troops to the border amounts to the
border patrol guarding the National
Guard. Our current border philosophy
is to try to capture people when they
cross the border. Once they’ve crossed,
if we capture them, then we have to
deal with the consequences—like de-
portations, prosecutions, drug gangs in
our jails, et cetera. Why are we letting
illegals cross in the first place?

It seems to me we need boots on the
border, not 20 miles behind the border
guarding computers.

And that’s just the way it is.

——————

BUY AMERICA

(Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, in the last year of the Bush
administration, the Department of De-
fense, under President Bush, author-
ized a 450 percent increase in the num-
ber of waivers we grant to this Nation’s
Buy America law, allowing in just 1
yvear thousands of American jobs to be
sent overseas using U.S. taxpayer dol-
lars.

We have the defense reauthorization
bill on the floor this week, and we have
a chance to say no more, that one of
the best ways to grow our domestic
economy is to make sure that our own
U.S. taxpayer dollars, 70 percent of
which are used with respect to U.S.
procurement on defense items, stay
right here in this country.

The stimulus bill is working. It’s cre-
ating American jobs. But without
spending one dime more of American
money, we can stop this trend of more
and more waivers being granted to the
Buy America laws and apply U.S. tax-
payer dollars to create U.S. jobs.
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PoLis). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 6, 2009, and under a
previous order of the House, the fol-
lowing Members will be recognized for
5 minutes each.

————
SENIORS’ BILL OF RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
speak about an issue of concern to sen-
iors in my district and around the
country. I'm proud to support the Sen-
iors’ Bill of Rights crafted by the
Democrats’ Seniors Task Force, and
am committed to its goals. These goals
include helping seniors achieve finan-
cial security by staying in their homes,
finding jobs, and receiving quality, af-
fordable health care.

Our seniors made this country what
it is today—fighting overseas for our
freedom, serving as the backbone for
an economic boom in the post-war
years, and providing critical leadership
in our communities.

Today, I want to address a funda-
mental flaw in the Social Security sys-
tem that I want to correct in the com-
ing weeks: Social Security disability
fraud. We are all aware of the dis-
ability backlog and the steps Congress
is taking to reduce it. Due to dedicated
oversight and strong action since the
Democrats took back the majority in
Congress, the backlog is being reduced.
What is less commonly known is that
some disability insurers are purposely
adding to this backlog.
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They have forced policyholders to
apply for Social Security disability
benefits or else they withhold pay-
ments. They do this even when they
know the person is ineligible for Social
Security disability benefits.

Here is where the fraud comes in.
Disability insurance pays out when you
are hurt and unable to perform your
job. Social Security is there when you
are so hurt that you cannot perform
any job.

If a neonatal nurse, for example, in-
jures her shoulder in a car accident and
can no longer pick up infants, she can
no longer do her job and is eligible for
temporary disability benefits from her
insurer. Because this nurse is still ca-
pable of serving a full career as a nurse
in a number of other settings, she is
not eligible for Social Security dis-
ability.

This isn’t a hypothetical situation. It
is an actual case pulled from a lawsuit
against one of the disability insurers
that was defrauding Social Security.

The disability insurer forced the
nurse to commit fraud by forcing her
to apply for Social Security disability,
even though they knew the full extent
of her injuries still meant that she



H3842

could work as a nurse in other capac-
ities.

These insurers have access to med-
ical records and know full well when
their customers are unable to perform
any job. Yet they mandate that all of
their customers, even those who are
only temporarily injured, apply for So-
cial Security disability. This adds to
the backlog and costs taxpayers mil-
lions of dollars, all because insurers
want to delay paying legitimate
claims.

My legislation would require that in-
surers play by the same rules that they
require of individuals. If an insurer is
going to mandate a policyholder apply
for Social Security disability, that in-
surer should have to certify to the gov-
ernment that the claim is a legitimate,
permanent claim.

This legislation will root out this
practice so that bad actors won’t be
able to clog the system with frivolous
claims. When frivolous claims are
weeded out, access for legitimate appli-
cants increases and the time to process
legitimate claims decreases.

This is just one of the issues I am
working on to benefit California’s sen-
iors. I look forward to working with
my colleagues and passing this bill into
law.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

SMALL BUSINESS JOB CREATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. TOWNS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
express my thoughts on a matter of
deep concern to me, small business job
creation.

We have seen a lot of progress this
year. Our economy has created over
500,000 jobs in 2010 alone. Last month,
290,000 jobs were created, with 231,000 of
them in the private sector, the largest
number of new jobs created in the last
4 years. While these are great statis-
tics, we still have a long, long way to
go. It will take time to recover the 8
million jobs lost over the course of this
recession.

One positive thing that Congress
could do to support jobs is to do all
that we can to support small busi-
nesses. With two out of every three
new jobs created by small businesses,
they are the driving force of our econ-
omy. Unfortunately, they have also
been the hardest hit by the recession,
having lost over 2.4 million jobs.

As President Obama indicated in his
meeting with the small business lead-
ers, this is the Nation where anyone
with a good idea and the will to work
hard can succeed, and I agree with
President Obama.
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New York City is no stranger to good
ideas, hard work, or small businesses.
The city is home to over 200,000 small
businesses which create hundreds of
thousands of jobs, provide valuable
goods and services, and help drive our
local economy.

While the government can’t get small
businesses through all of the tough
times, it can remove barriers that pre-
vent businesses from growing and being
able to succeed. We must do all that we
can to support the work of the count-
less entrepreneurs that sustain our
economy.

I encourage my colleagues in the
House and in the Senate to work to-
gether to enact policies that will sup-
port small business job creation. We
must work to eliminate these barriers
and to permit people to be able to ex-
pand their businesses and to be able to
create jobs.

We need to make certain that folks
have an opportunity to work. We have
people that have gone to college and
are coming out with degrees and still
cannot find a job. I think the time has
come when the Congress must come to-
gether and create jobs and job opportu-
nities for these young people in par-
ticular that want to work but are being
denied the opportunity because they
lack a job.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 56 minutes.

(Mr. POE of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

YOUCUT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, last evening I spoke on the
House floor about the newly devised
YouCut program and how it undercuts
our representational responsibilities as
Members of Congress.

I would like to revisit this theme,
which has become a recurring one,
given the Republicans’ most recent ef-
forts.

I repeat, government by referendum
is not representation. Just because
81,000 people voted for a program in a
Republican ploy doesn’t mean that it is
the will of the American people or in-
formed policy.

Let me make it very clear: Referenda
have their place, but in this, the
world’s greatest deliberative body, we
are not in the position of needing to
have that kind of ploy put forward here
in this body. Republicans seem to
think that online gimmicks are an ef-
fective substitute for good government.

What they fail to understand is that
national policy cannot be made in a
matter of minutes or within a few
clicks of a mouse. Instead of worrying
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about friend requests, Republicans
should contribute to meaningful de-
bate. If they did, then they would have
known that according to the non-
partisan Center on Budget and Policy
Priorities, cutting funding for the
Temporary Aid to Needy Families Pro-
gram, as they attempted to do, would
have resulted in 100,000 people losing
their jobs.

This Chamber isn’t going to be fooled
or bullied or be controlled by the mis-
guided ideological intention or mis-
leading rhetoric of the few. Repub-
licans have called for voter input on
programs of national significance in
the name of civic participation. But
spreading misinformation is not in the
best interests of the American people.

To the contrary, it is only in the best
interests of the Republicans and their
agenda. Not only are the summaries
provided on YouCut, which I have
called CutYou, inaccurate, they are
specifically written to elicit a specific
response.

As I have said, I do not fault my
friends on the other side of the aisle for
taking their upcoming election cam-
paigns into consideration and doing
those technological undertakings that
they deem necessary for themselves.
What I do fault them for is wasting the
time of this Chamber with their ulte-
rior motives and legislative tricks.
They are playing with short-term deci-
sions that have long-term con-
sequences.

YouCut provides no effective way to
change policy, does little to reduce our
Federal deficit, does nothing to allow
for people to talk about saving them-
selves, and hurts everyday Americans,
especially the poor and the elderly,
who probably, some of them, cannot
participate in their poll for the reason
that they don’t have BlackBerrys and
computers.

Instead of continuing to be the Party
of No, Republicans should say ‘‘yes’ to
the American people and help pass the
legislation that this Nation needs and
deserves.

I urge my Republican friends not to
undercut with their CutYou YouCut
representational democracy and not
just substitute selective, push polling,
robotexting, tooting and tweeting for
the work of the greatest deliberative
body in the world.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——

NATIONAL SMALL BUSINESS
WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. BEAN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. BEAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening to recognize National Small



May 26, 2010

Business Week. This year marks the
47th annual Small Business Week, dur-
ing which we honor the immense con-
tributions of entrepreneurs, their com-
panies, and their workforce to our
country.

Our Nation’s economic rebirth relies
on the ability of our community busi-
nesses to innovate, develop, and mar-
ket solutions that deliver measurable
value to their clients. Their growth
and success creates up to 80 percent of
new jobs in our Nation, including 25,000
already this month.

As a former business owner, I recog-
nize today’s many challenges, includ-
ing getting access to capital, lowering
energy costs, funding R&D, workforce
training, and improving efficiencies.

When I host Small Business Federal
Resource Seminars in my district, I en-
courage community businesses to con-
nect with Federal agencies whose re-
sources and programs could be useful
to their operations, including—I have
the SBA come out and share informa-
tion with our businesses about 504 and
7(a) and Express loan programs. We
also talk about small business develop-
ment tools from the SBDCs.

The IRS is available to provide infor-
mation about small business tax incen-
tives, which include 179 expense provi-
sions and bonus depreciation, the NOL
carryback that has already refunded
$2.6 billion to small businesses that had
been in the stimulus, so that as they
had been profitable in previous years,
they can get those dollars back at a
time they need to cover payroll and op-
erating expenses. There are also tax
credits for health care, which the IRS
elaborates on as well.

The Commerce Department talks
about export programs, and the De-
partment of Energy talks about
Webinars and grants, tools, and incen-
tives for energy development and en-
ergy efficiencies.

Small firms are the engine of our
U.S. innovation and competitiveness,
producing 13 times more patents for
employees than those in larger firms.
And they support our communities. In
addition to goods, jobs, and services,
small firms invest in local real estate.
Their suppliers grow as they grow, and
they contribute to charities and pro-
vide leadership and mentoring services
to their neighbors.

To help small firms weather the re-
cession and access the capital that is
critical to their growth, Congress and
the SBA have stepped up. The Recov-
ery Act included $288 billion worth of
tax cuts, not just to 95 percent of work-
ing Americans, our consumers, but
business incentives as well, including
bonus depreciation, 179 expensing, the
NOL carryback, and capital gains ex-
clusions for small business stock. The
first-time home buyer tax credit helped
bring 700,000 new buyers back into the
market.

This broad-based stimulus went fur-
ther with infrastructure investment in
roads, bridges, energy, and water
projects, and included investments in
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education, smart grid technology, and
health IT.

We have seen a positive return. GDP
growth has gone from negative 6 to
positive 6 since the stimulus, and U.S.
manufacturing is now growing at its
fastest pace since 2006. While these
signs of recovery are encouraging,
more needs to be done.

Creditworthy businesses need to have
access to working capital, and many
need to restructure their debt in the
months and years ahead. When busi-
nesses can’t access financing, they
delay contracts, hiring, equipment pur-
chases, and other expansions.

The Recovery Act provided higher
guarantees and reduced fees on SBA
7(a) and 504 loans. Since its passage
SBA has driven over $27 billion in
small business loans into the hands of
our community businesses, yet many
are still struggling to access affordable
capital. Banks are operating under
tightened lending standards and have
greater risk aversion and greater expo-
sure to the instability of the commer-
cial real estate market.
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Their strained balance sheets make
it difficult to continue extending cred-
it, where appropriate, to small busi-
nesses.

The experience of the Recovery Act
has shown that the SBA guarantee can
make a difference for an entrepreneur
in need of capital. When it comes to
Congress’ approach to fostering recov-
ery, every week must be Small Busi-
ness Week.

My colleagues and I will continue to
address the capital access gap with
measures we move forward in the
weeks ahead. Congresswoman
DAHLKEMPER and I have a bipartisan
measure to increase the maximum loan
size and guarantee on the SBA express
loan, a critical tool that provides
working capital so firms can restock
inventory and make new hires.

Today I introduced the Small Busi-
ness Asset Investment and Moderniza-
tion Act, which will enhance the SBA
504 loan program for commercial real
estate, buildings, and heavy equip-
ment.

Businesses are facing a collateral
program as their loans mature and
their equity is down in value. Many
small business owners obtained loans
during the bubble, getting loans at in-
flated appraised values on their prop-
erty or with balloon payment struc-
tures. Banks are reluctant to restruc-
ture debt, particularly if the borrower
is equity challenged or if the bank is
capital challenged.

My bill will temporarily enable busi-
ness owners to refinance their commer-
cial real estate debt through the 504
program, addressing an acute near-
term need in that sector. Over the next
few weeks, I look forward to advancing
these and other initiatives to help our
growing businesses get the capital they
need.

I urge my colleagues to join us in
moving forward on further programs to
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support the work ethic and entrepre-

neurial spirit of our small businesses,

the cornerstone of our economy.
——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

OUT OF AFGHANISTAN CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, in the
year 2005, I joined my colleagues and
fellow Californians, MAXINE WATERS
and BARBARA LEE, and other strong
progressives in forming the Out of Iraq
Caucus. That group was critical in gal-
vanizing support for an end to the Iraq
war and a return of our troops safely
home.

Before we formed the Out of Iraq
Caucus, Mr. Speaker, questioning the
occupation of Iraq was considered a po-
litical death wish, but because we had
the courage to speak out and to orga-
nize, ours became a firmly mainstream
position. Without the work we did and
the pressure we applied and the growth
of our Out of Iraq Caucus, we would not
be poised for redeployment out of Iraq
later this year.

It’s now time for those of us who op-
pose the war in Afghanistan—a bloc
that’s growing every single day—to do
the same thing. I urge Members on
both sides of the aisle to join the new
Out of Afghanistan Caucus, formally
launched by my friend Mr. CONYERS
from Michigan.

As Afghanistan  becomes more
bloody, more expensive, and, frankly,
more hopeless, we must rally with the
same sense of purpose and fearlessness
as we did in 2005 in the debate over
Iraq. Every day, it seems, brings more
bad news out of Afghanistan. The
United States death toll has topped
1,000. According to news reports, for
the first time we now have more troops
in Afghanistan than we do in Iraq, and
the combined costs of both wars is fast
approaching $1 trillion—that’s trillion
with a ““T,” Mr. Speaker.

The American people are losing pa-
tience with this war, and who can
blame them? For 8% years, they have
sent their finest men and women and
their hard-earned taxpayer dollars
halfway around the world only to find
that the Taliban is resurgent, the ter-
rorist threat remains strong, and Af-
ghanistan remains mired in corruption,
violence, and poverty. At just the mo-
ment when we need to draw down, we
are doubling down. We’re pouring thou-
sands of troops into Kandahar for an
all-eggs-in-one-basket offensive that no
one seems confident will succeed.

With all that in mind, how can we, in
the House of Representatives, not
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speak with a louder and more unified
voice against this war? But we in the
Out of Afghanistan Caucus are not call-
ing for an abandonment of the country.
We just believe that a military occupa-
tion, which has had nearly a decade to
work, can’t achieve the objectives of
stability and security for the Afghan
people.

What we need is diplomacy. We need
humanitarian aid, support for democ-
racy building and civil society pro-
grams. What we need are more re-
sources for agriculture, education, and
infrastructure. These are the tools of a
smart security strategy that can em-
power the Afghan people in a way that
sheds no more blood.

Mr. Speaker, warfare has only led to
more warfare, emboldening the very
enemy we’re trying to defeat. A peace-
ful civilian surge is actually the only
answer.

I ask my colleagues to join me in be-
coming a part of the Out of Afghani-
stan Caucus and help bring our troops
home.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
UKRAINE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, the peo-
ple of Ukraine have been struggling to
achieve a fair, independent, and strong
democracy since the oppressive Soviet
yoke was shed in 1991, but recent
events in the southern Ukrainian city
of Zaporozhia have raised alarm.

A seven-foot tall statue of Joseph
Stalin, the World War II Communist
tyrant of the Soviet Union who was re-
sponsible for the Holodomor famine
genocide in which millions upon mil-
lions of people starved to death, as well
as the deaths of millions of Ukrainians,
Pols, Russians, and so many others in-
side that tyranny, has been built out-
side of the city in front of the Com-
munist Party headquarters. Even
worse, Zaporozhia authorities just de-
nied opposition groups the right to as-
semble to object to the statue’s public
display.

Since World War II, the world has
come to know that Joseph Stalin killed
over 50 million people inside those bor-
ders, and the repressive legions that
supported him were responsible for
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such agony for so many. The elevation
of Joseph Stalin with a monument is
an affront to those who have fought for
freedom around the world. Just as a
monument to Adolf Hitler in Germany
would be unacceptable, freedom lovers
simply cannot stand by silently while a
monument to Stalin, the mass mur-
derer of the 20th century, is erected in
Ukraine.

The story of U.S. citizen Eugenia
Sakevych-Dallas, a survivor of the
famine genocide in Ukraine, can clear-
ly express how Ukraine and her people
were treated under the iron fist of Jo-
seph Stalin. She describes herself as a
survivor of the forced famine in
Ukraine of 1932-1933. She recounts: It is
with tears of joy for the future and
salty tears of pain for the past that I
write this account of my survival. It is
the bone-chilling nightmare of every
child to have their parents dragged
away by force, never to see them again;
siblings sent to prisons, parents sent to
their deaths.

She was born in Mykolaiv Oblast and
came from a happy family living off
the land, but that happiness was stolen
when, at the age of 5, they were forced
to give away their home, their land
was confiscated, and all their domestic
animals were taken from them. Like
many Ukrainians, they were left on the
streets to starve. They were -called
“Kulacs’—enemy of the people. Her fa-
ther was arrested first. The Com-
munists came and picked up her family
one by one, leaving her an orphan, an
orphan crying with unbearable psycho-
logical wounds, alone, afraid, and
starving.

She remembers her beloved mother
during that time trying to feed the
children, doing what any mother would
to care for her offspring. She found a
few rotten potatoes in a field, and, for
this, Stalin’s lieutenants arrested her
and she was sent to Siberia. The pris-
ons during that time were over-
populated with people who had done
nothing but try to survive.

Memories flood back to her, as do
tears, and she remembers the long,
long lines of men waiting for stale,
molding half loaves of bread for hours
upon hours. Etched in her mind is one
man whom she did not even know that
finally reached the end of the line and,
with starvation in his eyes, grabbed
the little loaf and started to bite into
it, swallowing it as fast as he could and
then dropping dead right in front of
her.

Starvation is an odd thing, she
writes. An empty stomach taking in
bread is like swallowing cement. It
does not absorb the nutrients. It hard-
ens and Kkills the human body. I lost
my dear sister to starvation, a forced
death, legalized murder, or murder
that the Communists, at Stalin’s be-
hest, decided was mercy killing.

They were constantly on the run
while her family was being picked off
one by one by the Communists. And as
starvation took hold of the Ukrainian
people, hatred filled their hearts for

May 26, 2010

Soviet Moscow. Many faces still haunt
her today—the trains of people, fami-
lies, old, young, starving, sick, hauled
off with standing room only in those
box crates. She became one of the chil-
dren of the street, one of the few sur-
vivors of that tragic time in history
who ate grass, pinecones, and anything
that was chewable in the shadows,
afraid that they might be taken away.
People were begging, starving, eating
anything they could find—a dead horse
if they were lucky. Thousands of people
were falling over dead, millions upon
millions of innocent people Kkilled
under the Communists.

It was a sad time in history where,
during the height of the famine,
Ukrainian villagers were dying at the
rate of 17 per minute, 1,000 per hour,
and 25,000 per day, leaving only a few
survivors to keep the history alive.
They were stacked up like logs.

The horror and panic of that time of
tyranny is still with her. The hunger
that plagued Russia and tortured the
Ukrainian people in their scheme to
slaughter and take over and annihilate
the middle class, she says, Let us not
forget. It is our duty to bring the
memories and truth to the world. We
must expose the hardships, the horrors,
and the truths so that these atrocities
never can happen again.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BOOZMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——
SENIORS TASK FORCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, the Demo-
cratic Caucus feels very strongly that
seniors in America count and, in so
doing, created a Seniors Task Force co-
chaired ably by Congresswoman
SCHAKOWSKY of Illinois and Congress-
woman MATSUI of California. And we
thought it was fitting tonight, this
being the month in which we honor
seniors, to spend an hour talking about
the seniors of America.

There are 45 million seniors in this
country, and they have the right to ask
us what have we done for them lately.
And tonight, we’re going to ask that
question, and we’re going to answer it.

First of all, I think we should focus
in on Wall Street, and our message is
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“When Wall Street gambles, she loses.”
So part of what we want to focus on to-
night is the reforms on Wall Street
that will protect seniors in America.

The biggest winners, we suggest, in
the Wall Street reform are people over
the age of 50, who hold 70 percent of the
Nation’s wealth. Oftentimes, seniors
don’t realize how big their assets really
are or how valuable they are, and they
become ripe for scam artists to take
them on a wild ride that oftentimes
means that they lose the very assets
that they have held so dear. Seniors
often have caregivers they share their
financial data and information with
and, oftentimes, can be exploited by
those very caregivers.

So we have created a Senior Finan-
cial Bill of Rights, which I would like
to share with you right now. And the
Democrats believe that there are four
simple principles that we espouse on
behalf of seniors.

The first is the right to simple-to-un-
derstand and suitable financial prod-
ucts. Now, this would seem so very ob-
vious, but I'm going to share with you
a couple of stories that suggest seniors
become the most vulnerable population
in terms of being captured by an indus-
try that has plagued us with all kinds
of financial products that are not un-
derstandable.

I first want to talk about a 67-year-
old retired widow living alone in a
home she’s had for 24 years. She re-
cently got a part-time, minimum wage
job as a kitchen helper that helps with
her expenses. She’s getting $500 a
month for that. She gets $973 a month
in her Social Security benefits. And
the balance due on her home is $90,000.
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Now, her husband died in 2003, and
she was having a hard time making
those mortgage payments, so she went
to Wells Fargo and got them to offer
her a reverse mortgage. In so doing,
she was able to pay off her regular
mortgage and did not have payments
for as long as she continued to live in
the home, which appeared to be a good
result.

Yet, in 2007, agents working for
World Savings in Orange County, Cali-
fornia, found her 500 miles away in
Yuba City, California. In a series of
phone calls, they convinced her that
Wells Fargo was demanding the repay-
ment of her reverse mortgage because
home values were declining to levels of
less than the loan balance. They con-
vinced her that Wells Fargo would fore-
close if she did not refinance to pay off
the reverse mortgage. She was con-
fused and frightened, and she did not
understand the reverse mortgage for
which she had paid $11,000 in origina-
tion fees.

So, before long, she was into yet an-
other mortgage with an adjustable rate
mortgage and was paying $4,000 a
month at one point. Even the lowest
payment option constituted 68 percent
of her Social Security income—an ab-
solute nightmare. She made three pay-
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ments out of savings and then gave up.
The trustee sale was first set for Janu-
ary 2, 2009. A legal aid attorney came
to her benefit and was able to postpone
the sale of her home, and negotiations
continue today.

This is a real story. She is a real per-
son in California who was not given the
right to a simple-to-understand and
suitable financial product. That is, in
part, what we are going to make sure
happens as a result of the Wall Street
reform, in part because we are creating
a Consumer Financial Protection
Agency so that this kind of activity
can’t continue to go on.

In another case, a 90-year-old Cali-
fornia retiree was sold a $100,000 annu-
ity in 2001. He would have to live to be
100 to have unfettered access to his
money. Instead, he died at 91, and his
heirs were hit with an $11,000 surrender
charge.

In another example, an 83-year-old
woman was sold a $125,000 annuity in
2002. According to her son, she suffered
from dementia and believed she had ac-
cess to her savings when she had to
enter a nursing home. In fact, she
would have to pay exit penalties of 25
percent if she withdrew more than 10
percent of her money in any year dur-
ing the first 6 years of the contract. So,
when she died in 2004, her son had to
pay—now, are you ready for this?—a
$50,000 surrender fee.

That’s why we need a Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Agency in this
country, because that kind of activity
goes on and has gone on. While you
may suggest that it’s ‘“‘legal,” it’s to-
tally unethical, and the CFPA will pro-
vide that kind of protection for seniors.

I am going to go to these other senior
financial bill of rights later on in the
hour. I would now like to yield to Con-
gresswoman KILROY as much time as
she may consume.

Ms. KILROY. Thank you very much,
Congresswoman SPEIER. I appreciate
what you had to say. My heart goes out
to those seniors who have been abused
by predatory lenders, by predatory
practices, by scam artists, and by
fraud. This is why we need to take ac-
tion. As you say, the Wall Street Re-
form Act is going to help us to do just
that—to protect seniors.

When I think about what seniors
need, they need, of course, personal se-
curity. They need to live in safe and
livable communities. They need access
to health care. With our recent health
care bill, we are working to give sen-
iors greater access to health care, to
strengthen Medicare, to give greater
choices in preventative medicine, with
co-pays, and to close the Medicare
doughnut hole. That is part of their se-
curity.

Also, there is financial security so
that they can live the rest of their
lives secure that their money is going
to be there, that their life savings
aren’t going to disappear because of
the excesses and the risk-taking of
Wall Street or that they will become
victims of predatory lenders who con-
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vince them that they’ll need reverse
mortgages or that they’ll need to take
out loans on homes that are already
paid for.

This happened to a widow in my com-
munity. She was told that she needed
to take out this loan. She didn’t ask.
She got cold-called by the predator and
found out that she was tangled up in a
financial mess that put her home in
jeopardy. She is not the only one who
has been in this position. We heard
from the consumer law agency and also
from AARP that seniors are frequently
the victims of predatory lenders in this
kind of practice. That’s why the Con-
sumer Protection Agency’s taking a
special look in protecting older Ameri-
cans is so necessary.

What did Wall Street and others do?
What is their connection to these pred-
atory lenders?

Well, they got into this game of get-
ting more and more mortgages, so-
called Alt A, subprime and other kinds
of risky mortgages, of securitizing
them and then selling them as invest-
ments. Some of them, like Goldman,
would even bet against those invest-
ments in some of their practices. We
found out that more and more Wall
Street houses were using these
subprime mortgages and the sales of
those as securities to get more profits
for themselves. It was profitable for
Wall Street, and it was profitable for
Wall Street executives. Compared to
seniors, take a look at what the Wall
Street CEOs are getting paid.

Lloyd Blankfein: $9 million a year, or
$24,657 a day.

Ms. SPEIER. Would you repeat that?

Ms. KILROY. $24,657 a day.

Ms. SPEIER. Isn’t that amazing.

Ms. KILROY. The senior, $47 a day—
average income—based on the $17,300
average annual income.

Take a look at Jamie Dimon at
JPMorgan Chase: $16 million salary, an
astounding $43,835 a day. There is John
Stumpf. You mentioned Wells Fargo
and their practice with the senior in
your community. He receives $21.3 mil-
lion, or $58,356 a day.

That’s incredible. That’s more than
some people make in a year. They were
making this every single day and were
putting seniors’ life savings at risk.

Now, many people got hurt in the
Wall Street downturn, but seniors have
less time to be able to reinvest and to
make up that difference and to recover
from what Wall Street did to Main
Street. We need to work hard to make
sure that seniors are protected from
other kinds of scams, and we need to
make sure they know, when they get
somebody calling them, offering them
mortgages that they didn’t ask for,
that that’s an alarm.

When they get somebody telling
them that they have to act today,
that’s another danger sign. They need
to be careful of balloon payments, of
prepayment penalties and of other
kinds of tricks and gimmicks that can
make those loans very expensive, that
can make it hard for them to get out of
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or that can make their money out of
reach for a long time.

That’s why we need the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Agency. That’s why
we need an office which will protect
older Americans. It will make sure
that those kinds of practices aren’t
happening and that, when seniors get
financial information—and when all of
us get financial information—that it
will be clear and easy to understand,
not with pages and pages of fine print.

I was so proud of the credit card bill
that we passed in our Financial Serv-
ices Committee, that this body passed
and which was signed into law to make
credit card practices much clearer. We
need to continue to work to make sure
that seniors’ financial security is also
protected.

Ms. SPEIER. Will the gentlewoman
yield?

Ms. KILROY. Yes.

Ms. SPEIER. When you were refer-
ring to credit cards, I was reminded
that, in 1980, a credit card application
was one page long, about 700 words.
Today, a credit card application—and,
indeed, a contract—is closer to 30
pages. Imagine if senior citizens were
trying to wend their way through 30
pages of legalese and knew precisely
what they were getting.

Isn’t it true that the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Agency is going to
simplify that process for seniors and
for all Americans?

Ms. KILROY. That is one of the very
important things it will do. It will take
a look at all of the confusing docu-
ments.

One of the charges that was made
against one of the financial institu-
tions in this country was that they
were pushing some of their predatory
lending products by having closing doc-
uments that were about as thick as a
telephone book. Then they were push-
ing people, stating they didn’t have
time during the closings to actually
read them: No. You’ve got to keep
moving. You’ve got to keep moving.
People were not really understanding
what they were signing in these
lengthy documents and in the fine
print.

This is an important financial trans-
action. For many people, buying a
home is the biggest financial trans-
action they’re going to make. It has to
be a clear and fair document so that
it’s good for both parties in the trans-
action, so that it’s a good deal for the
mortgager, and so that it’s a good deal
for the person who is taking out that
mortgage. That can only happen if it is
a contract that is fair and reasonable
in its terms so that people can under-
stand what it is they’re signing. It is
very important for our seniors.

Again, citing AARP and consumer
law organizations, we know that sen-
iors are most often the targets of that
kind of predatory behavior, and that’s
what we have to be very careful of.
Stand up with our senior bill of rights
for financial security for older Ameri-
cans.
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I yield back.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentle-
woman for her outstanding comments
in protecting the seniors of America.

I now yield to my good friend and
colleague from the great State of Cali-
fornia (Ms. RICHARDSON) as much time
as she will use.

Ms. RICHARDSON. First of all, I
would like to acknowledge the co-
chairs of our senior task force—Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY and Ms. MATSUI. The work
that we have been able to do in such a
short period of time is amazing.

Of course, to Ms. SPEIER from Cali-
fornia, my neighboring home State, I
thank her for organizing this hour that
we have today.

You know, seniors are the fastest
growing segment of our population.
Every year, as more and more of the
baby boomer generation retires, the
number of seniors in our country grows
considerably. Currently, one in every
eight people in the United States is an
older American. Over the next decade,
the number of older Americans will in-
crease by 36 percent. That’s 5.5 million
people. In my district alone, there are
over 52,000 seniors. Older Americans
are living longer and more active lives.
Yet with older ages and longer lives,
there come new challenges for us in
Congress and in State and local govern-
ments to meet. Regardless of our ages
or our generations, we have a responsi-
bility to look out for our senior Ameri-
cans just as our children and grand-
children will hopefully do for us one
day.

Last week, I had the pleasure of
hosting a 37th Congressional District
annual senior briefing. We had over
1,032 seniors. It was pretty amazing to
be there and to see everyone coming in,
excited to be there. Well, what I want
to say is that it was really interesting
to me: two-thirds of those individuals
drove. Two-thirds of those individuals
had computers.

So, when we talk about seniors, it’s
not the end of the road. In fact, for
many—and thankfully so—there are
many, many good quality years ahead.
What we have the ability to do on this
task force is to ensure that they can
have good quality lives and will not
just simply stay at home, not really
able to be productive.

When we had our senior briefing, the
seniors were excited, and they were in
great spirits. We had a full agenda; and
the biggest thing that we talked about,
which we spent half of our time on, was
understanding the health care bill that
this Congress just recently passed and
how it benefits them.

The other things, though, that were
unfortunate that I learned in that
meeting were some of the troubles that
some of my seniors were having—trou-
ble staying financially secure in the
midst of this recession. Ms. SPEIER
talked about what has happened with
the actions of Wall Street. Number
two, obtaining jobs. Number three,
finding affordable housing. For many
seniors, they are downsizing and mov-

May 26, 2010

ing into other situations. For the
amount of money that they have com-
ing in, it cannot meet the cost of hous-
ing today. Finally, we talked about
their getting quality health care.

A 2009 study revealed that in Cali-
fornia, the State that I come from,
over 500,000 seniors are living single
and are having a difficult time making
ends meet, let alone enjoying their
quality of life.

As we move forward to continue ad-
dressing the needs of senior citizens, I
am proud to be a member of this newly
established seniors’ task force. We are
committed to preserving the rights, as
has been talked about so far this
evening, and in promoting the interests
of America’s senior citizens. The sen-
iors’ task force will be an excellent ve-
hicle to ensure that the government is
working for our seniors and for some of
us, if we are so blessed to be, who will
be coming forward as well.

At the task force opening press con-
ference last week, we unveiled the sen-
ior bill of rights as has been shown.
This resolution is an expression of
what seniors who have worked most of
their lives to make this country a bet-
ter place deserve in return. There are
just a few things:

One, financial security and stability.
Two, quality and affordable health and
long-term care. Three, protection from
abuse, scams, and exploitation. We
heard some examples of those this
evening. Four, a stronger economy now
and for future generations. Five, for a
safe, livable community with safe
transportation options.
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This Congress has recognized the
needs of seniors, and we have taken it
on straight, without hesitation, that
swift and bold action is needed.

In the very first days that Congress
was in session for this particular 111th
Congress, we passed the American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act, also
known as the Recovery Act, and many
seniors included in that received $250
that was to go towards helping to cover
the costs, the rising costs, that many
of our seniors are facing.

But then we took another action just
about a month or so ago, and that was
concerning health care reform. This
Congress, this Democratic Congress,
took the leadership, without much
other assistance except by our help
from the administration, to make sure
that we could pass health care reforms
that would dramatically increase the
quality and the affordability of care
that our seniors would face.

The health care reform that we did
over the next few years will help close
the Medicare doughnut hole that keeps
many seniors from getting the pre-
scription drugs that they desperately
need. The average senior will save $250
in 2010, $750 in 2011, and over $3,000 in
2020 on prescription drugs.

However, one need that we know is
also being overlooked and I have been
trying to take some leadership on is
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the fact that many of our seniors are
still working; some because they want
to, because they have the ability to
and there is much left to contribute,
but others because they have to.

These economic woes that our sen-
iors are facing are based upon many
factors. Over 40 percent of the seniors
in my district rely upon Social Secu-
rity as their only source of income. I
know many seniors who are pinching
pennies simply to eat. This isn’t ac-
ceptable. In fact, it is not even Amer-
ican. There are many seniors in my dis-
trict who need to continue to work in
jobs in order to maintain financial se-
curity.

The ongoing economic downturn,
which Wall Street greatly, in fact,
caused, that national economy that
has now adversely affected millions of
workers in various age groups has dis-
proportionately burdened workers over
the age of 55. Older Americans are ex-
periencing difficult times, and only 55
percent of the jobless older workers
have been there long enough to be able
to have an extended tenure beyond
January of 2008, compared to 72.6 per-
cent of those in the age group of 25-54.
A larger share of jobless older workers
were paid lower wages in their new
full-time jobs, compared to people who
are in the age group of 25-54.

We have a responsibility. We have a
duty to provide employment opportuni-
ties to senior citizens, who still have
much to contribute. So I brought for-
ward a bill to add to the great Senior
Bill of Rights that we have brought
forward, which is H.R. 4819, Expanding
the Opportunities for Older Americans
Act of 2010.

This bill responds to the need of sen-
ior citizen employment opportunities.
It will expand senior employment pro-
grams for older Americans and create
40,000 new jobs. This bill will also lower
the eligibility age for participating
members of our society, and it will also
eliminate some of the requirements
that work against seniors. For example
if a senior happens to be married and
their spouse is working, many of the
current programs that other spouse is
not able to take advantage of, and that
is wrong.

We must ensure that seniors have fi-
nancial security and that this economy
works for them. We must uphold our
end of the bargain to our seniors, who
have sacrificed and dedicated so much
to this country throughout their lives.

I urge all of my colleagues to join us
in this Senior Task Force, not only to-
night, when we have started the discus-
sion, but as we move forward the Sen-
ior Bill of Rights and many other
pieces of legislation that will make a
difference.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentlelady
from California.

The numbers of seniors in our coun-
try is growing exponentially, in part
because some of us who are baby
boomers are growing older and reach-
ing that age ever so quickly. But I note
that while there are 40 million Ameri-
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cans who are now 65, in 10 years that
number will more than double to 88.5
million Americans who will be over the
age of 65. So making sure that seniors
are protected is going to be a more and
more significant responsibility for Con-
gress to ensure.

You mentioned the doughnut hole.
For seniors who are on Medicare,
health care reform has been somewhat
challenging, because they didn’t know
what was in it for them. Part of what
we are talking about is what have you
done for seniors lately.

The health care reform measure has
huge benefits for seniors that are im-
portant to underscore, one being that if
you do find yourself in the doughnut
hole by this fall, you will receive a
check for $250. If you are in the dough-
nut hole come the first of January, you
are going to be able to buy your pre-
scription drugs at 50 percent of what
the retail costs of them are. And the
greatest news of all, and this is a ben-
efit for senior citizens as well as every
one of us, and that is for preventative
care, there will no longer be a copay.

That kind of gets lost in translation
from time to time. But I just had, and
I am proud to admit it because I think
we all should have colonoscopies after
age 50, but I just had a colonoscopy. I
got the bill, and we all kind of experi-
ence sticker shock when we see those
health care bills arrive at our home,
and, thank God, we have health insur-
ance, but my bill was over $3,000 for
that procedure. Now, a copay on that
procedure is like $600.

But moving forward, whether it is a
colonoscopy, a mammogram, any kKind
of screening for cancer, that will no
longer carry with it a copay, because
we want to incentivize seniors and
younger people to actually take advan-
tage of the preventative services that
are out there, that really prevent peo-
ple from getting sicker and requiring
more health care and more hospitaliza-
tion.

So lots of good things for seniors are
in health care reform.

Ms. KILROY. That is absolutely cor-
rect. If the gentlelady will yield, I con-
gratulate you for taking care of your
health and getting those preventative
measures taken care of. Even though
we don’t like to do them, they are good
things to do.

Those kind of copays, when you
think about what seniors need to pay,
with the more frequent medical testing
perhaps, or higher costs of prescrip-
tions, maybe taking more prescrip-
tions, therefore more copays on those,
the senior cost of living could be higher
than the cost of living index for maybe
the general population. That is why it
is important that they have the eco-
nomic security that Representative
RICHARDSON spoke of.

For seniors, it is sort of like a three-
legged stool. One leg of the stool is So-
cial Security; one leg of the stool is
personal savings, which we should all
be thinking about as we get older; and
one leg is also maybe a private pension.
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Yet this economic downturn has hurt
that stool in all of those areas.

With more people unemployed, fewer
people are paying into the Social Secu-
rity system, so that hurts the system
as a whole. That is why it is so good
that we are focused on jobs and work-
ing on jobs, to get more people doing
what they want to do and need to do to
support themselves, but also being part
of the Social Security system.

We know that the Wall Street abuses
have hurt in many cases pension funds
who invested in risky products, who
were sold these products by a company,
say, like Lehman Brothers, who then
disguised what was going on by these
Repo-105 practices, just taking some of
the downside that should be on their
balance sheet and hiding it when the
quarterly reports were due. That has
hurt the pension funds that the State
employees are involved in in the State
of Ohio. It is making that fund take a
large economic hit that somehow we
have to make up for, or people will not
have the same Kkind of pension benefits
that they thought they might have.

Then there is also the personal sav-
ings aspect too. We have all seen the
401(k)s have become 201(k)s, as we all
know, because of the risky behavior
that Wall Street engaged in, and be-
cause maybe we don’t have the kind of
financial literacy we should have in
this country.

Again, back to the Consumer Protec-
tion Agency and the agency that will
protect older Americans that will focus
on that, that will make sure the infor-
mation is getting to people in clear
terms, so that they know that when
they are investing something, that the
person they are investing with is look-
ing out for their interests, for the cli-
ent’s interests, not just simply being
selfish and selling them something
that is not good for them. And it will
help us by ending taxpayer-funded bail-
outs for Wall Street for any future
damages like that.

We want to make sure that we are
working hard to stay on top of this
thing. But as much as Congress can do,
we can’t do it every day the same way
that an independent office of consumer
protection can do, that would have
that as their charge and every day be
taking a watchful eye on the practices
of the investment industry to make
sure that these kinds of abuses aren’t
going on anymore.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentlelady
from Ohio.

You know, it would be great for us to
focus for just a minute on the prescrip-
tion for Wall Street reform for the 40
million seniors in America and just
kind of list out the protections that
are in the Wall Street reform.

As you mentioned, the office of finan-
cial protection for older Americans,
this is going to be a huge benefit for
seniors, because they are going to be
able to call this office and say, you
know, I have just been offered X. Is
this something that makes sense?

Let me give you an example. Sergio
Del Toro, he has been banned from the
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securities industry for defrauding a 90-
year-old Minnesota nursing home resi-
dent of $511,000. Mr. Del Toro rec-
ommended that the elderly man put his
entire net worth into the stock of a
firm called Third Dimension, for which
there was no market or publicly quoted
pricing. Mr. Del Toro’s alleged motiva-
tion? A 15 percent commission, equal
to $76,000.

Now, as part of Wall Street reform,
one of the standards that is going to
have to be met is, is there a net tan-
gible benefit to the client? Clearly, in
this case there was no net tangible ben-
efit. What happened was this nursing
home resident lost his whole savings of
$500,000, and Mr. Del Toro was the re-
cipient of $76,000 in commissions. Mr.
Del Toro is banned from the industry
now, but this is another example of
why having Wall Street reform is so
necessary.

I now yield to one of our newest
Members of the House, Mr. DEUTCH
from Florida, to have him offer up his
thoughts.

Mr. DEUTCH. Thank you very much.
I appreciate that.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join my Demo-
cratic colleagues to discuss the chal-
lenges facing seniors in America today.
I would like to thank the gentlewoman
from California, Representative
SPEIER, for her ongoing commitment to
our Nation’s seniors, as well as Rep-
resentative SCHAKOWSKY and Rep-
resentative MATSUI for their out-
standing work as co-chairs of the Sen-
ior Task Force, an effort launched by
the Democratic Caucus to protect the
health and financial security of our Na-
tion’s eldest Americans.

Today I would like to focus on an
issue of great importance to me and
the many residents in the 19th District
of Florida, and that is the issue of So-
cial Security.

Social Security is a sacred trust that
provides over 50 million Americans
each year with a measure of financial
security. In my district and across the
country, Social Security guarantees
seniors the ability to enjoy their gold-
en years free from abject poverty or fi-
nancial reliance on their children.

As the representative from Florida’s
19th District, I have the privilege of
serving so many seniors who fought in
World War II and rebuilt this country
after the Great Depression. These won-
derful Americans have worked hard
every day of their lives, and for them,
Social Security does what it was de-
signed to do—it provides them with a
secure, basic source of income after a
lifetime of hard work.

Seniors know they can count on So-
cial Security to never be a day late or
a dollar short, and they know that
checks will never come back marked
with “‘insufficient funds.”

J 2000
Many of my constituents saw their
lifelong retirement savings vanish

overnight due to the irresponsibility on
Wall Street that led into this reces-
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sion. And many of them lost all of
their savings to predatory Ponzi
schemes. However, for them, one thing
is certain in this time of economic un-
certainty: Social Security is still
there, on time, every month. This crit-
ical program is working just as it
should for millions of people.

Mr. Speaker, if President Bush and
the Republican Congress had their way
and had enacted a risky privatization
scheme for Social Security, the savings
of all America’s seniors would have
been gambled away on the stock mar-
ket.

Today, I stand here with my Demo-
cratic colleagues to say that we will
never let the private market gamble
away the financial security of our Na-
tion’s seniors and our Nation’s most
vulnerable. Mr. Speaker, it’s clear the
stock market is no place for Social Se-
curity. It would take the security out
of Social Security.

Just this year, the Republican alter-
native budget called for cuts in pay-
ments to seniors and a risky privatiza-
tion of the overall system. Clearly, our
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
didn’t run this idea by my constituents
who saw what happened to their pen-
sions invested in the private market.

The large, vibrant senior commu-
nities of south Florida share a common
value: that a lifetime of hard work
should be honored with a secure retire-
ment. I stand with them when I say
that Social Security must remain a re-
liable program, not just for this gen-
eration of seniors, but for generations
of Americans to come.

To the opponents of this popular pro-
gram, I say that we will tirelessly fight
for the due benefits of our seniors who
have spent a lifetime of earning. We
will not yield. We will not back down.
And for this generation of seniors and
the next and the next after that, we
will not 1let Social Security be
privatized.

And while this social program keeps
millions out of poverty, the work of
improving how we care for our Nation’s
retirees has not ended. The current
cost of living formula that ties seniors’
COLA to the Consumer Price Index
tracks inflation across the economy.
Our Nation’s economic downturn has
prevented America’s seniors from re-
ceiving an adequate cost of living ad-
justment, and that’s not right.

The Consumer Price Index for wage
earners tells us that goods and services
are less expensive than they were in
the third quarter of 2008, but the sen-
iors in my district and across America
know that their prices continue to go
up. The fact is, our Social Security
cost of living calculator is insufficient
and just doesn’t reflect the true cost of
living for seniors. The measurement of
determining seniors’ cost of living
should be indexed to, well, seniors’ cost
of living.

I have trouble explaining to my con-
stituents that even though their part B
premiums went up and their copay
went up, and even though prescription
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drug prices are through the roof, they
don’t get a cost of living increase be-
cause the price of cell phones and sup-
porting equipment went down.

In the worst economic downturn
since the Great Depression, seniors are
losing their pensions, watching their
home values drop. And, on top of all
that, the agenda that the Republicans
have put forth threatens to privatize
this sacred trust.

And while this Congress has had to
make the hard choices after inheriting
an economy in shambles, the men and
women serving our country on the
commission, on the task force looking
at the challenges facing our country
fiscally, have the unenviable task of
reducing our deficit and getting our na-
tional debt under control.

I would simply remind the distin-
guished members of the commission
that before this great recession, Social
Security has run a surplus every year
since the 1980s and, in fact, today has
$2.5 trillion in reserves.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of America’s
seniors, I would say to the members of
the commission that a deficit commis-
sion should not undercut a program
that contributes nothing to our deficit.

Just a month ago, the good people of
Florida’s 19th District sent me to Con-
gress to fight for our seniors, our com-
munity, and our values. And I'm happy
to tell them that, with my Democratic
colleagues here today, this Congress is
making these values a top priority.

And I’'m pleased to reassure the sen-
iors in Palm Beach and Broward Coun-
ties that, as a part of the Seniors Task
Force, I'll be a tireless defender of So-
cial Security and Medicare and a dedi-
cated advocate for policies that protect
the health and financial security of
America’s seniors.

I'm thrilled to stand here with my
colleagues.

Ms. SPEIER. I thank the gentleman
from Florida for his passionate com-
mitment to seniors.

I'd like to address this whole issue of
mortgages. You know, so many Ameri-
cans have seen their homes being fore-
closed on over the last 2 to 3 years. The
numbers are staggering. We’re talking
about, 7, 8, 9 million homes. And I
think that there’s a misconception
that somehow those are all younger
families, but the truth is many of these
people are senior citizens.

One of the protections in the Wall
Street reform is that we are going to
deal with banning predatory mortgage
lending, and I want to just share with
you one example.

This is back in 2000, at the age of 57,
Willie Howard, who, at long last, be-
came a homeowner. He had this tiny
house here in Washington, DC, of 963
square feet. Now, Willie never learned
how to read, so he proved to be an easy
touch for refinancing offers as the
housing bubble inflated.

By May of 2005, his $108,000 loan had
ballooned to $137,000 because he had
been courted by mortgage brokers who
wanted to suggest that he could, in
fact, save more money.
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By October of 2006, after four more
refinancings, Mr. Howard’s loan bal-
ance had ballooned to $238,000. Now,
half of the increased debt came from
$561,000 in points, fees, prepayment pen-
alties, and negative amortization. So it
really was all about the scam artists;
in this case, a mortgage broker who
wanted to churn. By getting him in and
out of loans, he was able to make more
money as a mortgage broker, and poor
Mr. Howard, who could not read, went
from having a $108,000 loan to a $238,000
loan. And as Mr. Howard said, the prob-
lem with the system is that the broker
had no obligation to act on behalf of
Mr. Howard’s best interest.

So what does Wall Street reform do
to help Mr. Howard and seniors across
this country? Two things. It requires
that they show a net tangible benefit
to the client consumer and that that
client consumer has the ability to pay.
Now, those two tests couldn’t possibly
have been met for Mr. Howard by that
mortgage broker.

So, as a result of Wall Street reform,
seniors and Americans across this
country are going to have recourse.
And, in this case, Mr. Howard would be
in a position to have that contract re-
scinded, have his costs, his consumer
costs, be they attorney’s fees or any-
thing else, paid for, and have the op-
portunity to have that particular loan
reworked in 90 days or less. That’s the
kind of benefit that accrues to seniors
in the new reform.

The final area that I thought would
be worth us spending a little time on is
the other rights that benefit seniors,
and that’s the right to know that Wall
Street bankers will not gamble away
their retirement savings. Both Mr.
DEUTCH and Ms. KILROY had spoken
about the 401(k)s turning into 201(k)s.
And as clever as that sounds, it’s tragic
when it happens, and it’s happened to
senior Americans across the country.

I'm going to talk to you about a sen-
ior citizen in my district. This is a real
story of a senior citizen who spent his
entire life as a doctor providing health
care to those who did not have re-
sources. He provided health care in a
county hospital setting, and he made,
you know, a good salary doing that. So
he retired, had a comfortable home,
had $1 million in retirement in his
401(k).

Now, he was using a financial ad-
viser, one of the slick financial advis-
ers that we’ve heard too much of over
the last couple of years, much like the
employees at Goldman Sachs who
would sell a risky investment to some-
one but, on the other hand, would short
it for their personal gain.

This particular constituent had the
situation where his financial adviser
was not looking out for his best inter-
est. So, over the course of the financial
meltdown, this constituent lost three-
quarters, three-quarters of his 401(k).
Now, that’s just outrageous on so many
scores, but particularly so when you’re
dealing with the 401(k)s of senior citi-
zens who don’t have the luxury of try-
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ing to find other ways of making up
that money, don’t have the ability to
go back to work.

And our financial service reform is
going to make sure that that par-
ticular activity of Wall Street gam-
bling away retirement savings can no
longer happen because we do have the
standards put in place.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

WHAT THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE DOING

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ADLER of New Jersey). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2009, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. AKIN) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, I’'ll be right
with you as we get our charts adjusted
here and get started for the evening.

It’s a pleasure to be able to join you
this evening and to talk, once again,
about subjects that are on the list of
attention for many Americans, the
kind of questions people are paying at-
tention to, things that make people
concerned, and overall questions re-
garding jobs and our economy.

And if you step back a considerable
distance and get way outside of Wash-
ington, D.C., one of the things that you
can see if you look over a long period
of time is that there’s a big debate as
to what the Federal Government
should be doing—in fact, that is kind of
the main political debate—and should
the government be doing a whole 1ot of
things or should it be doing a smaller,
limited number of things.

We have just heard over the previous
40 or 50 minutes from the Democrat
Party, and they were very excited
about all the things the government
was doing. The government was in-
volved in all of these handouts to dif-
ferent people and the different ways of
trying to show compassion, and so they
were very interested in seeing that the
Federal Government was involved in a
whole lot of different things.

There’s a different perspective on
that, and that is that the Federal Gov-
ernment should be involved in a small-
er number of things and that, in fact,
the government should be limited, the
Federal Government should be limited.
We should leave a lot of things to the
State government, and local govern-
ments also should be taking responsi-
bility. The Federal Government should
not be the big mother giving everybody
whatever they want. And so this debate
goes back and forth as to what should
the Federal Government be doing.

Now, if we take a look, there are
some things we could learn from his-
tory. We do recall that there was a
very famous, well-known nation that
you’ve heard of, read of many times,
and they had the philosophy that it
was the job of the government to pro-
vide these basic necessities to their
citizens. They believed the government
should provide food and a place for peo-
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ple to live. They believed that the gov-
ernment should provide education and
that the government should provide
health care to the citizens. After all, if
you don’t have health care, you’ll get
sick. And they also believed that the
government should provide jobs for
their citizens. And so that nation oper-
ated under that principle that the Fed-
eral Government should be providing
food and clothing and a place to live,
education, health care, and a job.

O 2015

Yet we watched that nation. It was a
big threat to America, and over a pe-
riod of time, it totally collapsed. The
wheels fell off of it. And the nation
doesn’t exist anymore. It used to be
called the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics. We in America in the mean-
time looked at their nation, and we
said their economy is a mess. They
don’t know what they are doing. The
Federal Government cannot afford to
be giving all things to all people, and it
is much better for the private sector to
run the economy, for the Federal Gov-
ernment to be limited and just focus on
the things that it can do well.

So this is sort of the source of the
large debate today, What is it that the
Federal Government should be doing?
And of course the problem with the
Federal Government doing too much is
pretty soon you run out of money.
That is what we are starting to see all
over Europe and the governments in
Europe, but as well in our own govern-
ment, particularly over the last year
and a half.

Now, we have just heard comments
from the Democrat Party talking
about the fact that the financial and
economic crisis that we have experi-
enced was the result of Wall Street. It
was all Wall Street’s fault. Unfortu-
nately, their memories are selective.
The fault lies more than anywhere else
here in Congress. This was a govern-
ment mistake. Republican and Demo-
crat economists saw this thing coming,
they saw it a long distance away, and
politically we did not have the will to
deal with it and solve the problem.

How did this all happen? Well, we
came up with a nifty idea a good num-
ber of years ago that it would be a nice
thing if people who were very bad in-
vestment risks had the opportunity to
buy their own home. And so what we
demanded was that banks had to make
loans to people who were a poor credit
risk. So we said you got to make a cer-
tain percentage of your loans like that.
So the banks are going, boy, this
doesn’t seem like a very good idea. You
are demanding that we make loans to
people who probably can’t pay back
their loan.

I don’t know how you could try to
say that that’s a compassionate thing
to do. I don’t think a family that has a
loan that’s too big for them to pay and
that constantly is missing their mort-
gage deadlines and eventually gets
evicted from their house, somehow
that doesn’t impress me as a picture of
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compassion. But that was the desirable
thing. And so we put that into the dif-
ferent regulations and the government
mandates, and we created Freddie and
Fannie, two quasi-public, but really
private, firms which made a big busi-
ness in home loans. They gave good
prices to people, and through the years
Americans had many of their loans put
into Freddie and Fannie. But what hap-
pened was the very last year of the
Clinton administration, they kicked up
the percentage of loans that had to be
made to people who were bad credit
risks.

So we are starting to create a bit of
a problem because what happens when
all the bad credit risks don’t work?
Who is going to pay? Well, the implied
payer was, you guessed it, the poor old
taxpayer. And so we see Freddie and
Fannie moving along, and through a
series of other circumstances, particu-
larly Greenspan’s keeping the interest
rates low, the liquidity high, we see
this big bubble in real estate bubbling
right on up. From when I first came to
Congress in 2001, the housing prices al-
most doubled in about 5 years. And you
thought, boy, was I silly not to have
bought a house, because if I would have
bought a house it would have doubled
in price. And then ker-pow, the bubble
pops. When that happens, now all of
this mischief that was created by
Freddie and Fannie making bad loans
starts to come due.

Was this something that people un-
derstood? Yeah, there were people
smart enough to see it coming. In fact,
President Bush saw Freddie and
Fannie, saw that they were in serious
financial trouble, saw it was going to
be a tremendous hit on our economy
and asked the U.S. Congress for au-
thority in the very smallest ways to
regulate Freddie and Fannie. And that
you can find documented in that great
conservative oracle The New York
Times. Take a look at September 11,
2003. This is 5 years at least before the
big collapse of the economy.

He is requesting permission from
Congress to regulate Freddie and
Fannie to take care of this problem
that the liberal Democrats created,
that is, making loans to people who
couldn’t afford to pay them. Now, they
were assisted in this mischief also by
different ratings firms like Standard &
Poor’s, who rated these different in-
struments that were created with these
loans as AAA rated, which of course is
a scam: they weren’t. And the idea that
Wall Street had was that if we would
take one bad loan and we put it to-
gether with a thousand other bad loans
that we have enough diversity that all
these bad loans will not be bad loans,
which was of course a bad assumption.
Anyway, you know the story.

The Republicans passed the bill to
get more control of Freddie and
Fannie. It went to the Senate. The Re-
publicans, while they were in the ma-
jority, never had 60 votes, and the bill
died over in the Senate because the
Democrats refused to support it. In the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

meantime, the gentleman who is now
in charge of fixing some of these eco-
nomic problems was saying there is
nothing wrong with Freddie and
Fannie. And Freddie and Fannie had a
great lobbying team, ran around the
Hill here in Congress giving away hun-
dreds and hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars in PAC contributions.

So first of all, let’s not say that it
was Wall Street that created this eco-
nomic crisis. Let’s go back to the fact
that it was ACORN, that it was loans
that were made to people who couldn’t
afford to make those loans, it was
loans that were put into Freddie and
Fannie and ended up the tab now being
picked up by, you have got it, your
grandchildren and your children. So
that’s where we are.

Now, the big question is if we are
going to give all this money away to
different people the way that we have
been doing for the last year and a half,
how are we going to pay for it? Some-
body once said the trouble with social-
ism is that sooner or later you run out
of other people’s money. Well, so
what’ve we been doing? Well, the last
year and a half, boy, we’ve been doing
some spending. But one of the things
that anybody who runs a business
knows is you got to have some kind of
a budget. You have to have a plan as to
where you are going so that you can
somehow balance how much money you
are spending with what’s coming in.
You have to have some sort of a sense
of where you are going. You don’t want
to just float from month to month not
knowing what you are doing.

And so if you are going to have any
kind of decent management in a busi-
ness, you need to have a budget. Now,
some families run without a budget,
but to some degree what they do is
they just take the money that’s com-
ing in, put it in the bank, and then
they can take the money out until
they run out, then they know they got
to stop spending until the next month.
But there has to be some kind of a plan
of how you are going to proceed eco-
nomically for any kind of a good man-
agement.

I don’t think there is hardly anybody
that has stocks and bonds or whatever,
or traded on Wall Street, that doesn’t
have a budget. And of course the Con-
gress needs to have a budget too. In
fact, the Democrat whip, STENY HOYER,
made this statement: he said that en-
acting the budget was the most basic
responsibility of governing. The most
basic responsibility, according to
STENY HOYER, was that we have a plan.
Now, I agree with STENY. I do think
having a budget is very, very impor-
tant. You have got to have that.

He was joined by Congressman
SPRATT, who is the House Budget Com-
mittee chairman. And he was even
more specific: If you can’t budget, you
can’t govern. He said that in 2006. So
the Democrats, like the Republicans,
are recognizing that you have got to
have a budget. You have got to have
some Kkind of a plan. If you don’t, you

May 26, 2010

are going to start really getting off the
track economically.

So, we then find this rather sur-
prising article in The Hill newspaper
just April 14, 2010: ‘“‘Skipping a budget
resolution this year would be unprece-
dented.” Wait a minute: ‘‘Skipping a
budget resolution this year would be
unprecedented.” In other words, we
don’t have a budget? You got it right.
We don’t have a budget this year. We
don’t have a budget. Any other busi-
ness has to have a budget. Do we have
a budget? No. ‘‘Skipping a budget reso-
lution would be unprecedented. The
House has never failed to pass an an-
nual budget resolution since the cur-
rent budget rules were put into place in
1974.”

We have never not had a budget reso-
lution since 1974. So we are setting a
record this year. We have got no budg-
et. No budget. First time that’s hap-
pened since 1974, according to a Con-
gressional Research Service report.
That’s the research branch that works
for everybody in Congress.

So we have just marched off the edge
of the economic world. We have decided
rules don’t apply to us. We have good
intentions. We are going to have the
Federal Government be all things to all
people. Let’s spend some money. Let’s
take care of everybody we want to take
care of. And, hey, about this deal about
having a budget, let’s not have a budg-
et because, you know, somebody could
really beat you up if you had a budget.

I am joined by a good friend of mine,
Congresswoman LUMMIS. I don’t know
if you would like to take a minute or
two to make a comment. I would be de-
lighted to have you join us.

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the Rep-
resentative from Missouri and look for-
ward to the opportunity to join you
this evening. I am a member of the
Budget Committee. And last year we
had a lengthy budget debate in the
committee, it was very robust, to dis-
cuss possible amendments to the budg-
et. And even though the majority of
the Republican amendments to the
budget were not passed, we did pass a
budget. It was over the ‘‘no’” votes of
the Republicans. However it fulfilled a
duty of this body to pass a budget.

At $3.6 trillion, it was the largest
budget in the history of the United
States. President Obama this year pro-
posed a $3.8 trillion budget. At a time
of recession, he proposed a budget that
was $200 billion larger than the budget
the year before. And the budget the
year before included some astronom-
ical increases, such as a 39 percent in-
crease in the budget for the Environ-
mental Protection Agency.

Well, as you can see from a full day
of hearings that were held today in the
House Natural Resources Committee,
that additional 39 percent increase in
one agency’s budget in 1 year, as now
applied in the Gulf of Mexico to the oil
spill, has not yielded the kind of effi-
ciency that we expect from govern-
ment.

The United States is in charge of this
cleanup. The President of the United
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States is in charge of this cleanup. And
on occasion he has dispatched members
of his Cabinet, members of the Coast
Guard, members of other agencies to
involve themselves in the cleanup. But
the fact that they increased their budg-
et 39 percent in 1 year has not contrib-
uted to the coordination efforts of Fed-
eral agencies in cleaning up the gulf.

Mr. AKIN. I would like to reclaim my
time for just a minute. I really wanted
to inquire of you about some of these
numbers that you just said, because I
am not on the Budget Committee. And
I was kind of shocked in a way. We
haven’t not had a budget since back in
the 70s, and that was just since we put
this current budgeting process. And
we’ve always had a budget, and yet this
year we don’t have a budget, and we
are spending money at a tremendous
pace.

Is the rapid rate of spending, is that
part of the reason we don’t have a
budget, because we are just so embar-
rassed we are spending so much? Is it
because by putting a budget down it
acknowledges the complete fiscal irre-
sponsibility that we have started down
that path? Do you think that’s what it
is? Or is it just we can’t figure it out?
Why don’t we have a budget?

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-
tleman for the question. His question is
very relevant because Republicans are
asking the same question. Our chair-
man of the Budget Committee, JOHN
SPRATT, is an honorable man, and we
have pursued with him frequent efforts
to encourage him to convene the Budg-
et Committee for purposes of passing a
budget.

Normally, the Budget Committee
passes a budget by April 15. That’s part
of the traditional process of this House.
And that budget sets the ceilings or
the parameters by which the Appro-
priations Committee will act during its
efforts to vet the line items within the
budget, meaning really going through
the budget carefully, deciding what to
spend money on, what the priorities of
Congress are this year.

So it is unprecedented, as Mr. AKIN
pointed out, for this Congress not to
consider a budget. And here we are at
the end of May, fully 45 days into the
period of time during which we nor-
mally have a budget for the Appropria-
tions Committee to work with; and,
Mr. AKIN, we do not have a budget. And
it is becoming more and more apparent
every day that the Budget Committee
will not be convened.

O 2030

I am certain that JOHN SPRATT, who
is the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee, finds this painful. But I am
also of the impression that the leader-
ship within his party has encouraged
him not to convene the Budget Com-
mittee out of concern that passing a
$3.8 trillion budget, the budget as pro-
posed by the President, would set a
tone for this election year that Demo-
crats don’t want to face up to. They
don’t seem to want to face up to the
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fact that we are at over $12.9 trillion in
debt.

Mr. AKIN. Let me just stop you for a
minute here, please, because I would
like to try and get these numbers fig-
ured out a little bit. Of all of the dif-
ferent complaints I heard about Presi-
dent Bush, the one that I think I heard
the most was that he was spending too
much money. I think the people didn’t
like the fact we were at war in Iraq
very much, but I think particularly
they were worried that he was spending
too much money.

And so I guess his last year in was
2008, and that was when the Pelosi Con-
gress was here. And that was his worst
amount of deficit spending that he did,
which was about a $470 billion deficit
that year in his spending. Now, that
wasn’t good; that was about 3.1 percent
of gross domestic product, and that
was his worst spending, and he was
spending too much, and some of us
said, yes, he was, and we didn’t vote for
some of the spending.

He was followed by President Obama
the next year, which is 2009, and the
amount of deficit there was $1.6 tril-
lion, that is three times more than
Bush’s worst year. And, boy, were we
doing some spending. Then we went
from 3.1 percent of GDP all the way up
to 9.9 percent GDP, and so we just
rocked into this. I will tell you, Presi-
dent Obama made George Bush look
like Ebenezer Scrooge.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Yes. Recall that
President Obama, since he took office,
will double the debt in 5 years, triple it
in 10 years. This is absolutely
unsustainable.

When the Budget Committee met
with Mr. Orszag, who is the director of
the OMB, the Office of Management
and Budget, we asked him if this budg-
et was sustainable. In other words, if
there are adequate revenues being col-
lected to pay for the budget that we
have passed. And Mr. Orszag acknowl-
edged that there are not.

We cannot do that. Yet we do it year
after year after year.

Mr. AKIN. The thing that has, I
think, other Americans, and myself in-
cluded, concerned about, is you keep
going out into this uncharted territory
where we are spending more and more
and more money that we don’t have,
and America is banking on our good
credit. We have nations like China who
buy our Treasury bills because the Chi-
nese are very good at saving money,
and they are taking their savings and
buying our Treasury bills.

You wonder how long can we Kkeep
spending money on all Kinds of pension
and welfare programs and feel-good
programs and reward-people-for-not-
working programs and food stamp pro-
grams, and all kinds of other things
that may be nice? How long can we
continue to borrow other people’s
money to do that before it comes time
to pay the fiddler?

When we do, what is that going to
look like? That is kind of a scary
thing. This is a chart of some of these
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absolutely amazing items of spending.
This is the Wall Street bailout at $700
billion. You have got the economic
stimulus bill—I think it’s closer to $800
billion, finally, which wasn’t a stim-
ulus bill at all; it was just paying var-
ious States that had exceeded their
budgets so they could keep paying gen-
erous pensions that they can’t possibly
afford to sustain.

Then you have got the appropria-
tions, Obama appropriations and the
IMF bailout, and now you have got the
big health care thing. They are claim-
ing that’s a trillion. I think we will be
lucky to get away with it only been
being a trillion.

You put all of this stupendous spend-
ing together, and the bottom line is
they don’t want to have a budget be-
cause they don’t want people to see
that we are really pushing the edges on
things.

I have a chart here that I think is a
little bit spooky. I don’t know if you
can see it from where you are standing,
but this is debt and deficit as a percent
of gross domestic product.

What I have got here, this is deficit
as a percent of gross domestic product.
The deficit that we have in the United
States, as a percentage of GDP, is 10.3
percent. You take a look at Greece
here and their percentage as a deficit
of GDP is about 9.4 percent. Now
Greece is about to crash the European
Union because of their crazy financial
situation, their socialized medicine and
all. They can’t make it work.

And so deficit as a percentage of GDP
is 9.4, and here we are at 10.3. That
doesn’t make me feel comfortable that
we are worse off than Greece is. Then
coming across on the chart, debt as a
percent of GDP, our debt is 90.9 percent
of GDP. Greece is worse at 130, but
Greece and Italy are the only two na-
tions of Europe that are worse off than
America is.

So these numbers don’t give us cause
to be very comfortable with our eco-
nomic situation. I am wondering
whether that’s not the reason why the
Democrats don’t want to put a budget
in front of people, because they are
going to realize somebody is going to
get wise that we are just blowing the
lid off of any kind of economic sanity
by our excessive spending.

Mrs. LUMMIS. It was not 3 weeks
ago that the United States had a sale
of the U.S. Treasuries that was under-
subscribed, which means there were
not enough purchasers of our debt for
that particular bond issue of TU.S.
Treasuries that day, which is to say
that in order to attract buyers of our
debt, we are going to have to pay a
higher interest rate to the people who
are willing to lend us the money, which
is to say that our interest rate pay-
ments are going to go up, which means
a larger portion of the annual Federal
budget will have to go towards paying
the interest on our national debt,
which is to say that it is a potential
trigger for inflation.

Inflation is a job killer. We have
asked the Japanese, who had a period
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of time in the 1990s called the forgotten
decade, how we can avoid, in the
United States, having a forgotten dec-
ade? They have told us, don’t raise
taxes during a recession.

So we are in a conundrum. If we raise
taxes, we will increase the length of
the recession, potentially. If we don’t
raise taxes, the deficit will grow, po-
tentially leaving us, in my opinion,
with one good choice. The good choice
is to cut spending. How does this Con-
gress cut spending? This Congress has
never cut spending.

I am delighted to be a Member of
Congress at a time of economic turmoil
because I come from the State of Wyo-
ming.

Wyoming is a State where we have
had boom and bust cycles because of
our dependence on the economies of
oil, gas, and coal. As commodities go,
the State of Wyoming goes. When I was
a Wyoming legislator, I experienced
both a boom and a bust cycle, and what
we had to do was reduce spending.

Recently, the Wyoming Legislature
reduced spending to the tune of over 10
percent. In Wyoming, it is customary
to adjust to these types of belt-tight-
ening, and expenditures during times of
largesse.

So when we have money, we have in-
vested in the University of Wyoming,
invested in the bricks and mortar of
our K-12 system, invested in our tech-
nology, in our economy. Yet, when we
have to tighten our belts, we do it
across the board. You know, it’s not
the best way to budget. We in Wyoming
acknowledge it’s not the best way to
budget.

But I do believe that if we could cut
spending across the board, domestic
spending, that is, we would have an op-
portunity to reduce those expenditures.
But I would also acknowledge that
without addressing the entitlement sit-
uation we can never get a handle on
our budget concerns.

That is why I commend, to the atten-
tion of everyone within earshot, a plan
that was developed by PAUL RYAN, the
ranking Republican member of the
Budget Committee. It can be reviewed
at www.americanroadmap.org. It pro-
vides the path, the glide path, towards
our economic recovery without raising
taxes. It takes a long time, it’s not
without pain. There are, as PAUL al-
ways likes to say, sharp knives in the
drawer.

But, nevertheless, it does it in a re-
sponsible fashion, without raising
taxes, and addresses, long term, the
consequences of overspending and of
our potential of becoming a European-
style social democracy and a culture of
dependency.

Mr. AKIN. Well, I very much appre-
ciate the expertise that you bring from
Wyoming. The idea of cutting spending
here, that’s got to be the closest thing
to a swear word you can say in Wash-
ington, D.C., the idea of cutting spend-
ing.

Yet I just heard less than an hour ago
the Democrats just raving about the
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wonders of Social Security and their
Medicare and Medicaid programs, the
three major entitlements, all of which
a Democratic economist, a Republican
economist, all agree that they are on a
train-wreck path in a fairly short pe-
riod of time. Because these entitle-
ments are just like starting a robot,
some machine that gets going. You cre-
ate the law, the law gives out money to
people, and it just runs. If you don’t
touch it, it just Kkeeps giving out
money.

And the trouble is, it’s giving out
more money than we have. What’s
going to happen is you are not going to
have anything to spend any money on
for Defense or any other program be-
cause Medicare, Medicaid, Social Secu-
rity, will eat the entire budget up.

What you are saying is correct. We
need some of that common sense that
says, wait a minute, we just can’t keep
running more and more and more gov-
ernment giveaways.

It gets back to the question, do we
really want to follow the model of the
Soviet Union down the primrose path
into just economic collapse, because we
know it didn’t work. It’s not working
well for Europe, and we know what the
models are that make for a prosperous
and healthy and good economy.

And it’s what you are saying; one of
the main things you have to do is to
cut taxes. The interesting thing is that
the Democrat, JFK, figured that out.
He cut taxes because we were in a re-
cession. He cut taxes and found out a
very fascinating thing: That the reces-
sion stopped, the economy got strong-
er, and he actually collected more tax
revenues with a lower tax rate. It
seems like it’s like making water run
uphill, but it’s not.

What happens is you have more eco-
nomic activity. Because of that there
are more taxes that are generated be-
cause there are more transactions and,
therefore, the government actually
raises more money by cutting taxes.
JFK figured it out. Ronald Reagan did
the same thing, and it worked like a
champ for him, and George Bush did
the same thing. He did some serious
tax cuts and moved us from recession
to recovery.

Because he understood this basic
principle: There are certain things that
are job killers, and one of the worst
ones is excessive taxation. Why is that
true? Well, because, the people who
make jobs are businesses, and the busi-
ness people have to have some of their
own money to plow back into the busi-
ness to put a new wing on a building, to
buy a new machine tool, to start a new
process, and to get a new plant going
somewhere.

They have to have some money. If
you tax it all away from them, then
they are not going to have money and
they can’t make jobs. FDR found that
out the very hard way. They kept driv-
ing and driving and driving the tax-
ation of business owners. Instead of
just creating, business owners that
were hiding and hunkered down inside
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their businesses—they closed them
down. The businesses closed, and all
the employees were laid off.

Mrs. LUMMIS. One of the great iro-
nies of being a freshman in Congress is
you see who people quote. It is so iron-
ic that we Republicans, as Mr. AKIN
and I are, frequently quote JFK. JFK
never disavowed American exception-
alism.
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He acknowledged American excep-
tionalism and he harnessed American
exceptionalism. And it is fascinating
that we find ourselves frequently re-
turning to his speeches, as Repub-
licans, to review the importance of
American exceptionalism in stimu-
lating the economy and growing the
economy and acknowledging what Ron-
ald Reagan acknowledged, that we are
a shining city on a hill and that we are
to be emulated, but only to be emu-
lated when we deserve to be emulated.

And it is at this time in our coun-
try’s history when we need to review
those great leaders and our great Con-
stitution and the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and our founding principles
in a manner which provides the road-
map to our future. And, indeed, it does.

When we return to our Constitution
and our Declaration of Independence,
we are reminded that we were endowed
by our Creator with certain inalienable
rights, not by our government, by our
Creator, and that we chose and con-
sented to be governed and that we
chose and consented to be governed
pursuant to a Constitution that pro-
vided limited obligations to the Fed-
eral Government and reserved the re-
mainder of the rights to the States and
to the people. If we in Congress would
vet bills pursuant to that model, we
would return to that shining city on a
hill and we could turn over to our chil-
dren and grandchildren the Nation that
we inherited from our parents.

It is stunning—and Mr. AKIN has seen
these numbers—that people in America
today, when you ask them, Do you
have a higher standard of living than
your parents, acknowledge that indeed
we do. And then you ask those same
baby boomers, Do you believe your
children will enjoy a higher standard of
living than we do? They say no.
They’re concerned. They see a path, a
pattern, a culture of dependency form-
ing.

But I'm convinced that this year
being another election year and an-
other opportunity for government of
the people to rise up, to take control,
and to consent to being governed in the
way they wish to be governed, that we
will see an opportunity next year to re-
turn to government of the people and
to our founding principles.

Now, Mr. AKIN and I both know that
that will all be for naught unless those
who are in a position to govern next
year take seriously the messages of the
people of this country. And I can as-
sure you, based on what I have heard as
a freshman Member of Congress, that
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we will indeed take seriously the mes-
sages of the people in this country and
that we will restore for the American
people our first principles and that we
are going to be able to be a strong, vi-
brant country and proud to hand the
reins to our children and grand-
children.

I yield back.

Mr. AKIN. Well, I very much appre-
ciate the little history lesson and also
the shot of inspiration that you have
shared with us, the idea of the shining
city on a hill.

I think that there are a lot of people
that can be quoted. I'm thinking of
good old Alexis de Tocqueville, a
Frenchman who traveled around Amer-
ica, took a look at our system and said
he looked for the secret of America’s
greatness. And he had a great quote
along those lines, but one of the things
he said was: You have a weakness in
America, and that is, if the public real-
izes that they can vote themselves lar-
gesse out of the public treasury, you're
really going to be in trouble.

There’s another name for that. It’s
called socialism; the idea that voters
can demand the Federal Government to
keep giving them more and more stuff.
The problem with that system is that
eventually you run out of other peo-
ple’s money. That was one of the great
weaknesses that Alexis de Tocqueville
saw with our system, that because we
are a self-governing people, because
people have the right to vote, they can
also make irresponsible votes and they
can perpetuate a socialistic system.

A lot of Americans don’t really know
what socialism means anymore. They
don’t understand that the concept of
American law was that people are all
equal before the law, that Lady Justice
is not supposed to give a special deal to
a rich person or a poor person or any-
body else, that people are all equal be-
fore the law.

The Pilgrims experimented with so-
cialism. It was demanded of them by
the agreement that they made with the
loan sharks of London that financed
the expedition to send the Pilgrims to
America. So it was forced on them and
they agreed to it, to have everybody
take all of their corn that they grew
and everything they produced over at
the new colony in Plymouth and divide
it equally and then send the shares
back to London.

Well, that lasted less than about a
year or so. And Governor Bradford saw
everybody starving to death, and they
pitched socialism, and he wrote in
“The History of Plymouth Planta-
tion,” he said: As though men were
wiser than God. And he said: This is an
experiment that’s been tried among
godly, hardworking people, and every-
body can take a look at our example
and see that this isn’t going to work.

So the Pilgrims understood it. Unfor-
tunately, our Congress today doesn’t
seem to understand it, and that’s why
you see these kinds of things.

Here’s the Federal Government em-
ployment numbers. We’re trying to cre-
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ate employment. Well, that’s one way
to do it; go hire everybody. What’s the
trouble with this theory? Well, every
time you hire somebody in the govern-
ment, you lose two jobs in the private
sector. So now after we’ve passed this
wonderful stimulus bill—which we were
told if we didn’t pass it, unemployment
might get to 8 percent. We’re now close
to 10 percent unemployment, and we
continue to do the very things which
kill jobs, particularly worst of which is
taxation.

But this is an alarming trend as well,
government employment going up. And
I think a recent study just indicated
that the average government employee
makes twice as much money as the av-
erage civilian employee in America.
That is not a good trend, because pret-
ty soon everybody is going to be work-
ing for the government—that’s not
very hard to break that equation—and
then who’s going to be paying?

I see my good friend, Congressman
GOHMERT from Texas, coming to bring
us a little bit of Texas wisdom, per-
haps.

Lou, would you join us, please.

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you for yield-
ing.

Actually, I was going to bring a bit of
John Adams’ wisdom because, to follow
up on my colleague’s wonderful quotes
and references to history, John Adams,
toward the end of his life, said: The
longer I've lived, the more I've come to
understand that one worthless man is a
shame, two is a law firm, and three is
a Congress.

I yield back.

Mr. AKIN. Hey, let’s do that one
again. One worthless man is a shame,
two is a law firm, and three is a Con-
gress. Congress was smaller in those
days, I suppose.

Well, thank you for that bit of Texas
wisdom.

Here’s another chart that runs along
with it. This is private sector employ-
ment, government employment. You
can see what’s happened here. We're
doing some employment, all right. It’s
the government that’s doing the em-
ployment. But you take a look at the
blue line—this is the private sector em-
ployment—you see jobs going down
like a submarine. And that isn’t just a
statistic, that isn’t just a fact, that is
suffering—suffering in our economy,
suffering with lots of people who don’t
have jobs, a lot of younger people mov-
ing back with their parents. The house
is full of people because we’re having
trouble with not having the jobs.

Now, what kills the jobs?

Well, first of all, excessive taxation
is a big deal. Insufficient liquidity is
another problem. Our banking regu-
lators are so tough that it makes it
very, very hard for businesses to get
loans. A third big job Kkiller is eco-
nomic uncertainty. Boy, oh, boy, do we
have some of that. Who knows what
we’re going to do next.

We just passed this socialized medi-
cine bill, and everybody who has em-
ployees is going to get whacked for
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having employees. There’s a huge in-
centive we’ve created to get rid of any
excessive employees on your budget be-
cause you’re going to get taxed heavily
for socialized medicine.

And then, of course, the old standby.
If you can’t get them with too much
taxes, no liquidity, and uncertainty,
then you hit them with red tape and
government mandates.

You put this together, and you’ve got
a great formula to destroy jobs in
America, and we have been doing this
in a massive kind of way.

Here’s kind of a list of some of the
Obama plan taxes:

Cap-and-tax. That’s that tax on en-
ergy. Do you remember how the Presi-
dent said, I'm not going to tax anybody
who makes less than $250,000? And then
he comes up with this deal, that you
get taxed when you flip your light
switch. I don’t know how in the world
you can Kkeep those two things sepa-
rate, that you’re going to only tax peo-
ple making $250,000, and then nail them
with a tax when you flip your light
switch.

Did you want to make a comment? I
would be happy if you want to jump in,
Congresswoman.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Thank you, Mr. AKIN.

Would you be so kind as to pull the
chart up that you have behind you, the
one that displays what has happened to
private sector employment versus pub-
lic sector employment?

As you can see from the chart, pri-
vate sector employment is an upside
down U, in that in the year since the
majority party has switched hands and
Democratic control of Congress has
been in place, we have seen private sec-
tor employment decline dramatically.
At the same time, we have seen public
sector employment increase to the
tune of about 188,000 public sector
workers increase. At the same time,
we’ve lost about 12 million private sec-
tor employees.

Now, I have a bill that I believe will
begin to address this serious problem
that we see with regard to employ-
ment. It is the Workforce Reduction
Act, but it does it without firing any-
one. It does it through attrition. The
bill provides that for every employee
who vacates a position due to retire-
ment or moving on, that that position
would be moved into a position pool. In
fact, for every 100 retirements that oc-
curs in the Federal Government, 50 po-
sitions would be moved into a position
pool, the other 50 positions, vacant,
would be eliminated. And then agencies
would need to apply for reinstatement
of a position based on necessity.

Those agencies who critically need
employees, such as possibly the Min-
erals Management Service, in its en-
forcement functions in the Gulf of
Mexico, would be likely recipients of
employees in order to meet the obliga-
tions of the Federal Government to
protect our borders with regard to the
encroachment of oil that is seeping
into the Gulf of Mexico. For other posi-
tions which are less mission-critical,
those agencies would downsize.
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Now, this is not going to be dramati-
cally harmful to Federal agencies be-
cause, as I said, since the Obama ad-
ministration took office, 188,000 new
Federal employees have been added,
and this excludes people that were
hired pursuant to the decennial census.
Consequently, we know that somehow
we survived without these employees
prior to President Obama taking office.

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, all
of these things are really indicators
that we’ve got a Federal Government
that is out of control. We’re hiring too
many Federal employees, spending too
much money. We don’t even have a
budget for the first time since the sev-
enties. This is not a good picture.

Congressman GOHMERT.

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, I appreciate
you yielding, and I appreciate the gen-
tlelady mentioning the Minerals Man-
agement Service. I know she was
present for hearings today that the Di-
rector of the MMS was testifying. We
had the Secretary of the Interior for a
while testifying and his Deputy Sec-
retary testifying. We had a Coast
Guard admiral testifying. But I'll tell
you what, after hearing the testimony
about MMS, I'm very concerned that
adding more jobs there is just creating
more problems. There is so much mis-
management, so much impropriety, it
sounds like, that that would be a disas-
trous mistake to add to the MMS.

But let me point out, as the Director
of the MMS testified, they have de-
cided that the MMS would be better
nonexistent, so now they’re dividing it
into three different groups. And you
talk about Texas, back home, if you
have a pond that has become stagnant
and it has begun to stink and become
rancid, it doesn’t matter how many
ways you divide that pond, it still
stinks. And they’re not going to ad-
dress the management problems.
They’re not going to address the fact
that—and get this, the only entity
within the Minerals Management Serv-
ice that is unionized—and if we were
out somewhere else I might expect a
drumroll—but it is the offshore inspec-
tors, the only entity within MMS
that’s unionized.

And we come to find out that as crit-
ical as those offshore inspectors were
to protecting our country, to pro-
tecting our environment, to protecting
all of those thousands and thousands
and thousands of livings that were
gained off of the coast area, the protec-
tion was an appropriate offshore in-
spector. And yet when I asked the Di-
rector of MMS was there a good way to
have a check or balance so that some-
body ensured the offshore inspector
was adequately doing their job and
making sure that when they finally
bothered to go out and watch a blowout
preventer be tested that somebody
made sure they were really doing their
job because, as I'm sure you all know,
there’s an investigation currently
going on about some of the gifts and
perks and things that were provided by
peopl being inspected to those doing
the inspection.
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Well, how do you guard against im-
proprieties?

The director said, Well, we had a sys-
tem that fixed that. We had two off-
shore inspectors who would go out at
the same time to an offshore rig. That
way, they could kind of watch over
each other’s shoulders and make sure
they were doing the right thing.

So my question was then, Would it
have been a good idea that the last in-
spectors that you sent out—a union
team that went out to the Deepwater
Horizon rig, who were ordered to watch
each other and to carefully make sure
that they did their jobs—were a father
and son union team?

She was not able to comment because
that was under investigation.

Folks, we’ve unionized people, which
means there are going to be restric-
tions on how much travel they can do
and on how many hours they can
spend, and that’s normally part of the
union contract. There are some areas
in the country where we need unions to
make sure that things are done fairly;
but we’re talking about the govern-
ment, our United States Government
that is supposed to protect us. I mean,
these guys out there are protecting our
lands, our livelihoods. It’s almost like
the military. They’re on a mission.

Can you imagine if the military were
unionized and if they said, We’ll only
work so many hours a day, and we’re
going to restrict the amount of travel
we’re going to be able to do. What kind
of union contract would you get for the
military? The offshore inspectors and
the MMS are supposed to be protecting
us and our country.

I yield back.

Mr. AKIN. I’d just like to jump in if
I could, gentleman.

I'm detecting a certain level of skep-
ticism on your part whether or not this
government agency was really very ef-
fective in protecting us and in pre-
venting a massive environmental mess.
I guess the question I have is—you’re
suggesting that maybe a government
agency isn’t that reliable. Yet we just
trusted the government with all of
America’s health care. Does that make
you feel comfortable now that you see
how the government is working in the
MMS area?

Mr. GOHMERT. Actually, I'm not
just skeptical of the MMS. I'm telling
you it’s a disaster. It was a disaster
with MMS, and it was a disaster that
their performance was allowed to hap-
pen.

We’re going to find out there is some-
body responsible—maybe one, maybe
many—at British Petroleum, but we
know for sure—and it came up in the
hearing today as well—that the Presi-
dent had previously mentioned that he
wanted to end the coziness between in-
spectors, or people with the govern-
ment, who were supposed to manage
the oil companies and make sure they
were doing the right things, the Big Oil
companies.

So that inspired some double-check-
ing. We had hearings before about the 2
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years, 1998 and 1999, during which the
Clinton administration had employees
who pulled the price control adjust-
ment language out of the offshore
leases. Originally, I was thinking it
cost millions. It cost hundreds of mil-
lions, and now there are billions of dol-
lars that have gone to Big Oil that
should have gone into the Federal
Treasury.

When we had a hearing a couple of
years ago about that, I asked the In-
spector General—and this was a Clin-
ton—

Mr. AKIN. Appointee.

Mr. GOHMERT. Appointee. Origi-
nally, he was the Inspector General. He
is now in another capacity.

I asked him, Did you not interview
these two people who had the most
knowledge about why that language
was pulled out?

He said, Well, they left the govern-
ment. They’re not with the govern-
ment, so I can’t do anything about it.

He could call them. He could see if
they wanted to talk. He didn’t even
bother to do that.

So, after the President’s comment
about the coziness, I had to go back
and check. Whatever happened to those
two ©people the Inspector General
couldn’t talk to?

Well, one of them, when she left the
Clinton administration, went to work
for a company called British Petro-
leum. Perhaps you’ve heard of them.
She had three major officer/director
positions with British Petroleum, but
as of June of last year, Secretary
Salazar and this administration hired
her to come to work for the Minerals
Management folks, so she is now——

Mr. AKIN. So, when we’re talking
about a cozy relationship here, it’s
very cozy.

Mr. GOHMERT. It’s very cozy.

Mr. AKIN. So Obama’s person in
charge, Salazar, who is in charge of
this thing, basically hired somebody
out to basically do this oversight?

Mr. GOHMERT. Who had been work-
ing for 9 years for British Petroleum—
that’s correct—in high capacities. So
it’s interesting to hear about that cozy
relationship.

Mr. AKIN. What was her name, gen-
tleman?

Mr. GOHMERT. Her name is Sylvia
Baca, B-A-C-A.

It was interesting, though, to learn—
and I didn’t really realize this—but no-
body with the Minerals Management
Service goes through a confirmation
process in the Senate. This is com-
pletely an extension of the White
House. Whatever the administration is,
the Minerals Management Service is
part of the administration. The Con-
gress has no authority to confirm, to
say ‘‘yes” or ‘“‘no’” to somebody who is
appointed. This is an extension of the
President’s own hand, his running the
Minerals Management Service; and we
have absolutely got to clean house. The
trouble is it’s not our house. It’s the
President’s house and that of the Min-
erals Management Service.
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Mr. AKIN. As to my understanding,
doesn’t the law require that the Presi-
dent in a major environmental disaster
like this—I've been told that the Fed-
eral law requires that the President
take charge of the situation.

Has he been down there basically
running it and calling the shots?

Mr. GOHMERT. I understand he has
been there, but as some of our friends
from Louisiana have pointed out—and
Governor Jindal has been fighting the
President through the MMS and
through his responders—they gave full
authority to British Petroleum to
make all the calls. So the Louisiana
folks, the people along the gulf, who
are wanting to mitigate and who are
trying to get protection and protect
themselves, had to get permission from
British Petroleum, which was not giv-
ing it.

We heard in the hearing today that
there were people in Louisiana, along
the gulf, who wanted to build barriers
to this oil coming in. Yet all we heard
from the administration’s representa-
tives was, Well, we’re still discussing
those to see—we’re worried that could
end up creating more problems than it
solves because when they build the lit-
tle barriers to the oil coming into
those marshes, it might actually pull
more oil in.

They’re discussing it. The oil is in
the marshes. It’s killing animals and
killing wildlife right now, and we heard
today in the hearing that they’re just
discussing it, and they’re trying to fig-
ure out if they may do more good than
harm or if they may do more harm
than good. It’s outrageous what’s going
on.

The President does need to take
charge. It is a disaster of massive pro-
portion. British Petroleum is at the
helm, but the White House should not
have given them the authority to just
make all the calls. It’s unbelievable
the disaster that occurred and now the
disaster that is being created by the
failure to respond.

I asked the admiral in charge of the
Coast Guard, you know, How many
ships have you moved into the area in
the last 37 days? They’ve moved four
major boats into the area. That’s it.
That’s it. We could have moved the
Navy. We could have had all kinds of
response. The President has all kinds
of resources, and he is just basically
letting all this happen.

Now, British Petroleum needs to be
made to pay, and it shouldn’t be lim-
ited to $75 million—absolutely not—but
we’ve got to have a better response.
People are losing their livelihoods.
They’ve already lost their lives. It has
got to come to an end.

I yield to my friend.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. AKIN. I do yield, lady.

Mrs. LUMMIS. It is the power of the
purse that this Congress holds that al-
lows us to gain control of situations
like this, and that is why this discus-
sion is so important. I thank the gen-
tleman from Missouri for including us.
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I yield back.

Mr. AKIN. I thank you, lady.

We’ve been talking about a broad
range of different topics today; but in
general, it is the condition of our econ-
omy.

The thing I would like to be sure that
we don’t do is to leave with the impres-
sion that there aren’t solutions to
these problems, but the solutions in-
clude, one, we’re going to have to back
off our just giving away money to ev-
erybody. We’'re going to have to reduce
Federal spending. What we’re going to
have to also do is to use the power of
reducing taxes to increase government
revenues. So we have to reduce taxes in
order to get the economy back and
going and to start creating jobs.

Now, if we want to continue the for-
mula of destroying jobs the way we
have been, what’s going to happen is
that it’s going to be harder and harder
to get the economy back on track, but
there is a solution. It’s not com-
plicated. It involves doing tax cuts se-
lectively to allow those small busi-
nesses to start creating jobs again, and
we have to get off their backs with reg-
ulations and red tape. We have to in-
crease their ability to get liquidity,
but we also have to stop taxing and
taxing and taxing. All of the talk about
concern about jobs is just a bunch of
lip service because every one of these
things is a job killer:

Cap-and-Tax. They’re going to tax
energy.

Health care taxes, a massive effect of
destroying jobs. There are all kinds of
businesses now that are asking, How
can I get my employees under 50 so I
don’t have to get involved in this?

The death tax. Taxes on inheritances.
This is another thing that is going to
tie up money that could be invested in
business and that could create jobs.

The capital gains tax. This is one of
the big things that helped create jobs
before. This is going to expire next
year. So there are solutions to these

problems, but the solutions require
some grown-up leadership in Wash-
ington, D.C.

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your in-
dulgence this evening. I yield back.

——————

JEWISH AMERICAN HERITAGE
MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this evening to
proudly commemorate the fifth annual
Jewish American Heritage Month,
which takes place in communities
across the country each May.

Jewish American Heritage Month
promotes awareness of the contribu-
tions American Jews have made to the
fabric of American life—from tech-
nology and literature, to entertain-
ment, politics and to medicine.
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It is a concept that was brought to
me by leaders in the south Florida
Jewish community 5 years ago when I
was first elected to serve in this body.
It was an idea born of the concern that,
although there have been 355 years of
Jewish life in America, there is still a
tremendous lack of understanding
about Jewish culture in that Jews are
both a religion and a heritage in terms
of our traditions and our community.
Because we are less than 2 percent of
the population in America, most people
in America have either never met a
Jewish person or have rarely, if ever,
interacted with a Jewish person, so our
traditions are often a foreign concept.

It was felt by the leaders in my Jew-
ish community that, in having a month
dedicated to cultural and educational
programming, particularly in non-Jew-
ish communities, it would raise aware-
ness, foster understanding and deal
with some of the concerns over the fact
that, of the bias incidents that have
been documented by the FBI and by
the Anti-Defamation League, literally
65 percent of those bias incidents in re-
cent years have been anti-Jewish bias.
If we can use Jewish American Herit-
age Month, now in its 5th year, to fos-
ter understanding and tolerance, then
hopefully we can reduce anti-Semitism
and bigotry in this country.

As we are well aware, the foundation
of our country is built upon the
strengths of our unique cultures and
backgrounds. Yet, while our diversity
is America’s strength, ignorance and
intolerance about the culture and
about the traditions and accomplish-
ments of the Jewish people are, unfor-
tunately, still really prevalent.

Again, Jews make up only 2 percent
of our Nation’s population, and as a re-
sult, we need to make sure that people
in America understand that there have
been so many different things and that
so much of American history has been
touched by a significant contribution
of American Jews.

Tonight, my colleagues who are join-
ing me on the floor to acknowledge and
to mark the 5th annual Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month are going to talk
about some of the impacts that the
Jewish community has had throughout
American history.

It is my privilege to yield to my
friend, the gentleman from Colorado,
JARED POLIS.
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Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentlelady
from Florida.

I am here tonight to talk about the
Jewish history in the West and in Colo-
rado. Colorado was still an untamed
wilderness when gold was discovered
near Pike’s Peak in 1858. The 59ers, for-
tune hunters from across the country,
came to our State, growing the popu-
lation and building a diverse economy.
Jews, too, were part of that quest.

Over the millennia, our Jewish peo-
ple have suffered many exiles, often
wandering and migrating from one
country to another, frequently meeting
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with hostility and hardship. It was in
that spirit that Jews immigrated to
the American West, where we estab-
lished viable communities and main-
tained the Jewish heritage, despite
great obstacles.

The unpredictability of gold mining
and a growing demand for supplies en-
couraged many of the Jewish 5%ers to
establish small business in new towns
and mining camps throughout Colo-
rado. Over the next two decades, Jews
settled in Leadville, Cripple Creek,
Aspen, Trinidad, Colorado Springs,
Pueblo, Central City, and Denver.

One of the first Jewish pioneers was
Fred Zadek Salomon, who arrived in
Auraria in June of 1859. He founded and
became manager of the first general
mercantile company in Colorado. The
two were later joined by a third broth-
er, Adolph Salomon, who became the
first Jewish elected official in Colorado
as a trustee of Greeley, Colorado.

Another one of our famous early Jew-
ish Coloradans was Frances Wisebart
Jacobs, who was born in 1843 and died
in 1892. She was born in Kentucky to
Bavarian immigrants, but she moved
to Denver when she was young. She
helped organize and was president of
the Hebrew Ladies’ Benevolent Soci-
ety, and she joined with the city’s Con-
gregationalist ministers and Catholic
Archdiocese to create a multifaith
charity organization.

She also left her mark on tuber-
culosis relief, which Denver later be-
came known for, as one of the first peo-
ple to conceive of a free hospital for
the medically indigent tuberculosis
victims, for which Denver later became
known.

Frances Jacobs is memorialized as
one of 16 Colorado pioneers and the
only woman and the only Jew in a
stained glass window in the Colorado
state capital rotunda. In 1994, she was
inducted into the National Women’s
Hall of Fame, and in 2000 she was
awarded the Denver Mayor’s Millen-
nium Award.

From its humble beginnings, the Col-
orado Jewish population has grown; in
our generation, with immigrants from
the east coast, as my parents from
Brooklyn and Peekskill, New York,
moved to Colorado in the 1970s, along
with many of their fellow Jews, and
more recently immigrants from Cali-
fornia, Jews finding a new home in my
hometown of Boulder, which when I
was young and growing up, had one
synagogue. It now has six synagogues.

The town of Denver, with a longer
and more established Jewish commu-
nity, also continues to thrive with the
Jewish cultural and religious life
across the region.

I rise to proudly recognize the role of
Jews in the development of Colorado
and the Rocky Mountain West.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much, Mr. PoLIS. Your com-
ments are such a perfect example of
the unique contributions that Amer-
ican Jews have made in our history,
and you specifically highlighted exam-
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ples that most people would not have
been familiar with. I would bet that
Coloradans are not familiar with that
history. So thank you very much for
coming down and sharing that with us
this evening.

Mr. Speaker, I want to share a story
that was an experience that I lived
through. For me as a young Jewish
woman growing up in a predominantly
Jewish community in New York, on
Long Island, growing up, and then
moving to south Florida and spending
my adult life in a significant, large
Jewish community, one would think
that I had spent most of my life with-
out experiencing anti-Semitism, and I
have not experienced much in the way
of overt anti-Semitism.

But I want to share a story with my
colleagues from when I was in college
at the University of Florida. I was
standing in the hallway of my dorm
the first week of school and talking to
another young woman who I had just
met, and she saw my last name on the
door, because there are signs on the
doors with your names on them at the
beginning of each semester in most col-
lege dorms.

Somehow the subject of religion
came up. I shared with her that I was
Jewish, and her response, she was from
a tiny town in north Florida, and it
was evident after her comments that
she had never met a Jewish person be-
fore, because she said to me, ‘“You're
Jewish? I have seen pictures, but I have
never seen a real one.”

You know, growing up on Long Is-
land, and that being my first exposure
to someone who had not met a Jewish
person, I had heard that there were
people in America who thought that
Jews had horns, and we were somehow
not human. But, fortunately, I realized
at the time that that was simply a re-
flection of the fact that she had not
had experience with Jews or the Jewish
community. And as we got to know
each other, we lived on the hall to-
gether all throughout our freshman
year, we got to be very good friends,
and she realized that I was human and
that I didn’t have horns.

But it is really important, and that
story and that experience helped me
understand why we had a need for Jew-
ish American Heritage Month, just like
the experience of Black History Month
and the years and years of success of
that cultural celebration that we have
in February, and Asian Pacific Islander
Month, and Hispanic Heritage Month.
It is important that we celebrate the
diversity in this country and that all
Americans learn about the success and
contributions that all different cul-
tures have weaved together to make
America the strong, vibrant Nation
that we are today.

Again, I am really pleased to be
joined by my colleagues who are here
with me on the floor tonight.

With that, I yield to my good friend
and next door neighbor, a gentleman
who has been doing a fantastic job rep-
resenting his constituents in south
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Florida and someone who has spent
many, many years as a leader in the
organized Jewish community, Con-
gressman RON KLEIN from the great
State of Florida.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I thank the
gentlelady, and I thank the gentlelady
for bringing this forward as an impor-
tant part of our American fabric, as
she talked about Jewish American Her-
itage Month as just one of many that
make up the fabric of the United
States, the people of the United States;
the fact in many ways we are an immi-
grant population, but we are very di-
verse, both in religion, background,
ethnicity, and it is a way of celebration
that we are celebrating Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month, and we will have
the opportunity to do that tomorrow
and for weeks to come.

Being from Cleveland originally,
Cleveland, Ohio, I grew up in a family
that had roots. My family came to the
United States in the twenties from Eu-
rope, from a persecuted background in
countries where they weren’t welcome
as Jews. Of course, we know the his-
tory of what happened during the Holo-
caust.

But they came to the United States
and did what most immigrant families
did: They congregated among them-
selves initially, went to small towns,
figured it was important to get an edu-
cation, started little businesses and
things like that.

My dad had a variety store, which is,
for those of you who remember what
that is, sort of like a Woolworth’s, but
a small, independent store started by
my grandfather during the Great De-
pression, and then it was a family busi-
ness all the way through. My dad
taught me all about what it was to be
part of that American fabric.

Being Jewish was unique where I
came from, but not totally unique.
There was a Jewish community in
Cleveland. I eventually, with my wife,
moved to Florida. Obviously, in Florida
there was a larger Jewish community
where I moved to. But it was only one
generation before that that in that
same community where I grew up,
there were restrictions on where people
could live. There were restrictions in
deeds where you could purchase a home
or a condominium, and they didn’t
allow various minorities, not just
Jews, but African Americans and var-
ious others, to go into those commu-
nities and buy properties. It was only
one generation before I moved there.

So it is really sort of in our own life-
time that all these things have
changed. Of course, we know as Ameri-
cans there is still more work to be done
with various forms of discrimination.

But I do want to mention a couple of
names and sort of have some fun to-
night. First of all, the first Jewish
Member of Congress was from Florida.
In 1841, David Levy Yulee became the
first Jew to serve in Congress. It was
obviously even before the Civil War. He
eventually went on to serve in the
United States Senate. Then it was a
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long, long time after that before an-
other Jewish resident from the State of
Florida came back to represent the
community in Congress.

But I am going to mention a few en-
tertainment people, because I think
those are some of the fun people. Many
of you remember Sandy Koufax. Now,
this is not entertainment, this is
sports, but one of the great, truly great
pitchers of all time, Los Angeles Dodg-
ers. I think many of you remember
him.

He refused to pitch on Yom Kippur,
which is the most significant holiday
of the year for the Jewish community.
It was the World Series. He made a
conscious choice and sort of sent rever-
berations throughout the sports com-
munity. How could he make this deci-
sion? But he became a folk hero for
many people to say he stood up for
himself. He stood up for his religion, he
stood up for his family, and although
he wasn’t a religious man, he did some-
thing that was quite unique at that
time.

Steven Spielberg. How many of you
know Steven Spielberg and the touch
he has had on all of our lives, with the
movies and so many important cul-
tural things that he has been a contrib-
utor to? He obviously for many rea-
sons, not only as a great film director
and producer, he has also taken it upon
himself to set up the Shoa Foundation
and has funded it with others as a way
of taking the written testimony of peo-
ple who survived the Holocaust, to pre-
serve it forever. That, to me, is a great
contribution.

Groucho Marx, we all know Groucho
Marx. I won’t do the imitation because
I see my colleague from Denver, from
Colorado, over there is going to make
fun of me if I do that. But Groucho
Marx is truly one of the greats. And, of
course, it was all the Marx brothers.
They just left such a mark in that
time. They came from that background
of that early vaudeville era and sort of
expressed that great sense of humor.

So there are so many, and I know my
colleagues are going to mention one
after the other here. But I am just
happy to be here tonight to celebrate
this important milestone, to celebrate
it every year as part of this commu-
nity, to talk about it, to learn about it,
and to get our community to talk
about it and teach others as well.

I thank the gentlelady for bringing
us all together tonight.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much. I thank the gentleman
for his remarks and for taking us
through an important aspect of Jewish
life in America.

Now it is my pleasure to yield to an-
other colleague from the West, and a
leader on the House Rules Committee
who has a Rules Committee meeting
that is imminent that he needs to get
to, and a leader in the Jewish commu-

nity as well, Congressman ED
PERLMUTTER from the State of Colo-
rado.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. 1 thank my

friends from Florida.
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I wanted to follow Mr. POLIS and just
talk about the Rocky Mountain West,
which really did receive Jewish immi-
grants with open arms. Sometimes
there was discrimination, but generally
it was open arms. In New Mexico, Colo-
rado, Wyoming, ranching, farming,
mining, construction, you name it, the
Jewish community was involved in it.
Merchants, oil and gas, the Manhattan
Project down in Los Alamos in New
Mexico.

So, my family, a great-great-great
uncle immigrated from the Ukraine in
the late 1800s, was part of a mining
commune above a little town called
Center, Colorado, remained in that
mining commune for about 3 years, re-
alized he didn’t like being at about
11,000 feet in the mountains of Colo-
rado, moved to the Denver area, where
he had a small store, and that uncle
then attracted the others who immi-
grated from the Ukraine. So the young-
est brother came first, then the next
brother, the next brother, and the next
brother. My grandfather was the old-
est. He was the last to arrive from the
old country.

But the Denver area in Colorado real-
ly did allow people a chance to really
show what they were made of, and the
Jewish community in Colorado, in the
Denver area, has flourished over the
years. It has been very much a part of
the fabric of the community in chari-
table efforts, as well as education and
those kinds of things. And the heritage
that we are talking about tonight,
really at least in the Rocky Mountain
West, the Jewish community and the
Rocky Mountain West are inseparable.

I just thank my friend for organizing
our Special Order hour, and I yield
back to her.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much, Mr. PERLMUTTER. We ap-
preciate your contribution to our effort
to raise awareness and celebrate the
contributions of Jewish Americans to
American history.

It is now my pleasure to yield to one
of our newest Members, who as of just
yvesterday is no longer the most junior
Member of the House of Representa-
tives. He held that title for, oh, about
a month. He is the neighbor to the
other side of my congressional district,
and did a fantastic job as a State sen-
ator, was another leader in the orga-
nized Jewish community in south Flor-
ida, someone who has been a staunch
advocate for Israel and for issues that
are important to the Jewish commu-
nity, the gentleman from Florida, Mr.
DEUTCH.

Mr. DEUTCH. Thank you. Thank you
very much.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in recogni-
tion of the American Jewish commu-
nity’s many contributions to our Na-
tion’s society and culture. I would like
to thank my dear friend and colleague,
Congresswoman DEBBIE WASSERMAN
ScHULTZ, for her outstanding dedica-
tion to preserving Jewish history and
culture in America.

Jewish American Heritage Month
gives all Americans the opportunity to
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recognize Jewish Americans as leaders
in every facet of America’s life, from
athletics, entertainment, the arts and
academia, to business, government,
and our Armed Forces.
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Florida’s 19th District is home to the
largest, one of the largest Jewish
American populations in this country.

I'm privileged to represent many
first generation Americans whose par-
ents arrived on our shores seeking a
better life. Many of these Jewish Amer-
icans are members of the Greatest Gen-
eration. They stepped up to serve in
World War II and rebuilt this Nation
after the Great Depression. In fact,
over half a million Jewish Americans
fought for the United States in World
War II, and 11,000 of them perished
fighting for our country.

For those who arrived in Europe as
the Holocaust raged on, this war be-
came very personal. As a quote from a
Jewish Air Force officer reads, As a
Jew, it was Hitler and me. That is the
way I picture the war.

While the contributions of Jewish
American soldiers during World War II
cannot be understated, the truth is
that Jewish American soldiers have
been fighting for this country since the
Revolutionary War.

Colonel Isaac Franks and Major Ben-
jamin Nones were aides de camp to
General George Washington. Com-
modore Uriah Phillips Levy, who
served in the War of 1812, was court-
martialed six times due to his defiance
of anti-Semitism. And by the time the
Civil War broke out, there were 150,000
Jews in the United States, with 7,000
fighting for the North and 3,000 fight-
ing for the South. Senator Judah Ben-
jamin even served as Secretary of
State for the Confederacy. And al-
though Jews only made up 2 percent of
the population during World War I,
they made up 6 percent of the United
States Armed Forces.

Jewish Americans have served in
Korea and Vietnam. They’ve served in
Operation Desert Storm and in count-
less operations around the globe.
They’re among the brave young men
and women who served after September
11 in the war on terror and who are
serving bravely and valiantly in Iraq
and Afghanistan, even as we speak.

And as we approach Memorial Day, I
recognize those Jewish war veterans
who made the ultimate sacrifice for
freedom, like Major Stuart Wolfer, a
Jewish American major from my dis-
trict, a loving father of three daughters
who was killed by rocket fire in Bagh-
dad 2 years ago.

Since the Congressional Medal of
Honor, Jewish Americans have been
awarded this high honor for their dedi-
cated service to this Nation since it
was created. Six Jewish Americans re-
ceived the award in the Civil War, two
in the Indian wars in the late 1800s,
three in World War I, two in World War
II, one in the Vietnam conflict.

I am proud to also note that Flor-
ida’s 19th District is home to one of the
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largest chapters of the Jewish War Vet-
erans of America. These brave men and
women embody true patriotism, and
their dedication to this great country
is captured in their mission statement,
which reads:

We, citizens of the United States of
America of the Jewish faith who served
in the wars of the United States of
America, in order that we may be of
greater service to our country and to
one another, associate ourselves to-
gether for the following purposes:

To maintain true allegiance to the
United States of America;

To foster and perpetuate true Ameri-
canism;

To combat whatever tends to impair
the efficiency and permanency of our
free institutions;

To uphold the fair name of the Jew
and fight his or her battles wherever
unjustly assailed;

To encourage the doctrine of uni-
versal liberty, equal rights, and full
justice to all men and women;

To combat the powers of bigotry and
darkness wherever originating and
whatever their target; and

To preserve the spirit of comradeship
by mutual helpfulness to comrades and
their families.

The mission of this wonderful organi-
zation holds a special significance to
me. I'm the proud son of a Jewish war
veteran who volunteered as a teenager
to serve our country and fought in the
Battle of the Bulge, where he earned a
Purple Heart.

My dad’s no longer with us today, but
with every veteran that I meet, I hear
his voice and remember his love of
country. It’s a love of country that so
many Jewish Americans hold in their
hearts. Those who practice the Jewish
faith hold in high regard a value for
service, for justice and progress for all
people.

These are values also embedded in
the very fabric of this country. And it’s
for this reason today, on the fifth anni-
versary of Jewish American Heritage
Month, that I am so proud to recognize
the Jewish American men and women
who, for centuries, not only have
shaped our national culture, but have
defended our people in times of great
challenge.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. And thank
you, Congresswoman WASSERMAN
ScHULTZ for arranging this wonderful
evening.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you very much, Mr. DEUTCH, and I'm
really pleased that you chose to high-
light in your remarks the contribu-
tions that our Jewish war veterans
have made.

Last year, I think it was last year,
Ms. SCHWARTZ, last year, we marked,
the Jewish Members, a number of us
and some non-Jewish Members, marked
Jewish American Heritage Month by
taking a trip to the Museum of Jewish
Military History, which is based in
Washington, D.C., and it was a museum
that I was not familiar with, didn’t
know existed. And we had an oppor-
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tunity, all the way back to the Revolu-
tionary War, to see the contributions
of Jews throughout our military his-
tory and how they proudly, so many of
them, as you said, hundreds of thou-
sands, proudly fought side by side with
their fellow American citizens to de-
fend the freedom that we continue to
enjoy today.

So thank you so much for acknowl-
edging that.

It’s now my privilege to yield to my
good friend, the gentlelady from Penn-
sylvania, who has been a leader, whom
I've shared many a conversation with
in the time we have served in the Con-
gress together. We were elected in the
same year and both served as State leg-
islators, championing many of the
same cases. She was a leader on health
care in the Senate in Pennsylvania and
has been a leader in the Jewish com-
munity in her own right, and I'm so
glad you’ve joined us here tonight.

The gentlelady from Pennsylvania
(Ms. SCHWARTZ).

Ms. SCHWARTZ. I thank the gentle-
woman, and I'm very pleased to join
you this evening. Thank you for orga-
nizing it, and thank you, of course, for
your sponsorship of the resolution that
created the Jewish American Heritage
Month. And I am very pleased, as the
only Jewish member of the Pennsyl-
vania delegation, to be able to speak
tonight a bit about the contributions
of Pennsylvania’s Jewish communities,
in particular, Philadelphia’s Jewish
community and the contributions we
made.

I would be remiss if I didn’t also say
that I appreciate our colleague’s com-
ments before about Jewish veterans.
And as many of my colleagues know,
my father was a veteran serving in the
Korean War, and certainly those expe-
riences have helped inform who I am.

But this evening, I did want to talk a
bit about some other subjects, and, in
particular, let me start by saying that
William Penn, who founded Pennsyl-
vania in 1682 as a colony, did so making
sure that the colony was based on reli-
gious tolerance.

The Philadelphia Jewish community
has been around for a very long time
and really came really expecting and
being honored to be able to experience
that religious tolerance, particularly
in Philadelphia, and has been a part of
Jewish Philadelphia and the Philadel-
phia community for generations. As
early as 1735, Nathan Levy established
himself in the import/export trade with
his cousin David Franks in the bustling
Philadelphia port. Well, today the
Philadelphia port is still bustling, and
it is one of the busiest ports in the Na-
tion.

Philadelphia Jews have contributed
to our national fabric through sciences,
public service and through the arts.
Just to name a few—and it’s always
risky to just name a few, but I will—
philanthropist Sam Guggenheim and
Watergate counsel Samuel Dash,
Science Nobel Prize recipient Howard
Temin, and the comic Larry Fine all
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were graduates of Philadelphia’s public
magnet school, Central High School,
where my sons went to school, and cer-
tainly proud Philadelphians, and they
are among the members of Philadel-
phia’s Jewish community. Philadelphia
continues to proudly distinguish itself
as an important epicenter of American
Jewish life.

As a new Member of Congress, I was
very honored and proud to support
Temple Beth Shalom, which is located
on Old York Road in Elkins Park,
Montgomery County—I represent
Montgomery County—becoming a na-
tional historic landmark. It is the only
synagogue designed by the great Amer-
ican architect Frank Lloyd Wright,
and it is a remarkable place to see. I
would commend it to all of my col-
leagues.

And looking forward, on November
14, 2010, the National Museum of Amer-
ican Jewish History will open its spec-
tacular new facility on Philadelphia’s
Independence Mall. This museum is the
only museum in America dedicated ex-
clusively to exploring and preserving
the American Jewish experience. And
again, I encourage all of my colleagues,
Jews and non-Jews, to visit this re-
markable institution and to learn the
stories of Jewish Americans, their
challenges, their hardships, and their
successes as they became a part of the
fabric of who we are as Americans.

For me, the significance of American
Jewish Heritage Month is marked by a
story of one young woman named
Renee Perl. Over 60 years ago, Renee
fled Austria on a Kindertransport.
Some of the Jews may know what that
means. It was a children’s train. Par-
ents sent their children on this train
hoping they would be embraced by
strangers and taken care of. She was,
of course, fleeing the Holocaust. After
almost 2 years, first in Holland and
then in England, she arrived alone on
the shores of America, a 1l6-year old
without family or friends, but armed
with a keen sense of hope and expecta-
tion. As with many refugees, she was
anxious to put her difficult experiences
behind her and embrace her new coun-
try, which she did with deep gratitude.

Renee Perl was my mother. She in-
stilled in me a deep love for this coun-
try and its capacity to provide not only
safe harbor but opportunity. My moth-
er’s search for security and freedom in
America is part of who I am and why 1
do what I do. It is a deeply personal re-
minder of the importance of democ-
racy, not only for American Jews, but
for so many. Her story, her life, as for
so many others, calls on us to meet the
responsibility we have to respect the
values of our great Nation, to build and
protect the freedom and hope that it
offers to so many citizens and new-
comers.

It is with pride and gratitude that I
mark the occasion of American Jewish
Heritage Month, and I am pleased to
participate in this evening’s discussion.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much.
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Ms. SCHWARTZ, I have to tell you that
I’ve heard you share that story before,
and I get a lump in my throat every
time you tell it. It is so moving and
meaningful for you to share that story
in the Chamber of the U.S. House of
Representatives, and it’s one of the
ways that we can help people under-
stand why acknowledging the contribu-
tions of American Jews and the rich
tapestry that we have weaved through-
out American history is so important.
So thank you again for sharing that
story once again.

It’s now my privilege to yield to one
of the most significant Jewish leaders
in our country, someone who has been
a stalwart fighter for Israel, a stalwart
fighter for the issues that matter to
American Jews and to Jews across the
globe, the gentlelady from Nevada,
SHELLEY BERKLEY.

Ms. BERKLEY. Thank you very
much, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We
usually start our days together because
we’re next-door neighbors, and it’s a
pleasure to see you 14 hours later here
on the floor of the House. But I want to
thank you for spearheading this effort.
I think it’s very important. And I know
this is near and dear to your heart, and
you’ve done an extraordinary job year
after year bringing the Jewish Amer-
ican story to our fellow citizens, and I
appreciate it very much.

I can’t help but agree with you about
the beautiful story that our colleague,
ALLYSON SCHWARTZ, spoke of. I leaned
over to you and said, Is she talking
about her grandmother? And you said,
No, that’s her mother. And I know how
much that means. I also have heard her
story many times, and it also puts a
lump in my throat as well.

Congresswoman WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, my family story is very much
an American Jewish story. And not un-
like so many millions of other Amer-
ican Jews that came to our shores from
other places, my mother’s side of the
family comes from Thessaloniki,
Greece, where there was a very vibrant
community, Jewish community prior
to World War II. Half of the population
of Thessaloniki, Greece were Jewish
before World War II, but by the time
the Nazis finished, there were only
1,000 Jews left in Salonika out of the
80,000 that existed and lived there and
thrived there prior to World War II. I'm
not presumptuous enough to think that
my family would have been among
those thousand chosen to live.

On my father’s side of the family,
from the Russia-Poland border, an en-
tire culture, from 1,000 years of Jewish
culture in that part of the world, was
exterminated as a result of World War
II. My family escaped both the Russia-
Poland area and Thessaloniki, Greece
in order to come to our Nation’s
shores. And I grew up hearing stories of
what their lives were like where they
came from and how thrilled and ex-
cited they were to come to the United
States of America and truly felt this
started as a haven. It was the very sur-
vival of my family. Had they stayed
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where they lived in Europe, we would
have been exterminated in the Holo-
caust, but we did survive. We came to
this remarkable country, where not
only did we have an opportunity to sur-
vive, but we’ve had an opportunity to
thrive.

I'm second-generation American.
When my grandparents came here—and
this is a story that is so common
among American Jewish families—they
couldn’t speak English. They had no
money. They had no skills.
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The only thing they had was a dream,
and that dream was that their children
and their children’s children would
have a better life here in the United
States than they had where they came
from.

I often think of myself, and I hope
this isn’t too presumptuous, as my
grandparents’ American Dream. But I
think even in their wildest dreams
they never would have imagined that
they would have a granddaughter that
was serving in the United States House
of Representatives. When I am doing
this, I often think of my grandparents
and realize that they went through so
much in order to come to this country.
And we have been able to share in the
extraordinary success and largesse of
this remarkable country.

We are very lucky as an American
Jewish community to be very much a
part of the fabric of this great country,
to have full acceptance, to be able to
access the highest levels of power, to
actually be able to effectuate meaning-
ful change in a very positive way by
participating in the American political
process.

My father, much like so many of the
others that spoke today, is also a
World War II veteran. He is 85. His
name is George Levine. He is still
working. But I think what dem-
onstrates our commitment and our
love of this country and our patriotism
as American Jews is the fact that my
father also joined the Navy when he
wasn’t quite old enough to do so. But
he wanted to fight for his country. He
wanted to stand up and do something
positive for the United States of Amer-
ica to show that we belonged here and
we were part of this great country.

There are 500,000 Jews that served in
the American Armed Forces during
World War II, including numerous Jews
who rose to the rank of general, and
several more were admirals. Now, my
father was never an admiral in the
Navy, but he served and he served his
country proudly and well; and I con-
tinue to be very proud of him.

We have made more than a life for
ourselves in the United States of Amer-
ica. We are very proud Americans, and
we are very proud Jews. And we appre-
ciate so much the fact that this coun-
try offered so many remarkable oppor-
tunities and gave us a chance not only
for survival, but to become a part of
something so much bigger than our-
selves. I think it’s incumbent, and I
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think most Jews feel this way, that
given the rights that we have here in
the United States also comes respon-
sibilities.

Those responsibilities mean good
citizenship and participating in the po-
litical process and voting and being
knowledgeable and getting a good edu-
cation so that you can not only be part
of the foundation of this country, but
to give back to a country that has
given us so many opportunities. So I
am very much a part of the American
Jewish community, but it’s a story
that so many of us share with our fel-
low Americans.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, I want to
thank you very much for giving us the
chance to thank this great country not
only for taking us in, but for letting us
be so much a part of not only the cul-
ture and the political life, but to be
very much involved in the greatness of
the United States of America. Thank
you for giving me this chance.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much for your eloquence, Ms.
BERKLEY, and for acknowledging that a
lot of people think about the arrival of
Jews in America as really being an in-
fusion after World War I, an infusion
after World War II; but we have 353
years of Jewish life in this country.
And, unfortunately, much of our ar-
rival followed persecution in other
parts of the world: after the Spanish
Inquisition, the pogroms in Russia—
that’s when my family came initially
in the 1800s—and then in the early 1900s
fleeing Poland for a better way of life
here. And it’s so incredibly important
that we tell our story.

Jewish American Heritage Month al-
lows us to do that now. President Bush
proclaimed it 5 years ago. We had 250
cosponsors, of which you were one, of
the original legislation that urged him
to do that. And one of the things that
I really think is important to acknowl-
edge is there is so much partisanship
here in the House of Representatives. I
was the most proud at the time that we
passed that resolution unanimously
out of the House. With over 400 Mem-
bers voting for it, we had 250 cospon-
sors, bipartisan cosponsors, and then
we had a bipartisan effort across the
Jewish community in this country to
urge the President at the time to pro-
claim the first Jewish American Herit-
age Month. And they did so willingly,
put aside party differences because
they knew that it was incredibly im-
portant. And we have continued to be
able to mark the occasion every year.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, if it wasn’t for
your leadership we might not be here
this evening doing this, so I thank you.
Congresswoman, when you and I hear
the beautiful song ‘“‘God Bless Amer-
ica,” it means a great deal to us be-
cause I think every day God bless
America, God bless this country.

But the interesting thing is Irving
Berlin gained prominence as a com-
poser of patriotic songs. As you know,
Irving Berlin was a very famous com-
poser, he was Jewish, and he wanted to
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show his love of this country and use
his talents in order to create these re-
markably patriotic songs. And ‘“God
Bless America’ is still among my fa-
vorites. And he received the Congres-
sional Gold Medal of Honor in recogni-
tion of his service to this country in
composing these patriotic songs. So
whenever I hear that song I get a little
patter in my heart, and it particularly
makes me proud that an American Jew
composed it.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Me as
well. And in that same vein, Emma
Lazarus was by far at the time the
leading Jewish literary figure in 19th-
century America. And it’s her sonnet
which was called ‘“The New Colossus”
that is engraved on the base of the
Statute of Liberty: “Give me your
tired, your poor, yearning to breathe
free.” And then the rest is history.

Ms. BERKLEY. History.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. The
rest is history, exactly. There are so
many contributions that this month
allows us to highlight. And I really
thank you for joining us tonight, to
continue to be able to do that. And I
know we look forward to the rest of the
month and the celebrations across the
country.

Ms. BERKLEY. Thank you very
much.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much.

It is now my privilege to invite my
colleague from the State of Florida,
the gentleman from central Florida,
who is a newly elected Member and
who has done a fantastic job fighting
for his constituents, fighting on behalf
of the issues that are important to this
country, and fighting to help particu-
larly focus on job creation and turning
our economy around, the gentleman
and my friend from central Florida,
ALAN GRAYSON.

Mr. GRAYSON. Thank you. It would
be easy to spend this time that I have,
and in fact this entire hour, talking
about the contributions that Jewish
people have made to American history
and to American science and culture. If
you look at the back of a dollar bill,
you will find the seal of the United
States. And you will find that the 13
original States are depicted in the
form of a Star of David on the back of
every dollar bill. And that’s to reflect
the support that Jews provided during
the Revolutionary War for our freedom
as a country.

It also would be easy to spend this
time, and in fact the whole hour, talk-
ing about people who we know who
have lived upstanding lives as Jews and
reflected our values in ways that have
caused America to appreciate what
they have given us. I am thinking, for
instance, of my father’s mother, who
came to America fleeing oppression in
Europe 110 years ago. I am thinking of
both of my mother’s parents. My moth-
er’s parents told me that their finest
hour was when they got to visit Jeru-
salem. And yet they came from Europe
to North America in the hope of
achieving freedom, and they did.
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But I would like to try to do some-
thing that’s in some respects a little
more difficult, if I may, which is try to
explain in some general way what Jews
have meant in this country for our in-
tellectual and moral life as a country.
And I think it begins with the fact that
we all lived as slaves. And we not only
remember that time and remember
what it meant for us to achieve free-
dom ourselves as a people, but we also
make sure that each year we come to-
gether during a time that’s important
to all of us, to come together as fami-
lies and remember the importance of
that part of the Jewish experience. And
that helps us to relate to other people
who are oppressed in all sorts of ways.

We also, I think, are moved by the
central concept, in my mind, of tikkun
olam, healing the world. Now, this is a
concept that dates in Jewish law all
the way back to the Mishnah. And
originally it was basically an injunc-
tion that you should not take advan-
tage of other people. One of the origi-
nal examples of tikkun olam, the prin-
ciple of healing the world, was that for
instance when the captives were taken,
when people were held hostage in mili-
tary battles, the tradition at that time
was that they could be freed by a pay-
ment of money. We don’t do that any-
more, nobody does that anymore, but
that was typical and ordinary in Bib-
lical times.

And the rule of tikkun olam was ap-
plied to place a limit on how much you
could take in order to give someone
back their freedom. Why? Because that
person was a prisoner, he or she could
not defend himself or herself, and he or
she wanted and deserved the freedom
that every human being deserves. So
under the idea of the concept of tikkun
olam, we placed a limit on the price
that you could pay on somebody’s free-
dom, even if they were captured in the
field of battle or otherwise taken hos-
tage. And that’s a concept that’s
broadened over time. It’s a concept
that I think is suffused through our life
as a country in America today because
it appeals to our better nature.

I saw something recently that sum-
marized this in a way that I thought
was particularly vivid. This is Rabbi
Michael Lerner talking about the con-
cept of tikkun olam and how it applies
to modern life: “We in the Tikkun
community,” he said, ‘‘use the word
‘spiritual’ to include all those whose
deepest values lead them to challenge
the ethos of selfishness and mate-
rialism that has led people into a fran-
tic search for money and power and
away from a life that places love, kind-
ness, generosity, peace, nonviolence,
social justice, awe and wonder at the
grandeur of creation, thanksgiving, hu-
mility and joy,” especially joy I think,
“‘at the center of our lives.”’

And what we strive for under Jewish
law is a reflection of the future that we
hope to bring about, the messianic age,
the age when people live in peace, when
their lives are filled with love and with
joy. And our actions today are meant
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to point in that direction. I think
that’s a good summary of what we try
to accomplish as legislators. I think
it’s a good summary of what America
tries to accomplish when we appeal to
our own better natures. And that’s, I
think, the greatest of all of our con-
tributions to American life, the con-
cept of tikkun olam, the concept that
the way that we conduct ourselves is a
way that can spread throughout the
world. I appreciate the time.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much, Mr. GRAYSON, for sharing
your unique perspective. And, again,
it’s so incredibly important that we
had this opportunity to acknowledge
the contributions of Jewish Americans
to American history.

And I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that
something that I am quite proud of is
a contribution that I wasn’t aware that
I had made. Upon my election to the
Congress in 2004, I learned that I was
elected as the first Jewish woman to
represent the State of Florida in Con-
gress in history. And that’s a source of
great pride certainly to my parents,
my Jewish parents, who were ex-
tremely proud and who kvelled, which
is a Yiddish expression for a great bub-
bling of pride, so to speak. But it’s
something that has been a source of
pride to me.

Mr. GRAYSON. Will the gentlelady
yield?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 1
would be happy to yield.

Mr. GRAYSON. I am sure, and I know
for a fact, that your parents must be
very proud of you. But I will tell you
that when I was elected, my mother’s
reaction was, I really wish you would
become a doctor instead. I yield back.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you. That’s right. They wished for a
doctor or a lawyer; they got a Member
of Congress. What can you do? They
had to settle.

Mr. Speaker, as I wrap up, and I am
going to yield the last portion of our
time to my good friend from Indiana,
but I do want to talk about this year’s
Jewish American Heritage Month. And
it’s been packed with programs cele-
brating the contributions of American
Jews to our country with movies, cul-
tural exhibitions, speakers, and inno-
vative educational curricula.

Right here in Washington, the United
Jewish Communities and the Jewish
Historical Society of Greater Wash-
ington will once again be hosting what
has become their annual tradition, a
reception for Members of Congress and
members of the Jewish community
right here on Capitol Hill.

J Street will also be hosting a recep-
tion to celebrate May as Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month with Members of
Congress, their staff, and the Jewish
community. But that’s not all. The Li-
brary of Congress and the National Ar-
chives and Records Administration has
been hosting lectures and exhibits and
discussions about Jewish contributions
to America.
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In my home State of Florida, there
will be a celebration of Jewish con-
tributions to the civil rights move-
ment. And the Marlins baseball team
will host a Jewish Heritage Game. 1
can share with you that I had the privi-
lege of throwing out the first pitch last
year at the Jewish Heritage Game,
which was really neat. But at that
game they have kosher food and Jewish
music in-between innings, and it’s real-
ly an incredible experience.

Cincinnati, Ohio will be hosting lec-
tures, including one on President Lin-
coln’s solid relationship with Jewish
Americans. And Wyoming of all places
will host a festival celebrating Jewish
food. And Lord knows that we Jews
like food a whole lot.
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Events are also scheduled to occur in
New York, California, Texas and other
States around the country, but I think
the thing that we are all the most
proud of is that tomorrow we will join
President Barack Obama and the first
lady, who will hold the first ever White
House celebration and ceremony hon-
oring Jewish American Heritage Month
and the contributions of Jewish Ameri-
cans throughout American history. It’s
our first opportunity to have that cele-
bration in the White House during the
month of May and Jewish American
Heritage Month.

Mr. Speaker, we have come a long
way in recent years to promote appre-
ciation for the multicultural fabric of
the United States. It’s our responsi-
bility to continue this education. If we
as a Nation are to prepare our children
for the challenges that lie ahead, then
teaching diversity is a fundamental
part of that promise. Together, we can
help achieve this goal of understanding
with the celebration of Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month.

I thank my colleagues for their sup-
port and call on all Americans to ob-
serve this special month by celebrating
the many contributions of Jewish cul-
ture throughout our Nation’s history.

With that, I would be happy to yield
to the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
DONNELLY) who hopefully will come up
with a good segue from Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month to what he has
come to share with us tonight about
his constituents.

HONORING THREE SONS FROM SECOND DISTRICT
OF INDIANA

Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. Thank
you very much. I want to thank my
dear colleague from Florida and tell
her what a vibrant and successful Jew-
ish community we have in Indiana as
well. We are very proud of our Jewish
community there, and I want to thank
you so much.

Mr. Speaker, as we near Memorial
Day, I rise today also to offer some
words in commemoration of those who
gave their lives in the Armed Forces of
the United States, in particular, three
sons from the Second District of Indi-
ana. This weekend, Members of this
body will return to our districts and
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participate in Memorial Day parades
and events that are a tradition of
American life. People will picnic with
their families, barbecue and watch pa-
rades, and people will honor our vet-
erans and pay respects to those service-
members who died in the line of duty
in places large and small, in places like
South Bend, Plymouth and Westville,
Indiana.

Specialist Paul E. Andersen, an
Army Reservist from South Bend, Indi-
ana, died in action on October 1, 2009,
by indirect fire from enemy forces. A
24-year veteran of the Armed Forces,
Paul was competing his second tour of
duty in Iraq.

A 1979 graduate of Buchanan High
School just across the line in Michigan,
Paul enlisted in the Army Reserves in
1985. After serving his first tour in Iraq,
Paul met his future wife, Linda, at the
home of a friend. They shared a love of
country music, old movies, and straw-
berry milkshakes. Paul proposed mar-
riage within just a few months, and
they were married 3 weeks later.

Linda knew what the Army meant to
Paul from the very beginning. When he
reenlisted for 6 more years of duty,
though, it was only after first seeking
her consent.

When he asked her how she would
feel if he opted to redeploy, she said, go
ahead. “I knew I married an Army
man, he’s my world, my life, my
friend.”

In November of 2008, Paul served with
the 8556th Quartermaster Company from
South Bend. Paul’s mission in Iraq was
to provide both shower and laundry
services, as well as operating a cloth-
ing repair shop supporting coalition
forces based in 10 different locations
throughout the Iraqi theater. Without
these crucial services that helped make
life bearable for those fighting far from
home, our soldiers would not have been
able to perform their duties as ably as
they do.

Paul will be remembered as a devoted
husband, father, and grandfather. As a
civilian, Paul worked at a tube and
bending company. He loved to tinker
with machines and was notorious
among family members and friends for
going overboard on the Christmas
lights every year.

He lived a life full of love and joy.
Specialist Andersen is survived by his
wife, by six children, and by nine
grandchildren.

Army Staff Sergeant Justin DeCrow
of Plymouth, Indiana, died in a the
tragic shooting at Fort Hood, Texas, on
November 5, 2009. After 13 years of ex-
traordinary service to his Nation, Jus-
tin was taken from his family, friends,
and comrades, and he will be forever
missed.

Justin always wanted to be a soldier.
He graduated from Plymouth High
School in 1996, and after marrying his
high school sweetheart, that spring he
enlisted in the United States Army. He
answered the call to serve his country
because of an unfailing love of America
and also the opportunity to make a life
for his family in a career like no other.
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Early on, he performed light vehicle
maintenance. In 2000, Justin and his
family moved to Evans, Georgia, after
he was assigned to nearby Fort Gordon,
where he was trained as a satellite op-
erator.

He would later go on to work in that
capacity in South Korea. Last Sep-
tember, Justin was assigned to the 16th
Signal Company at Fort Hood. He had
hoped to soon return to Fort Gordon to
be with his family.

While at Fort Hood, Justin distin-
guished himself by training new sol-
diers. He will be remembered by his fel-
low soldiers as a mentor with an unde-
niable charm and quick wit, and by
friends and family as a loving and de-
voted father and husband.

Justin is survived by his wife of 14
years, Marikay, their 13-year-old
daughter, Kylah, and two proud par-
ents, Daniel DeCrow and Rhonda
Thompson. He will be missed by them
and by a grateful Nation forever in
debt to a selfless man’s kind heart and
deep sense of service.

Marine Corps Lance Corporal Joshua
Birchfield of Westville, Indiana, died in
the Helmand Province of Afghanistan
on February 19, 2010. After almost 2
years of accomplished service, Joshua
was Killed by small arms fire while on
patrol during his first tour of duty in
that country.

Josh graduated from Westville High
School in 2004 and enlisted in the
United States Marine Corps on April
18, 2008. He joined the marines after
seeing a TV news segment focused on
the hardships that military families
endure when they are separated, espe-
cially during the holidays. Josh was
deeply inspired by those who dedicated
their lives in the service of others. He
wanted to share that burden they were
carrying on behalf of our Nation.

Lance Corporal Birchfield was sta-
tioned in Helmand Province as a rifle-
man with the Third Battalion, Fourth
Marine Regiment, First Marine Expedi-
tionary Force, based in Twentynine
Palms, California.

For his service and support in Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, Josh has been
decorated many times, earning the
Purple Heart, Combat Action Ribbon,
National Defense Medal, Afghanistan
Campaign Medal, Global War on Ter-
rorism Service Medal, Sea Service De-
ployment Ribbon, and the NATO
Medal. Joshua was a baseball enthu-
siast, and this coming weekend, I am
proud that I will be there as the base-
ball field in Westville will be renamed
in Josh’s honor, a living memorial that
will remain a place of joy and remem-
brance for years to come. And we all
hope that we can live up to the exam-
ple that Josh has given to all of us.

Joshua was also an inspiring hero to
many in the tight-knit Westville com-
munity, and he will be remembered as
a selfless and compassionate man. He is
survived by both parents and sisters,
extended family, and many, many
friends.

We are forever in debt to these three
great Hoosiers, all patriots in every



H3862

sense of the word and all brave Ameri-
cans who have laid down their lives so
that we may be safe, so that others
might live without fear, and so that
our country can remain safe and secure
and strong.

Let us also remember today those
brave Americans who are serving their
Nation now here at home and in harm’s
way in places all around the globe. By
choosing to serve their Nation in uni-
form, these sons and daughters, moth-
ers and fathers, are continuing hun-
dreds of years of a tradition of selfless-
ness, excellence, and courage in pro-
tecting the freedoms and values we are
blessed to enjoy as citizens of this be-
loved country.

Mr. Speaker, may the House of Rep-
resentatives always do right by these
fine men and their families, and may
we never forget the price of freedom
and those who have laid their lives
down in service to this great Nation.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I am
really privileged to have been here to
listen to the gentleman acknowledge
the patriots that gave their lives and
that have served our country so faith-
fully from his community, and I can
tell you that the constituents of the
district that he represents in Indiana
have no greater friend, no greater ad-
vocate, than JOE DONNELLY.

With that, I yield back.

———————

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION AND THE
ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY of New York). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
KING) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as al-
ways it’s an honor and privilege to be
recognized by you here in the House to
address you in the presence of the folks
that are here in this Chamber.

I appreciate my colleagues in their
presentation in the previous hour and
their discussion about Jewish Amer-
ican Heritage Month. I want to say
also to my friend, Mr. DONNELLY, the
support for our troops and the grief
that we have for those that we have
lost goes deep for all of us, and I appre-
ciate that sentiment as well.

I look at the democracy in the Mid-
dle East and the demonstration there
that in 1948, a Nation that stood up and
created a Nation, actually a people
that stood up and created a Nation. I
am very well identified with Israel, in
particular because the generation of
my life has almost mirrored the gen-
eration of the life of the Nation of
Israel.
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And so I would very much encourage
the people in this administration to
support Israel, support them in their
self-defense in the Middle East, and un-
derstand that there have been some
things that have taken place in this
country that undermine the national
defense of Israel and to send a message
that might encourage their enemies.
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I would like to send a message here
tonight to encourage the nation of
Israel, the Prime Minister, Benjamin
Netanyahu, and all the people that
stand up for liberty and freedom in
that part of the world. It is one thing
to defend your freedom and your lib-
erty throughout the generations as we
have through this country; it is an-
other to be completely surrounded by
enemies that would like to annihilate
you as a people and as a country. We
have no neighbors that draw maps of
the world that erase the United States
from that map—we do have some
neighbors that would like to take some
chunks out of the great Southwest of
the United States and change the map
of the United States of America.

We don’t have any neighbors who
seek to, when they educate their chil-
dren, eradicate all of the United States
of America. But that is the case with a
number of the neighbors of the nation
of Israel. And to be surrounded by
those kind of people, people who raise
their children and little girls to put
suicide vests on at age 3 and walk them
around to justify the homicide bomb-
ing activities that have taken place all
over Israel over the years—and by the
way, while I'm on the subject matter,
many of those bombings have been re-
duced dramatically, significantly
across Israel, and a lot of that has to
do with the barrier they constructed
between themselves and the West
Bank. I've been there. I've seen that
barrier and watched how effective it
has been. And I've been a strong pro-
ponent of the construction of a barrier
that would be that effective on our
southern border in particular, where
we have millions of illegal border
Crossers every year coming across our
southern border into the United States.
And there are those that will say that
those that are coming across are just
coming here to get a job. They just
want to work. They just want to take
care of their families. In fact, Mr.
Speaker, many do, many do, but there
are also many who do not.

Ninety percent of the illegal drugs
consumed in the United States come
from or through Mexico. And out of
that huge human haystack of human-
ity that pours across our southern bor-
der every night, while the numbers are
down a little bit—at least by the way
we keep statistics, we can’t be sure be-
cause we don’t know—but the numbers,
when I did have a reasonable measure-
ment, there were 4 million illegal bor-
der crossings a year. I think if you
take—and this is from memory, Mr.
Speaker, so hopefully the accountants
in the world won’t hold me too ac-
countable, but 4 million illegal border
crossings a year divided by 3656 days
comes down to about 11,000 illegal
crossers a night, on average, every
night.

I have spent some time down there
on those crossings at night at places
like San Miguel’s crossing to sit down
there on the border. And some of the
places along there, at its best, is three
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or four barbed wires that are stretched
apart where illegals cross through,
11,000 a night, Mr. Speaker. And so you
can take your historical measure by
Santa Anna’s army of someplace be-
tween 4,000 and 6,000 that surrounded
and attacked the Alamo. It’s 11,000 a
night. So one might argue, and I think
very effectively, that it is two to three
times the size of Santa Anna’s army
that invaded Texas, every night, on av-
erage. And no, they don’t all come with
muskets and they’re not in uniforms,
but that is the magnitude of it every
single night, on average.

And now I'm going to say, thank-
fully, the President of the TUnited
States has announced, I believe yester-
day, that he was going to ask for $500
million and 1,200 National Guard troops
to bolster the security at the border.
Now, some of the people on my side of
the aisle were immediately critical of
it as being not enough, and I won’t
take issue with them on that part, it is
not enough, but it is a good baby step.
We have taken so many giant steps in
the wrong direction, especially eco-
nomically, in the effort to do so cul-
turally and socially, that when I see a
little baby step in the right direction,
like 1,200 Guard troops going down to
the southern border, that’s a good
thing. Little steps in the right direc-
tion are a lot better than giant steps in
the wrong direction.

So 1,200 Guard troops at $5600 million
works out to be this, Mr. Speaker.
That is an increase of border patrol
personnel security of 6.5 percent, and it
is an increase, from a budgetary per-
spective—$500 million divided by the
roughly $12 billion we’re spending on
the southern border comes to about a
4.2 percent increase in the budget part
of it.

Importantly, it sends the right mes-
sage. And we need to emphasize and re-
inforce the message that’s been sent,
that this country, Democrats and Re-
publicans—albeit in significantly dif-
ferent percentages within the parties,
but it is a bipartisan position—that we
need to stop the bleeding at the border,
Mr. Speaker. All the rest of the things
we might want to do don’t account for
much—as a matter of fact, they don’t
count for anything—if we don’t stop
the bleeding at the border.

I just came from a dinner where I sat
down and listened to the narrative of
an individual—whose wife actually told
the greatest part of the narrative—who
was kidnapped by the Mexicans in Mex-
ico. One of the cartels that were the
top-of-the-line human Kkidnappers had
asked initially for $8 million in ransom
and for 8 months kept this man in a
box. He watched his weight go from 165
down to 80 pounds. And finally, finally
after those 8 months and down to 80
pounds, he was released. That doesn’t
happen to all. Some aren’t released.
Some are killed in captivity. Many of
them are brutalized. But when you see
a person’s weight shrink in half, you
know that is brutalization. And this is
what’s going on in Mexico. There are
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these kinds of activities that are
threatening to throw out the politics of
South America in countries like Brazil,
for example, and Colombia would be
another, and Peru would be another.

As I watch this unfold, it isn’t a big
surprise to us. When we see all the vio-
lence in the Southern Hemisphere and
in Central America, it shouldn’t be a
big surprise to us when that violence
spills over the border. And when Phoe-
nix becomes the second highest kidnap-
ping city in the world—and it would be
first if it were not for Mexico City—I
think it should be pretty clear to all of
us here in the United States of Amer-
ica, Mr. Speaker, that the violence of
the drug trafficking country of Mexico
has spilled over into the United States,
and the lawlessness that is a part of
what goes on south of the border is now
in greater numbers becoming the law-
lessness that they are living with in
Arizona and border States along the
way. And when Arizona passed their
immigration law, we heard, Mr. Speak-
er, what I would call a primal scream
of desperation come up out of Arizona.
And they passed the legislation that
they could. They passed the legislation
that they needed to protect and defend
themselves.

Mr. Speaker, that is a long and deep
subject which I intend to go into a lit-
tle more deeply, but I recognize that
the astute gentleman from east Texas,
the ‘‘Aggie” himself, the judge, Mr.
GOHMERT, is here with some actual
facts and data that come off of a print-
ed sheet rather than out of that globe
of his that has so much knowledge in
it.

And I would be so happy to yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from east Texas (Mr.
GOHMERT.)
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Mr. GOHMERT. Well, I do appreciate
so much the comments of my friend
from Iowa, and we do appreciate the
comments of our colleagues in the hour
previous to this, about the wonderful
Jewish heritage in this country.

It is Jewish Heritage Month, and it
does mean so much to this Nation
when you look at the contributions of
the Jewish immigrants into this coun-
try. This country has benefited so im-
measurably from immigration, but it
has to be legal, and there are a number
of different aspects.

First of all, we’ve got, basically, a
Third World immigration service. It
needs to be cleaned out from top to
bottom and from side to side. It needs
to be streamlined and made more effi-
cient, more effective. That has got to
be done. It wasn’t done effectively in
the previous administration. It has got
to be done. It is not being done now by
this administration, and it has got to
be done. It has grieved me much, in my
5% years here, to hear people come
down to the floor who talk about laws,
who are spouting off things as facts,
which are wrong, because they haven’t
read the bills.
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My friend knows that, in our Repub-
lican Conferences, nobody had been
more loud and emphatic than I in beg-
ging my colleagues, when we were
going through the TARP bailout, to
read the bill.

If you’ll just read the bill, you’ll see
we don’t do this in America. We don’t
give one person $700 billion.

We didn’t have enough people read
the bill. They didn’t realize how much
we were giving away the farm when the
TARP bailout passed.

Likewise, we have people, including
down Pennsylvania Avenue here, who
have talked about this Arizona bill.
I've got it here. It’s 19 pages. That’s
with the amendments. It includes the
amendments that were passed to make
clear their position. I’ve gone through
and, you know, I've highlighted dif-
ferent parts. It’s what I do. I am not
technically challenged. I love doing
things on the Internet, finding things
and doing good research on the Inter-
net, but there is something about hav-
ing a hard copy which I can go through
and highlight, and that’s what I've
done here. This is not rocket science.

If you have read the law as it has
come down from the Supreme Court
and as passed by this Congress, you’ll
find out that this Arizona law is actu-
ally not as tough, as stringent as exist-
ing Federal law. You’ll find out what
this Arizona bill talks about in terms
of what a law officer will do because it
reads: For any lawful contact stop, de-
tention or arrest made by a law en-
forcement official—well, a ‘‘lawful con-
tact stop” means a law officer cannot
stop you unless it is authorized under
State or Federal law. In fact, if he were
to violate someone’s civil rights by un-
lawfully stopping someone, he has got
a lawsuit. We’ve got a Federal law that
allows you to go sue Arizona or the
local law enforcement if they were to
abuse their power. That’s why the civil
rights laws are there.

Any lawful contact.

There is a type of arrest that has
been known since 1966 as a Terry Stop,
and there is probably not a certified
law officer in Iowa, in Texas, or in the
country who has not had a class on
what a lawful stop, a Terry Stop, is be-
cause under Terry vs. Ohio 1966, the Su-
preme Court discussed this. They said
that you’ve got to have a reasonable
suspicion that there has been some
crime committed in order to have a de-
tention stop. You can’t just, you know,
willy-nilly stop people.

Also, it could be a lawful stop if you
see that somebody is violating the traf-
fic laws. Sometimes officers will have a
lawful stop, and they’ll give you a
warning. They could have given you a
full ticket because they saw that you
had violated a law or that maybe you
had a taillight out or something, but
it’s a lawful stop. They stop you and
wonder, perhaps, you know, are you
carrying illegal drugs or something.
Well, they’re authorized to stop you for
violating the traffic laws, and they’re
not bound to put on blinders when they
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do in order to see if you’ve violated
something else while you’re there, but
not unreasonably.

If they’ve lawfully stopped a person
for some purpose other than immigra-
tion and if they have a reasonable sus-
picion that the person is an alien, that
a person is not lawfully present in the
country, then this law allows them to
make, as it says here, a reasonable at-
tempt, when practicable, to determine
the immigration status of the person.

Now, what Terry vs. Ohio made clear
is a ‘‘reasonable suspicion’’ means you
can’t just say, Well, I suspected some-
thing. That’s not good enough. In law
school, when we studied Terry vs. Ohio,
there was some terminology I had to
practice saying before I got to class so
that I could say it without, you know,
stumbling and looking more ignorant
than I might otherwise already look.
The word was ‘‘articulable.”” It rolls off
pretty easily nowadays, but you can’t
just suspect. Well, I just had this sus-
picion. That’s not good enough. It has
to be a reasonable suspicion based upon
articulable facts. If you cannot articu-
late facts that justify your suspicion,
it’s not reasonable. It’s an unlawful
stop, and it’s probably a civil rights
violation that’s going to get the com-
munity or the State of Arizona sued
successfully.

The Federal law allows even further
stopping just to check to see if some-
body may be legally present in the
country. Federal law officers have the
ability to do that if they think it ap-
propriate. Arizona is just trying to deal
with the fact that they have so many
criminals in Arizona.

My friend mentioned a kidnapping. It
is intolerable that one of our 50 States
of these United States would have a
beautiful, wonderful city like Phoenix
and that that United States’ city, here
in the continental TUnited States,
would be the second most prolific kid-
napping capital in the world. This isn’t
a Third World country where we have
coups d’etat constantly and govern-
ments constantly changing hands so
that you don’t know who is going to
enforce the law. This is the United
States of America. Arizona is not some
Wild West territory. To have Phoenix
have the second most kidnappings in
the world is intolerable, and it is an
embarrassment for which this Federal
Government owes an apology to border
States like Arizona for allowing this
kind of thing to go unstopped, un-
checked.

This law is very reasonable. You
know, basically, there is just one
page—if people would bother to go
check. On page 5, it talks about law-
fully stopping someone who is oper-
ating a vehicle if he has a reasonable
suspicion to believe the person is in
violation of any civil traffic law. I
mean, this is not an unreasonable law,
but it does say repeatedly that a law
enforcement official or agency of this
State, county, city, town or other po-
litical subdivision may not consider
race, color, or national origin in the
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enforcement of this section except to
the extent permitted by the United
States or Arizona Constitution. Well,
the Arizona Constitution cannot allow
it if it is forbidden by the United
States Constitution. So this is not
some horrific bill as the President and
others, including our President, have
made it sound.

That’s why it is a little bit irritating
to have the President of Mexico come
into this body as an invited guest, as a
guest in this House, and say: I strongly
disagree with the recently adopted law
in Arizona. It is a law that not only ig-
nores a reality, that cannot be erased
by decree but that also introduces a
terrible idea, using racial profiling as a
basis for law enforcement.
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That is why I agree with President
Obama, who said the new law ‘‘carries
a great amount of risk when core val-
ues that we all care about are
breached.”

He comes in here as an invited guest
and completely misrepresents the
facts, and tells the world here in this
body to our faces that the Arizona law
ignores a reality that cannot be erased
by decree, and introduces a terrible
idea that racial profiling is a basis for
law enforcement?

I am sure that he does not lie, but
that statement is a lie; that is not
true. He just needed to read the bill,
and apparently no one, I don’t know if
the Attorney General has read it yet,
he hadn’t read it when he came before
our Judiciary Committee. Secretary
NAPOLITANO, she owed the State of Ari-
zona better than she gave it, and she
had not read the bill, and she is out
there condemning it. And then to have
our invited guest come in here and con-
demn a law that he clearly had not
read—I would be glad to give him a
copy. It is not hard to get. But to come
in here, that is just so outrageous.

But then he comes in and says, ‘‘Be-
cause of your global leadership, we will
need your support,” this is President
Calderon, ‘‘to make the meeting in
Cancun next November a success.”” And
that is because he has come in and
touted global warming.

For those that can’t understand the
politicalese that is used in here, what
that statement means, and what all
these 100 and some countries around
the world have said, when they said we
have got to have the United States’
global leadership come into this global
warming conference, what they mean
is, if the United States doesn’t come in
as the patsy who is willing to pay all
these other countries out of some guilt
complex, then nobody else in the world
is going to come in and start redistrib-
uting the wealth from America into all
those other countries.

I appreciate President Calderon say-
ing that, but the trouble is we are dis-
tributing plenty of wealth to Mexico.
He mentioned it himself. The Merida
Initiative, as I recall. This body passed
a bill to give them $500 million, as I re-
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call, to use to buy law enforcement
equipment to help enforce their laws.
We are pouring plenty of money into
Mexico, so he doesn’t need to try to go
to some global warming meeting and
try to construct some method of ex-
torting more money out of the United
States. We are giving them plenty.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, I thank the gentleman from
Texas. I wanted to go back through a
couple of points the gentleman has
made with regard to the Arizona law.

One of them would be, my recollec-
tion is that ‘lawful contact” was
amended to say ‘‘stop, detention, or ar-
rest.”” I happen to have had a copy that
has the amendment integrated into the
overall bill, and I was able to sit down
and read that on Saturday morning.

Mr. GOHMERT. If the gentleman
would yield, yes, it does say any lawful
contact, stop, detention or arrest.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Didn’t they strike
“lawful contact’ and just put in “‘stop,
detention, or arrest?”’

Mr. GOHMERT. This is supposed to
be the updated law as amended.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Your copy doesn’t
reflect that. I recall mine did.

Mr. GOHMERT. The gentleman needs
to understand that ‘‘lawful contact
stop’” means you can’t stop them un-
less you have a reasonable suspicion.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Let me suggest
that ‘“lawful contact’” would mean,
among it, ‘“‘lawful contact’” would be
‘“‘stop, detention, or arrest,’” so specific
within those individual subcategories
of lawful contact. So I think I make a
distinction without a difference in the
language as I recall it, and that is care-
fully crafted language.

When we look at the reasonable sus-
picion component of this, Mr. Speaker,
I think about this; that I wrote the rea-
sonable suspicion law in Iowa as a
State senator for the Workplace Drug
Testing Act that we passed in 1998. It
has been in law for all of 12 years, and
in that period of time, in fact 12 years
and 2 months, I happen to remember it
was St. Patrick’s day in 1998 that it
was signed into law, Mr. Speaker.

But we provide for an employer or
employer’s designee to direct an em-
ployee to undergo a drug test, and gen-
erally that will be a urinalysis, based
upon a representative of the employer
declaring that the employee in ques-
tion has a reasonable suspicion that
they are using or abusing drugs. That
might be any of the indicators that
have to do with bloodshot eyes, or di-
lated pupils, or erratic work habits, or
showing up late, or let me say agitated
nature or nervous nature, something of
that nature.

So the designee of the employer can
point to an employee and say, I have a
reasonable suspicion that you are using
drugs. Go get a drug test right now.

That has been an Iowa law for 12
yvears. It is more draconian than the
Arizona reasonable suspicion law with
regard to requiring the law enforce-
ment officer to draw their reasonable
suspicion and make a determination
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when he has reasonable suspicion as to
the lawful presence of the individual
that he has had lawful contact with
and had a stop, detention, or arrest.

A reasonable suspicion, I would add
also to the gentleman from Texas, who
went to law school down there, that if
I remember correctly, it is a specific,
articulable fact, so that it has to be
specified as well as articulable. I have
trouble practicing that word too. I am
doing it here. So I didn’t go to law
school to learn that.

But the reasonable suspicion lan-
guage that is there is well settled, and
it has been completely utilized for dec-
ades in the United States, and for at
least 12 years in Iowa. Maybe it is the
janitor, or it is the nurse or the truck
driver, or maybe it is the accountant
or the keyboard operator that is the
designee of the employer, that has re-
ceived 2 hours worth of training to
start out and one hour worth of train-
ing each year to refresh them, and they
are the ones that get to point their fin-
ger at somebody and not say, let me
see your papers; it is, we will send you
into the clinic here, and you can fill
this jar up, and we will check it out
and see if you are using illegal drugs.

I would submit that it is a little bit
more invasive in a person’s privacy to
require a urinalysis than it is to re-
quire that they show their papers. Yet
we have people across this country
that are demonstrating against Arizo-
na’s immigration law, when all it does
is ask the local law enforcement offi-
cers to carry out the function of en-
forcing immigration law, Arizona im-
migration law, which mirrors Federal
immigration law in that practice, and
it has been a requirement for a long,
long time, perhaps half a century, that
those who are in this United States
that are not natural born citizens or
naturalized citizens have to carry their
papers if they are 18 years old or older.
That has been a common practice.
There appears to be no offense taken
about that practice.

But here, behind where I stand, Mr.
Speaker, we had President Calderon
take issue with Arizona’s immigration
law. He said he strongly disagrees with
the Arizona law, that it is a terrible
idea that could lead to racial profiling.
That is pretty close to the quote, not
exact. Mr. GOHMERT provided it ex-
actly.

So if President Calderon is so of-
fended by the law that Arizona has
passed, I would take him back to the
simplest lessons in deductive reasoning
that were perfected by the Greeks 3,000
years ago, and it would be this: Presi-
dent Calderon, if you are not offended
by the United States Federal immigra-
tion law that sets a standard that is
more stringent than the Arizona immi-
gration law, but you are offended by
the Arizona immigration law, the only
logical deductive reason that could re-
main is that he is offended that Ari-
zona law enforcement will be enforcing
Arizona immigration law. So that
would tell me President Calderon is in-
sulted or offended by Arizona’s State
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and political subdivision law enforce-
ment officers.

And I will suggest that the former
Member of Congress from Colorado and
my friend, Tom Tancredo, got it right
when he said you can understand what
is going on by the objectors of the Ari-
zona law; the higher the level of
hysteria, the greater their fear that
the law is going to be effective.
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They don’t want the law to be effec-
tive. That’s why  they’re dem-
onstrating. They don’t believe, if
they’ve ever read the bill, they don’t
necessarily believe that it’s unconsti-
tutional or it violates a Federal pre-
emption standard or that there’s case
law out there that prohibits local law
enforcement from enforcing Federal
immigration law. That isn’t all a mat-
ter of their issue. They’re contriving
arguments that help them arrive at a
result that they want, which is open
borders, full-bore amnesty, paths to
citizenship, more voters, more people
coming into the United States to cash
into this giant ATM called America.

And there was a point that was raised
this morning in a breakfast that I
hosted for the Conservative Oppor-
tunity Society. I will put it this way,
since it’s a confidential discussion that
takes place in there. It was raised by
one of the members from the upper
Midwest, and I'll call it a rust belt
State, who said he has watched as gen-
erations of Americans have arrived
here from foreign lands, different coun-
tries other than the United States be-
cause they had a dream, because they
had a passion. They wanted to build on
that dream, and here they could have
the freedom to do so. They have all the
constitutional rights and protections
that man has ever known, the right to
property, the rule of law, in a nation
that was founded on Judeo-Christian
principles, which means we need less
law enforcement than anybody else in
the world. And people came here to
build on that, and that vitality is a
great core of the American experience
and the American civilization.

But he raised the point that, when
you start bringing in tens of millions
of people who come here for a different
reason, a different reason rather than
to build, that people coming here be-
lieving that they can cash in on the
welfare state, that there is somebody
else that’s going to do the work and
there’s going to be money that gets
kicked out of this government ma-
chine—this giant ATM is the shorthand
that I use for it—he worries about the
future of our Nation because they and
their children and their children’s chil-
dren would have a different view about
what the work ethic is, for example;
the responsibilities we have to stand up
and support the rule of law and hold
everyone accountable to the American
Dream, which embodies a responsi-
bility that we have to utilize this bless-
ing that we have that’s passed to us
from the previous generations and to
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leave this world and this country in a
better place than it was when we found
it. That’s an American Dream obliga-
tion. And if they come here for a dif-
ferent reason, this is a new phe-
nomenon that hasn’t taken place be-
cause we’ve only been a welfare state
about a half a century.

When my grandmother came here a
little over 100 years ago, she came into
a society that was a meritocracy. And
if people walked across the great hall
at Ellis Island and they had a limp or
a gimp or a bad eye or both eyes looked
a little crazy or a little too pregnant, if
something wasn’t right, even though
they’d been screened before they got on
the boat, they put them back on the
boat and shipped them back to the
country that they came from. About 2
percent of those that arrived at Ellis
Island were put back on the boat and
sent back to the country they came
from because the United States of
America was filtering for good physical
specimens, good mental specimens,
generally, people who could sustain
themselves in this growing country, a
meritocracy. But today it’s anything
but.

Only 7 to 11 percent of the legal im-
migration in America is based on
merit. The rest of it is completely out
of our control, with family reunifica-
tion and a whole lot of other plans
under the sun, but not based on merit.
And what kind of a country would not
establish an immigration policy de-
signed to enhance the economic, the
social, and the cultural well-being of
the United States of America?

That’s one of my, I think, salient
points, and I'd be happy to yield to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you. And the
point is quite salient. And it brings to
a point something I think my friend
from Iowa and I can agree with part of
the quote from our President that was
quoted by President Calderon. And to
give you the exact quote again, Presi-
dent Calderon, in talking about the Ar-
izona law said that ‘it introduces a
terrible idea using racial profiling as a
basis for law enforcement.” Now, that
is just blatantly not true, absolutely
not true. Using racial profiling as a
basis for law enforcement. That is, it
flies in the face of the facts and the
facts of this bill.

But then he goes on, and here’s the
part where I believe my friend would
agree with me in congratulating the
President, not on the first part of the
quote, because he’s applying this to the
Arizona law, but he says the new law
“‘carries a great amount of risk when
core values that we all care about are
breached.” But the part that is in there
is so important to us in the United
States, and that is that there is ‘‘a
great amount of risk when core values
that we all care about are breached.”

Now, I grew up with my mother and
dad telling me if I ever have an emer-
gency, if I'm ever in trouble, look for
someone in uniform because I can trust
them. That’s the way I grew up in
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Mount Pleasant, Texas, and that’s the
way I have taught our three girls grow-
ing up their whole lives, growing up in
Tyler, Texas, that if there’s a problem,
even if you’re worried you might have
done something wrong, you go to some-
body in uniform. You can trust them.
And I’ve taught them the same thing.

You know, if somebody were ever
kidnapped, no matter what the note
said or whatever, you call the FBI. You
can trust them. And I know so many
FBI agents, and I do trust them.
They’re some wonderful agents. And I
know they would lay down their lives
in a second.

But what about when we come to the
point when the Federal law enforce-
ment is told by their commander in the
White House that enforcing the law is
a bad idea? That’s problematic. And
then that spills over until you have
somebody who is charged and his whole
job is enforcing the immigration laws,
and he says, if Arizona sends somebody
that they have detained because
they’re illegally in the country, he
may not even enforce the law. See,
that flies in the face, just like the
President’s quote says. There’s a great
amount of risk when the core values
that we’ve taught our children, that we
all care about, are breached.

And I'm telling you, when you have
someone in the Federal Government
charged with enforcing the law and
they’re being taught, and it’s coming
top down, ignore the law, don’t enforce
it, they’re violating all the core values
that we’ve tried to instill in our chil-
dren and the things that we grew up be-
lieving, and this country is not the
country we hoped for, that we dreamed
for. It becomes like the country that so
many immigrants flee illegally, be-
cause they’re not based, their country
does not have the rule of law that’s in
force. Too much graft and corruption.

You come to this country, don’t ask
us to ignore the rule of law. Some of
us, like 4 years I had in the Army, time
as a prosecutor, as a judge, as a chief
justice, 5% years in Congress, taking
that oath that was given by the Speak-
er to the new Congressman DJOU from
Hawaii, I mean, we took an oath to fol-
low the law and we’re supposed to sup-
port and defend the Constitution. This
flies in the face of all those oaths when
you say ignore the law, it means noth-
ing; we’ll get around to enforcing it
some day down the road. It means I've
spent most of my adult life for nothing
because the rule of law means nothing.

So I would implore people, do not
come to this country and ask me to say
that my adult life has been for nothing,
because the rule of law means some-
thing. It means nothing to them. It
does mean something. It’s meant some-
thing to me, and it always will, be-
cause I know, and I know my friend
from Iowa knows, I know the Speaker
knows, if we don’t have the rule of law
that’s applied across the board, and I
think better in this country than in
any country in the history of the
world, then we devolve into the ashes
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from which we rose, and we are just a
historic memory and nothing more.
I yield back to my friend from Iowa.
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank my friend
from Texas. I am standing here listen-
ing, thinking about what it means to
be in a country that in the history of
the world there has been no country
that has more profound respect for the
rule of law. And the thought that all
this life in the law as a prosecutor, as
a judge, as a Supreme Court Justice,
all of that activity, to have someone
declare that it’s all for nothing, that it
really didn’t have any meaning, that
behind it all it was a facade that was
simply there to facilitate somebody’s
political agenda is what it would come
down to.

And I think back throughout this
course of history. And earlier I spoke
of the Greeks, but I would take this
law, this rule of law back to Rome,
Roman law, Roman law that survived
the Dark Ages and manifested itself as
the foundation of old English common
law, that came across to this country
and arrived here, let me suggest, with
the Mayflower 390 years ago, with the
Pilgrims who came over here for reli-
gious liberty and religious freedom to
get out from underneath the thumb of
the King, and also to be able to worship
as they pleased, and those traditions of
old English common law that came
here.

But the injustices that still came
from English common law were the in-
justices that were corrected in a large
way in the traditions and defined in
the Declaration and corrected in the
Constitution of the United States.

We are here and one of the reasons
that we are a great Nation, one of the
reasons that we are the unchallenged
greatest Nation in the world is because
one of the essential pillars of American
exceptionalism is the rule of law, Mr.
Speaker.

When we look at the difference be-
tween the country represented by
President Calderon and the country
represented by President Obama, our
traditions are entirely different. As I
listened to President Calderon’s
speech, he said we are founded on the
same principles. He said they were
founded 200 years ago on the same prin-
ciples as the United States is my recol-
lection from the speech. I don’t have it
in front of me.

It struck me that I would like to ask
that question of him personally to ex-
plain that to me, how we are founded
on the same principles, the right to life
and liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness. Could that be in a Mexican Con-
stitution somewhere that is 200 years
0ld? I am not aware of that. I hope it
is. I hope I just missed it, but I am not
aware of that.

Life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness, Mr. Speaker. This country was
founded for religious liberty. It was
founded on the rule of law. It was
founded on the basic principles that
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our rights come from God, and that we
hold these truths to be self-evident,
that all men are created equal, and we
are endowed by our Creator with cer-
tain unalienable rights, and among
them are life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness, Mr. Speaker.

And America was founded by a Na-
tion who believed in freedom, a Nation
of farmers and small shopkeepers, a
Nation that rejected the aristocracy, a
Nation that wrote in its Constitution
that we are not going to confer any
title or royalty on anybody in this
country. We are going to shed those
trappings of royalty, and we are going
to be a Nation that is empowered from
rights that come from God that come
directly to the people, and the people
bestow the responsibility on govern-
ment. That’s what America was found-
ed upon.

And we believed for a long time that
our voices mattered. We have been en-
gaging in these debates well before the
Declaration of Independence. Patrick
Henry’s speech was a manifestation of
many decades of Americans seeking to
rule themselves before they threw the
yoke of King George off in 1776 and cul-
minated with the ratification of the
Constitution beginning in 1787 and fin-
ishing in 1789.

We are a different Nation. When I
asked the Historian of Mexico in Mex-
ico City a couple of years ago about the
colonial experience of Mexico versus
the colonial experience of the United
States, his response was, well, about 7
percent of Mexico are the aristocracy,
and they have run their country from
the beginning. And 93 percent are the
people who are being run. And they
have no tradition of being able to have
a voice that actually changed and
shifted the government and directed
the government. Not a government of
the people, but a government of the ar-
istocracy run for the aristocracy that
managed and controls the people.

Now, I hope President Calderon is
breaking that mold. I hope Vicente Fox
started it along the way, and I hope
President Calderon is breaking that
mold. And I applaud him for the coura-
geous approach that he has had in tak-
ing on the drug cartels. They have suf-
fered thousands and thousands of cas-
ualties in the middle of this war
against the drug cartels, but they have
a very heavy lift down there. It isn’t
that Mexico mirrors that experience of
the United States, in my view. I think
it’s a different history, it’s a different
experience, it’s a different culture, and
a different set of traditions.

And, yes, we can be friends, and we
are trading partners, and we need to
enhance those trades. And I want to be
supportive of the effort to shut down
the drug cartels. And we have, Mr.
Speaker, a responsibility in this coun-
try to shut down illegal drug consump-
tion so that we can turn down the mag-
net that draws so many illegal dollars
out of the United States into Mexico
and the violence that’s committed
there and points south, and there and
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points into the United States. All of
that is part of the picture. We haven’t
addressed our side of this problem very
well at all. And we point our finger at
Mexico. I want them to do their job
too.

But we can, by golly, shut off the
bleeding at the border. That we can do.
And there are $60 billion a year that
are wired out of the United States into
the Western Hemisphere, points south.
About $30 billion of it goes into Mexico;
about $30 billion goes into Central
America, the Caribbean, and South
America. And the Drug Enforcement
Agency does not even have an estimate
on what percentage of that $60 billion
is laundered illegal drug money.

I would hang that point out there and
yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you. Some
say, well, if you are a caring Nation
then you ought to just welcome any-
body that wants to come. The problem
is because this Nation has been so rich-
ly blessed, and because we have been a
Nation that believed in the rule of law
and enforced it more fairly across the
board than any nation in the history of
the world, then opportunities have
abounded here. And so it has been a
draw.

And I know my friend from Iowa was
chairman of the Immigration Sub-
committee on which I was privileged to
serve, and so I know he is aware of
these statistics, but it’s estimated that
between out of the over 6 billion people
in the world that 1 billion to 1.5 billion
people in the world would like to come
to America. And as most folks know,
we have over 300 million in this coun-
try now.

But if we were to just say there are
no borders, you want to come, come on,
we are just giving up on our obligation
to protect the economy and the people
and the way of life in this country, so
come on. One billion to 1.5 billion peo-
ple would overwhelm this Nation. It
could no longer be the greatest Nation
in the world because you couldn’t have
an organized, sustained society with a
government that functioned. It would
be overwhelmed.

So in order to continue to be that
light on the hill, that beacon that
Reagan talked about, we have to make
sure that we have managed immigra-
tion, that we continue to be a beacon
so people want to come here, but that
we control the immigration so it
doesn’t overwhelm the economy so
that this becomes a matter of regret
for those who have come here.

Now, I know, as my friend from Iowa
has done, and I guess most of us, assist
people who have immigration prob-
lems. And so we have some wonderful
dear Hispanic friends, constituents
whom we are helping to try to legally
get in family because they want to
abide by the law. They want to do the
right thing because they know the law
is important.

And some people that I love very
dearly are Hispanic immigrants. And,
you know, having been invited to come
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to family functions and back when I
was a judge, one of the great honors of
my time as a judge was to marry a cou-
ple. And her parents were immigrants.
And it was just so moving. It brought
tears to my eyes. But I look around at
this Hispanic group of family, and what
comes to my mind when I am with
them, when I see them is they believe
in the things that made America great.

This family, these dear friends, they
believe in God, they have a love of fam-
ily that’s unrivaled, and they have a
hard-work ethic like virtually nobody
else can even aspire to. It’s a beautiful
thing. And I have great hopes that
those three things that you find gen-
erally so often in Hispanic commu-
nities are what’s going to reinvigorate
this country and get us back on track
and get us back to the very things
George Washington prayed for this
country when he resigned as com-
mander in chief of the Revolutionary
military. Those are good things.

But we owe it to all of the people,
those who have immigrated legally,
those who have been here, grand-
children, great grandchildren of immi-
grants, people that are Native Ameri-
cans, we owe it to all of them to keep
this country strong so it continues to
be a land of opportunity.
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I come back to that prayer that
George Washington had when he wrote,
himself, that was at the end of his res-
ignation, and of course, it was the only
time in human history where someone
led a revolutionary military, won the
revolution, and then resigned and went
home. Never happened before, never
happened since.

At the end, Washington’s words were
these, I now make it my earnest prayer
that God would have you in the state
over which you preside in his holy pro-
tection.

I know my friend had people, as an
employer, providing paychecks, you
probably had people resign. You may
not have had people put prayers like
this on the end of their resignation,
but Washington goes on that he, God,
would incline the hearts of the citizens
to cultivate a spirit of subordination
and, get this, and obedience to govern-
ment. To entertain a brotherly affec-
tion and love for one another, for their
fellow citizens of the United States,
and particularly for the brethren who
have served in the field, and, finally,
that he would most graciously be
pleased to dispose us all to do justice.

That’s part of the prayer. How can
you do justice? You follow the law. You
are just. To the rich and the poor you
are just to everyone. Race, creed, color,
nationality, religion, prayer, that was
part of Washington’s prayer.

Then he goes on to love mercy, you
can’t have mercy unless you have jus-
tice in the first place.

Washington goes on: And to demean
ourselves with a charity, humility, and
pacific timbre of mind which were the
characteristics of the divine author of
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our blessed religion, and without an
humble limitation of whose example in
these things, we can never hope to be a
happy Nation.

He signed it, I have the honor to be,
with great respect and esteem, your
Excellency’s most obedient and very
humble servant, George Washington.

Now, that’s a resignation, that’s a
prayer.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Did he sign that in
the year of our Lord?

Mr. GOHMERT. This resignation he
did not, but, of course, we know that
most things were signed in the year of
our Lord, including our Constitution.
So I find it remarkable when some peo-
ple around here have said, well, it
would be unconstitutional to sign
things around here in the year of our
Lord. I pointed out how can it be un-
constitutional to sign things in the
year of our Lord, whatever the year
number is, when that is exactly how
the Constitution itself is signed and
dated.

Mr. KING of Iowa. I reflect back on
talking about George Washington and
the eloquence that he had and the love
for his fellow man and for his country
and how great it would have been if
Fidel Castro would have stepped down
about the time that he finished a term
or two in Cuba and how much different
this Western Hemisphere would be.

What if we didn’t have people like
Hugo Chavez down there that seek to
be President for life and impose their
version of Marxism, their version of
emperor’s law, which is one of the
foundations of empire. If you look
around and you look at empires, they
are run by emperors. They are run by
the law of the emperor, not the law
that comes from God that sees justice
blindly, and the level kind of justice
for whomever it might be, rich or poor.

I am thinking about this Arizona law
again and how it’s been misrepresented
across this country. I am not very for-
giving for what has happened here.
When you have the highest official and
officials in the United States Govern-
ment that either shoot from the hip or
willfully misinform the American peo-
ple, and it starts with the President of
the United States himself.

When the Arizona law was passed he
almost immediately said that a mother
and her daughter could be going to get
some ice cream, and they could be tar-
geted because of how they looked and
be required to produce their papers.
That was a race card thrown into the
middle of this debate based upon no
fundamental facts, Mr. Speaker.

Then behind that we had Eric Holder
the Attorney General, testifying before
the Judiciary Committee a week and a
half ago, if I recall correctly, about a
week and a half ago with Eric Holder.
As he was asked these series of ques-
tions, he had made the point that he
thought that there was a potential for
racial profiling that could take place.
Then, Mr. Speaker, we found out, and I
think Eric Holder may know by now,
that he misunderstood the law, but he
hadn’t read the law.
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We found out, when Congressman
TED POE, also a former judge from
Texas, asked him the question, have
you read the bill? He said, no, he
hadn’t. He hadn’t been briefed on the
bill.

But he had a few things to say about
it, and prior to the Judiciary Com-
mittee, about its lack of constitu-
tionality. Well, that’s the Attorney
General, who also testified that he is a
nonpartisan office, that he is simply
going to enforce the law.

Then we have the Secretary of Home-
land Security, Janet Napolitano, and
she had remarks to make about how
the bill could be used for racial
profiling. It’s obvious that she didn’t
read the bill. In fact, she confessed to
Senator MCCAIN in a hearing that she
didn’t read the bill.

Then we had the Assistant Secretary
of Homeland Security, who heads up
ICE, John Morton, who made a state-
ment, I believe it was to The Chicago
Tribune newspaper, that he wasn’t
committed to necessarily picking up
the individuals that would be incarcer-
ated by Arizona law enforcement that
had violated U.S. and Arizona immi-
gration law.

The law enforcement officer, the
chief law enforcement officer for Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement,
sent a message, not yet to be retracted,
that he wouldn’t commit to picking up
these individuals that had been picked
up by Arizona law enforcement, be-
cause he disagreed with the law.
Breathtaking.

What would George Washington have
said to think that the top enforcer of
American immigration law, the Assist-
ant Secretary of Homeland Security
John Morton, would even intimate that
he had any options about enforcing the
law?

I would say, Mr. Speaker, that it
isn’t his option. It’s not the option of
the President of the United States to
decide whether to enforce the law. It’s
not the option of the Attorney General
to decide whether to enforce a law, or,
the Secretary of Homeland Security, or
the Assistant Secretary of the Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement;
none of them have the option. They are
executive branch employees. Their
oath is to uphold the Constitution to
the best of their ability and to faith-
fully execute the laws. That’s their job.

This Congress sets the legislation
and sets its policy. The executive
branch carries it out. They don’t get to
have discretion. I will submit to John
Morton, Janet Napolitano, Eric Holder,
or even President Obama. President
Obama could do a John Adams.

Come back here, run for office, come
to Congress. If you like to set policy,
get in the legislative business. Don’t be
in the enforcement business.

I am not seeking to enforce a law
myself. I am saying here is the law.
The Federal Government has immigra-
tion law, and you have an obligation, if
you are the President of the United
States, or an executive branch officer
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with that duty, to enforce that law.
Our job is to set the policy and pass the
laws.

You know, I will go even further. Mi-
chael Posner, Assistant Secretary of
State, he said he brought it up early
and often to the Chinese that we had a
problem with a law in Arizona that
could bring about racial profiling.
These are the people, we have got 40,000
Chinese in the United States that have
been adjudicated for deportation. The
Chinese won’t take them back. And we
are sending them some b550-year-old
bones from paleovertebrates, so they
can keep their artifacts straight.

We need to send them the 40,000 Chi-
nese that they won’t take, deport them
as well as the bones, Mr. Speaker. And,
additionally, Felipe Calderon on top of
this. The American people have been
misinformed by the President, by the
Attorney General, by the Secretary of
Homeland Security, the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, by the
Assistant Secretary of State Posner.
Then the President of Mexico takes his
talking points from the White House
and comes to this floor and lectures
and chastises us that we have a law
here, that I will say is completely con-
stitutional. I will make this further
prediction, Mr. Speaker, and that is
that the announcement came out today
that the Justice Department under
Eric Holder now has a legal brief that
recommends that they bring suit
against Arizona.
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Here is my prediction: ACLU has
written that legal brief for the Justice
Department. That apolitical, non-
political Justice Department has a
brief that one day we’ll get our hands
on, a draft brief. Release the draft is
what needs to happen from the Attor-
ney General. But in that draft we’ll
find the ACLU that has already sued
Arizona with a 98-page case, there is
the document that they’re using to put
their brief together in the Justice De-
partment.

The President gave the order to the
Attorney General to look into Arizo-
na’s law. And the Justice Department,
under Attorney General Holder, looked
at the lawsuit that’s been brought by
the ACLU and MALDEF and other or-
ganizations that are hardcore left
wing, including SEIU, and they have
lifted the language right out of that
lawsuit, and that will be the draft, Mr.
Speaker. That’s my prediction. I put
my marker down. When we get our
hands on the draft from the Attorney
General’s office, I will take that draft
and I will take the language and I will
highlight the language right out of the
ACLU’s lawsuit. And I’'ll show you how
the Justice Department lifted that lan-
guage out of the lawsuit of the ACLU
and MALDEF—the Mexican American
Legal Defense Foundation—and put it
right into their draft advisory. And the
Federal Government will be conducting
and carrying out the order of the Presi-
dent—in a nonpolitical office, sup-
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posedly, according to Holder’s testi-
mony—at the direction of the ACLU
and MALDEF and LARASA and the
other organizations, SEIU and many
others that are hardcore, leftist organi-
zations in this country.

If we’re going to have the rule of law,
it’s got to be impartial. It’s got to be
objective. It’s got to be constitutional.
It’s got to be statutory, and it’s got to
be consistent with case law. Arizona’s
law is all of those things, but this Jus-
tice Department’s unjustified attack
on Arizona is anything but.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GOHMERT. I just want to say,
the President said he would fundamen-
tally transform America. And when the
executive branch charged with enforc-
ing the laws of the country won’t read
them, won’t follow them, and won’t en-
force them, that’s a fundamental trans-
formation.

Our friend, CYNTHIA LUMMIS from
Wyoming, prepared this chart. One
final note on fundamental trans-
formation: This chart, when you have
the blue line, the private job sector hir-
ing, shooting down like this and the
red line, the public government hiring,
shooting up like that, you have fun-
damentally transformed America.

With that, I yield.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time and, Mr. Speaker, yielding back
the balance, should there be any.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
4213, TAX EXTENDERS ACT OF
2009

Mr. PERLMUTTER, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111-497) on the
resolution (H. Res. 1403) providing for
consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 4213) to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
extend certain expiring provisions, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

—————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 5136, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2011.

Mr. PERLMUTTER, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111-498) on the
resolution (H. Res. 1404) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5136) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2011 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes, which was
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:
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Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan (at the
request of Mr. HOYER) for today.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas (at the re-
quest of Mr. HOYER) for today after 2:30
p.m.

———————

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. TOwWNS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. TOwNS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Ms. BEAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California,
for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. BOOzZMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WHITFIELD, for 5 minutes, May 27.

————
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 5139. An act to provide for the Inter-
national Organizations Immunities Act to be
extended to the Office of the High Represent-
ative in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the
International Civilian Office in Kosovo.

————
ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 13 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, May 27, 2010, at 10
a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7649. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Cyprodinil; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0551; FRIL-8818-8]
received April 28, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.
7650. A letter from the Director, Regu-

latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Phosphate Ester,
Tallowamine, Ethoxylated; Exemption from
the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-
OPP-2009-0165; FRL-8816-4] received April 28,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.
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7651. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Spirodiclofen; Pesticide
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0139; FRL-
8820-4] received April 28, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

7652. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on the Critical Skills Re-
tention Bonus (CSRB) program, pursuant to
37 U.S.C. 355(h); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

7653. A letter from the Acting Fiscal As-
sistant Secretary, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s annual
report on material violations or suspected
material violations of regulations relating to
Treasury auctions and other Treasury secu-
rities offerings during the period January 1,
2009 through December 31, 2009, pursuant to
Public Law 103-202, section 202; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

7654. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s “Major”’ final rule — Lead; Amendment
to the Opt-out and Recordkeeping Provisions
in the Renovation, Repair, and Painting Pro-
gram [EPA-HQ-OPPT-2005-0049; FRIL-8823-7]
(RIN: 2070-AJ55) received April 28, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

7655. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Mandatory Reporting of
Greenhouse Gases: Minor Harmonizing
Changes to the General Provisions [EPA-HQ-
0OAR-2008-0508; FRIL.-9143-5] (RIN: 2060-AQ15)
received April 28, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7656. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Colo-
rado; Revisions to Regulation Number 1
[EPA-R08-OAR-2009-0790;  FRL-9114-3] re-
ceived April 28, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

7657. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Texas;
Revisions to the Discrete Emission Credit
Banking and Trading Program [EPA-R09-
0AR-2010-0148; FRI1.-9151-6] received April 28,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

7658. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Texas;
Revisions to the Emission Credit Banking
and Trading Program [EPA-R06-OAR-2010-
0147; FRL-9151-5] received April 28, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

7659. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Election Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Participation by Fed-
eral Candidates and Officeholders at Non-
Federal Fundraising Events [Notice 2010-11]
received May 4, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

7660. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Ocean Dumping; Designa-
tion of Ocean Dredged Material Disposal
Sites offshore of the Sinuslaw River, Oregon
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[EPA-R10-OW-2010-0086; FRI1.-9143-2] received
April 28, 2010, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7661. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1882-DR for the District of Co-
lumbia; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

7662. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1886-DR for the State of South
Dakota; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

7663. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1887-DR for the State of South
Dakota; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

7664. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1885-DR for the State of Kan-
sas; jointly to the Committees on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, Appropriations,
and Homeland Security.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SKELTON: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. Supplemental report on H.R. 5136. A bill
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2011 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes (Rept. 111-491, Pt. 2).

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts: Committee
on Financial Services. H.R. 5114. A bill to ex-
tend the authorization for the national flood
insurance program, to identify priorities es-
sential to reform and ongoing stable func-
tioning of the program, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 111-495).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California: Com-
mittee on Standards of Official Conduct. Re-
port of the Committee on Standards of Offi-
cial Conduct (Rept. 111-496). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 1403. Resolution
providing for consideration of the Senate
amendment to the bill (H.R. 4213) to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend
certain expiring provisions, and for other
purposes (Rept. 111-497). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 1404. Resolution
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R.
5136) to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2011 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes; waiving a requirement of
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to con-
sideration of certain resolutions reported
from the Committee on Rules; and for other
purposes (Rept. 111-498). Referred to the
House Calendar.
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 5402. A Dbill to amend the Alaska Na-
tive Claims Settlement Act to provide for
equitable allotment of lands to Alaska Na-
tive veterans; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 5403. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to temporarily adjust the reimburse-
ment rates for TRICARE claims in Alaska;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 5404. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to authorize space-available
travel on military aircraft for a member or
former member of a reserve component who
is eligible for retired pay but for age and for
dependents of the member who accompany
the retiree; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. RADANOVICH:

H.R. 5405. A bill to provide for a visitor
center for visitors to Yosemite National
Park, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self and Ms. SHEA-PORTER):

H.R. 5406. A bill to establish the Corporate
Subsidy Reform Commission to review and
identify inequitable Federal subsidies and
make recommendations for termination,
modification, or retention of such subsidies,
and to state the sense of the Congress that
the Congress should promptly consider legis-
lation that would make the changes in law
necessary to implement the recommenda-
tions; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, and in addition to the
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington:

H.R. 5407. A bill to establish the Program
Reform Commission to review and identify
unnecessary Federal programs and make rec-
ommendations for termination, modifica-
tion, or retention of such programs, and to
express the sense of the Congress that the
Congress should promptly consider legisla-
tion that would make the changes in law
necessary to implement the recommenda-
tions; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr.
PUTNAM):

H.R. 5408. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to change the state of mind re-
quirement for certain identity theft offenses,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER of North Carolina (for
himself, Mr. BACA, and  Mrs.
MALONEY):

H.R. 5409. A Dbill to establish the Residen-
tial Construction Loan Guarantee Program
to guarantee loans made to eligible home

building companies for viable building
projects; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

By Mr. LIPINSKI:

H.R. 5410. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit cor-
porations which are subject to certain crimi-
nal or civil sanctions from engaging in cam-
paign-related activity under such Act, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.
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By Ms. KOSMAS:

H.R. 5411. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Commerce to establish an early-stage busi-
ness investment and incubation grant pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on
Financial Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. BEAN (for herself, Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER, Mr. PETERS, Mr. MUR-
PHY of New York, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
BRIGHT, Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. ELLS-
WORTH, Mr. PoLis, Mr. COOPER, Mr.
KLEIN of Florida, Mr. MOORE of Kan-
sas, Mr. HiLL, Mr. WELCH, and Mrs.
HALVORSON):

H.R. 5412. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Investment Act of 1958 to increase max-
imum loan amounts under the program in
title V of that Act, to provide temporary au-
thority for debt refinancing of commercial
real estate, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Small Business.

By Mr. BACA (for himself, Mr. KILDEE,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. BOREN, Ms. RICH-
ARDSON, Mr. HONDA, and Mr. LUJAN):

H.R. 5413. A bill to authorize the Pechanga
Band of Luiseno Mission Indians Water
Rights Settlement, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina:

H.R. 5414. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of a small parcel of National Forest
System land in the Francis Marion National
Forest in South Carolina, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr.
LUJAN, and Mr. TEAGUE):

H.R. 5415. A bill to designate the Memorial
of Perpetual Tears, which honors victims of
driving while impaired, as the official Na-
tional DWI Victims Memorial; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. HELLER:

H.R. 5416. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Interior to convey certain Federal land
to Elko County, Nevada, and to take land
into trust for the Te-moak Tribe of Western
Shoshone Indians of Nevada, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas:

H.R. 5417. A bill to amend titles XIX and
XVIII of the Social Security Act, as amended
by the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act and the Health Care and Education
Reconciliation Act of 2010, with respect to
payment of disproportionate share hospitals
(DSH) under the Medicare and Medicaid pro-
grams; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MCMAHON:

H.R. 5418. A bill to provide emergency op-
erating funds for public transportation; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. NADLER of New York:

H.R. 5419. A bill to amend chapter 111 of
title 28, United States Code, relating to pro-
tective orders, sealing of cases, disclosures of
discovery information in civil actions, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. PERLMUTTER (for himself and
Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado):

H.R. 5420. A bill to provide a tax credit for
job training by successful companies, and for
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other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER (for himself,
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
BARTLETT, Mr. IssA, Mr. BRADY of
Texas, Mr. AKIN, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr. POSEY,
Mr. ROONEY, Mr. FLEMING, Mr.
BisHOP of Utah, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr.
SHADEGG, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, and Mr. LAMBORN):

H.J. Res. 87. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. JORDAN of Ohio (for himself
and Mr. PRICE of Georgia):

H. Con. Res. 281. Concurrent resolution es-
tablishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2011, revising the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal year 2010, and setting forth the
appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal years
2012 through 2020; to the Committee on the
Budget.

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California:

H. Res. 1397. A resolution electing a Mem-
ber to certain standing committees of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to. considered and agreed to.

By Mr. ACKERMAN:

H. Res. 1398. A resolution recognizing the
contributions of university and college im-
migrant assistance programs; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. BERRY:

H. Res. 1399. A resolution honoring the
lives, and mourning the loss, of Sergeant
Brandon Paudert and Officer Bill Evans,
members of the West Memphis Police De-
partment; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Ms. LEE of California:

H. Res. 1400. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of National Caribbean Amer-
ican HIV/AIDS Awareness Day, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York (for
herself and Mr. KING of New York):

H. Res. 1401. A resolution expressing grati-
tude for the contributions that the air traffic
controllers of the United States make to
keep the traveling public safe and the air-
space of the United States running effi-
ciently, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. MORAN of Virginia (for him-
self, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. COBLE, Mr.
ELLISON, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
of Texas, Mr. TERRY, Mr. KIRK, Mr.
WELCH, Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr. PATRICK
J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
B00ZMAN, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. ROTHMAN
of New Jersey, Mr. REHBERG, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. MAFFEI):

H. Res. 1402. A resolution recognizing the
50th anniversary of the National Council for
International Visitors, and expressing sup-
port for designation of February 16, 2011, as
‘‘Citizen Diplomacy Day’’; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

———

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows:

299. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the Senate of the State of Kansas, relative
to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 1623
urging the United States Congress to require
the Environmental Protection Agency to ex-
clude air monitoring data from use in deter-
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minations for the area of Flint Hills; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

300. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Idaho, relative to
House Concurrent Resolution No. 64 urging
the Congress to amend the Tenth Amend-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 147: Mr. ScCHIFF and Ms.
SANCHEZ of California.

H.R. 272: Mr. BLUNT.

H.R. 413: Mr. SCHAUER.

H.R. 442: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia.

H.R. 460: Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 716: Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 1194: Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 1205: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Mr.
Wwu.

H.R. 1826: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 1844: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1884: Mr. SHULER, Mr. HALL of New
York, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia.

H.R. 1925: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 2000: Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 2030: Mr. SMITH of Washington.

H.R. 2103: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Ms.
PINGREE of Maine.

H.R. 2159: Mr. HONDA, Mr. ROTHMAN of New
Jersey, Mr. DEUTCH, and Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 2163: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia.

H.R. 2164: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia.

H.R. 2243: Mr. LUJAN.

H.R. 2305: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.

H.R. 2378: Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 2381: Ms. PINGREE of Maine.

H.R. 2555: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 2733: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R.
WALZ.

H.R. 3332: Mr. KAGEN.

H.R. 3486: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 3502: Mr. CLEAVER and
GARAMENDI.

H.R. 3786: Mr. SCHAUER.

H.R. 3924: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia and Mr. COLE.

H.R. 4051: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. ARCURI,
and Mr. THORNBERRY.

H.R. 4072: Mr. HILL.

H.R. 4128: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. KILDEE,
and Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 4195: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 4287: Mr. PERLMUTTER.

H.R. 4296: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 4376: Mr. FILNER, Ms. NORTON, and Ms.
TSONGAS.

H.R. 4400: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 4494: Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 4538: Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 4568: Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 4598: Mr. ARCURI.

H.R. 4684: Mr. OLSON, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr.
STUPAK, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
BOREN, Mr. FILNER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. PETERSON, Mr.
PoLis, Mr. BRIGHT, and Ms. LEE of California.

H.R. 4751: Mr. HELLER.

H.R. 4796: Mr. LINCOLN
Florida.

H.R. 4914: Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. RICHARDSON,
Mr. SIRES, and Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 4947: Mr. BARROW.

H.R. 4959: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 4993: Ms. NORTON and Mr. MURPHY of
Connecticut.

H.R. 5012: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 5029: Mr. CorFMAN of Colorado, Mr.
PLATTS, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr.
MORAN of Kansas, and Mr. MCHENRY.

LORETTA

3077: Ms. PINGREE of Maine and Mr.

Mr.

DI1AZ-BALART of
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H.R. 5032: Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 5034: Mr. OBERSTAR.

H.R. 5079: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 5092: Mr. MURPHY of New York, Mr.
MARIO DiAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. DJouU,
Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. HINOJOSA,
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. YARMUTH,
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts, Mr. INSLEE,
and MR. HEINRICH.

H.R. 5096: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 5126: Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 5137: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey and
Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5142: Mr. DOYLE.

H.R. 5151: Mr. CASTLE.

H.R. 5157: Mr. MURPHY of New York.

H.R. 5214: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr.
SESTAK, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. DELAURO.

H.R. 5236: Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 5258: Mr. FLAKE and Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 5260: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Mrs. LOWEY.

H.R. 5263: Mr. BURTON of Indiana and Mr.
GRIFFITH.

H.R. 5268: Mr. PERRIELLO.

H.R. 5289: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 5294: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska.

H.R. 5299: Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. MCKEON,
Mr. PoOE of Texas, Mr. FORBES, Mr.
MCCOTTER, Mr. COBLE, and Mr. COFFMAN of
Colorado.

H.R. 5306: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska.

H.R. 5339: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. AKIN, Mr.
BARTLETT, Mr. ISSA, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. JORDAN of
Ohio, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. POSEY,
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. BRADY of Texas, and Mr.
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California.

H.R. 5340: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. PAUL,
Mr. LAMBORN, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. AKIN, and
Mr. POE of Texas.

H.R. 5348: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 5351: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. FRANKS of Ar-
izona, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. McCAUL, and Mr.
WILSON of South Carolina.
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H.R. 5353: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 5354: Mr. SPACE.

H.R. 5357: Mr. HALL of Texas, Ms. GIF-
FORDS, and Mr. CALVERT.
H.R. 5374: Mr. YouNGg of Florida, Mr.

GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. MAN-
ZULLO, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. BRADY of Texas,
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Mr.
IssA, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. PENCE, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota,
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. BISHOP
of Utah, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. POSEY, and Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina.

H.R. 5382: Mr. PENCE, Mr. BURGESS, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. FRANKS of
Arizona, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. KING of Iowa,
and Mr. ROONEY.

H.R. 5396: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. PITTS.

H.R. 5400: Mr. FILNER, Mr. PERRIELLO, and
Ms. SCHWARTZ.

H.J. Res. 76: Mr. JONES and Mr. WALDEN.

H. Con. Res. 261: Mr. KINGSTON.

H. Con. Res. 265: Mrs. LUMMIS.

H. Con. Res. 266: Ms. FoxX, Mr. PIERLUISI,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. NUNES, Mr. DAVIS of
Tennessee, Mr. INGLIS, and Mr. CONYERS.

H. Con. Res. 267: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART
of Florida.

H. Con. Res. 273: Mr. PETERSON.

H. Con. Res. 274: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H. Res. 173: Mr. SHIMKUS.

H. Res. 536: Mr. DENT and Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts.

H. Res. 989: Mr. KUCINICH.

H. Res. 1052: Mr. OWENS.

H. Res. 1138: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H. Res. 1207: Mr. CAMP and Mr. COFFMAN of
Colorado.

H. Res. 1209: Mr. DINGELL.

H. Res. 1217: Mr. BOREN, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. LAMBORN, and Mr. TANNER.

H. Res. 1251: Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. TEAGUE, and Mr.
MILLER of Florida. 3

H. Res. 1322: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas,
Mr. STARK, and Mr. FILNER.
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H. Res. 1343: Mrs. MALONEY.
H. Res. 1347: Ms. GIFFORDS, Ms. WOOLSEY,

Mr. MARIO Di1AZ-BALART of Florida, Mr.
BAcHUS, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr.

HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr.
INSLEE, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Ms. WA-
TERS, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. BEAN, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, and Ms. SPEIER.

H. Res. 1349: Mr. MEEKS of New York.

H. Res. 1366: Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of
Florida.

H. Res. 1370: Mr. BACA.

H. Res. 1371: Mrs. BACHMANN.

H. Res. 1374: Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, and Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H. Res. 1385: Mr. SCALISE.

H. Res. 1391: Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mr. TIBERI, Mr. HIMES, Mr. POLIS, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. AL-
EXANDER, and Mr. KING of New York.

H. Res. 1396: Mr. HARE.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions
and papers were laid on the clerk’s
desk and referred as follows:

139. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
City of Pembroke Pines, Florida, relative to
Resolution No. 3262 supporting House Resolu-
tion 4812; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

140. Also, a petition of City of Lauderdale
Lakes, Florida, relative to Resolution No.
2010-25 congratulating the President for pass-
ing the Health-Care Reform Legislation;
jointly to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce, Appropriations, Ways and Means,
Education and Labor, the Judiciary, Natural
Resources, House Administration, and Rules.
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The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable Tom
UDALL, a Senator from the State of
New Mexico.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

O God, we are in Your hands and may
we rejoice above all things in being so.
Do with us what seems good in Your
sight. Only let us love You with all our
mind, soul, and strength.

Today, show mercy to the Members
of this legislative body. Let Your sov-
ereign hand be over them and Your
Holy Spirit ever be with them, direct-
ing all their thoughts, words, and
works to Your glory. Lord, prosper the
works of their hands, enabling them in
due season to reap a bountiful harvest
if they faint not. In all that they say
and do, may they seek Your glory,
striving for faithfulness in even the
small matters of their labors.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable ToM UDALL led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD.)

The assistant legislative clerk read
the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, May 26, 2010.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable ToM UDALL, a Senator
from the State of New Mexico, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico thereupon
assumed the chair as Acting President
pro tempore.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.
———
SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
any leader remarks, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 4899, the
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions bill. There will be no morning
business this morning. We will go di-
rectly to the bill.

Yesterday evening, I filed cloture on
the committee-reported substitute
amendment in the underlying bill. As a
result, there is a 1 p.m. filing deadline
for germane first-degree amendments.

Today, I will continue to work with
the Republican leader on an agreement
to complete action on the bill without
cloture. If an agreement cannot be
reached, a cloture vote would occur to-
morrow morning. Rollcall votes are ex-
pected to occur throughout the day in
relation to amendments on the supple-
mental appropriations bill.

We have had a number of conversa-
tions. Some amendments may have
technical points of order against them.
I think we are at a point now where we
should arrange some votes on a number
of these amendments and move forward
on this bill. There are Senators on both
sides who have amendments to offer. I
will do my best over here to talk down
the number of amendments. I know the
Republican leader will do the same. We
have to have some amendments. I am
anxious to move to them. I have di-

rected my floor staff to try to work out
arrangements so we can vote on some
of those this morning.

We may be in a position where we
would have to have a 60-vote threshold
on all these amendments. A lot of them
may require that anyway. I think that
would be the appropriate thing to do.

———

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I under-
stand there are two bills at the desk
due for a second reading, is that cor-
rect?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is correct.

The clerk will read the bills for the
second time.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 3410) to create a fair and efficient
system to resolve claims of victims for eco-
nomic injury caused by the Deepwater Hori-
zon incident, and to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to renegotiate the terms of the
lease known as ‘‘Mississippi Canyon 252
with respect to claims relating to the Deep-
water Horizon explosion and oil spill that ex-
ceed existing applicable economic liability
limitations.

A Dbill (S. 3421) to provide a temporary ex-
tension for certain programs, and for other
purposes.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to
any further proceedings on these bills
at this time.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The bills will
be placed on the calendar.

————
ISSUES OF CONCERN

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we are
waiting today to see the success of the
efforts of BP to plug that well that is
spilling into the gulf. This morning, it
is reported that there is a 70- to 80-per-
cent chance that they can be success-
ful. I certainly hope the odds that favor
the stopping the oilspill work.

It is very important that the Amer-
ican people understand, and the world
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understands, that we have to be ready
for the damage this has caused. BP has
indicated they will pay for all damages.
The people of Louisiana, Mississippi,
and other Gulf States are waiting to
see when the oil will stop flowing.

We have a number of issues that are
concerning to the whole country as to
our security. Of course, we have the cy-
bersecurity issue, which, as the Pen-
tagon mentioned, is a very important
issue. We are working on that, and
committees are doing legislation now
to see what can be done to make us
more secure in that regard.

The other thing is we will never be a
secure nation as long as we are depend-
ent upon foreign oil—or to drop it down
a notch, dependent on oil, period. This
is an opportunity for the country to
move away from fossil fuel and do a
better job at looking at the renewable
energies that are available to us all
over this country, including Sun, wind,
geothermal.

I am very supportive of what Sec-
retary Salazar did in approving the
wind farm off the coast of Massachu-
setts. This is an opportunity for us to
be independent and not have to depend
so much on fossil fuels. It is no longer
just the environment; it is also the se-
curity of this Nation. So as we wait
with bated breath to see what is going
to happen today in the gulf, I certainly
hope it is successful and that we im-
prove as a result of this terrible deg-
radation of our environment, and im-
prove our ability to use whatever do-
mestic oil supply we have in a safer
way.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

EXTENDERS PACKAGE

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
will say just a word this morning about
the still unfinished extenders package
that is about to come over from the
House.

The first thing to say is that Repub-
licans are ready and willing right now
to extend necessary benefits and to pay
for them. We could get this done in lit-
erally no time. So any delay in passing
this bill is coming from the other side
of the aisle. I say this not to point fin-
gers but because we have seen this
Democratic playbook.

We know they will try to blame Re-
publicans for their own inability to
come to an agreement if we don’t go
along with their effort to add another
$130 billion to the deficit by the end of
the week. Let me say that again. We
know they will try to blame Repub-
licans for their own inability to come
to an agreement if we don’t go along
with their effort to add another $130
billion to the deficit by the end of this
week.

So let’s be perfectly clear: There is
one reason Democrats are having trou-
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ble getting an agreement on this bill,
and one reason only. That is because it
is so blatantly reckless.

Europe is in the midst of what Ger-
man Chancellor Angela Merkel de-
scribes as an existential crisis, all
brought about by governments that
spend money they don’t have. Ameri-
cans are watching this crisis play out,
and they see Democrats doing the same
thing here day after day after day. This
extenders package is just the latest ex-
ample, the latest evidence of a major-
ity that simply is out of control.

As early as today, we will reach a du-
bious milestone in America: a $13 tril-
lion national debt—the first time in
history we have crossed this fright-
ening threshold.

This extenders bill would add another
$130 billion on top of that—more debt
in one vote than the administration
claimed their health care bill would
save over 10 years. The majority would
have us add $130 billion to the $13 tril-
lion debt in 1 week that would eat up
all the alleged savings from the health
care bill over 10 years. This is fiscal
recklessness, and that is why even
some Democrats are starting to revolt.

The time is long since past to reverse
this dangerous trend, the way Europe
has been forced to reverse the trend.
But far from doing anything about our
own looming debt crisis, Democrats
only seem interested in making it
worse.

The true emergency here—if we are
looking for one—is our national debt.
That is the emergency. A line must be
drawn somewhere. Americans are sim-
ply running out of patience.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

MAKING EMERGENCY SUPPLE-
MENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2010

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of
H.R. 4899, which the clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 4899) making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for disaster relief
and summer jobs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Reid amendment No. 4174, to provide col-
lective bargaining rights for public safety of-
ficers employed by States or their political
subdivisions.

Sessions/McCaskill amendment No. 4173, to
establish 3-year discretionary spending caps.

Wyden/Grassley amendment No. 4183, to es-
tablish as a standing order of the Senate
that a Senator publicly disclose a notice of
intent to objecting to any measure or mat-
ter.

Feingold amendment No. 4204, to require a
plan for safe, orderly, and expeditious rede-
ployment of the United States Armed Forces
from Afghanistan.
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McCain amendment No. 4214, to provide for
the National Guard support to secure the
southern land border of the United States.

Cornyn modified amendment No. 4202, to
make appropriations to improve border secu-
rity, with an offset from unobligated appro-
priations under division A of Public Law 111-
5.

Lautenberg modified amendment No. 4175,
to provide that parties responsible for the
Deepwater Horizon oilspill in the Gulf of
Mexico shall reimburse the general fund of
the Treasury for costs incurred in responding
to that oilspill.

Cardin amendment No. 4191, to prohibit the
use of funds for leasing activities in certain
areas of the Outer Continental Shelf.

Kyl/McCain amendment No. 4228 (to
amendment No. 4202), to appropriate
$200,000,000 for a law enforcement initiative
to address illegal crossings of the Southwest
border, with an offset.

Coburn/McCain amendment No. 4232, to
pay for the costs of supplemental spending
by reducing Congress’s own budget and dis-
posing of unneeded Federal property and un-
committed Federal funds.

Coburn/McCain amendment No. 4231, to
pay for the costs of supplemental spending
by reducing waste, inefficiency, and unneces-
sary spending within the Federal Govern-
ment.

Landrieu/Cochran amendment No. 4179, to
allow the Administrator of the Small Busi-
ness Administration to create or save jobs by
providing interest relief on certain out-
standing disaster loans relating to damage
caused by the 2005 gulf coast hurricanes or
the 2008 gulf coast hurricanes.

Landrieu amendment No. 4180, to defer
payments of principal and interest on dis-
aster loans relating to the Deepwater Hori-
zon oilspill.

Landrieu modified amendment No. 4184, to
require the Secretary of the Army to maxi-
mize the placement of dredged material
available from maintenance dredging of ex-
isting navigation channels to mitigate the
impacts of the Deepwater Horizon oilspill in
the Gulf of Mexico at full Federal expense.

Landrieu amendment No. 4213, to provide
authority to the Secretary of the Interior to
immediately fund projects under the Coastal
Impact Assistance Program on an emergency
basis.

Landrieu amendment No. 4182, to require
the Secretary of the Army to use certain
funds for the construction of authorized res-
toration projects in the Louisiana coastal
area ecosystem restoration program.

Landrieu amendment No. 4234, to establish
a program, and to make available funds, to
provide technical assistance grants for use
by organizations in assisting individuals and
businesses affected by the Deepwater Hori-
zon oilspill in the Gulf of Mexico.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Hawaii is rec-
ognized.

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for up to 15 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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HEALTH CARE

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today, as I have done
each week for over a month now, to
give a doctor’s second opinion about
the health care bill that has now been
signed into law. I do this as somebody
who has practiced medicine, taken care
of families in Wyoming since 1983. Dur-
ing that time, I was medical director of
something called the Wyoming Health
Fairs, offering low-cost blood screening
for people all around the Cowboy State,
giving them an opportunity to take
more personal responsibility for their
own health, to learn about their
health, to help get their blood pressure
under control, get their cholesterol
down, and get their blood sugar under
control, and diagnose cancers early. All
of this is aimed at early prevention,
meaning better care, better surviv-
ability, which is what we need to do in
this country—work on patient-centered
health care.

Today, I bring to the floor of the Sen-
ate my second opinion because I think
the bill that was passed into law has
failed. It has failed and gotten the di-
agnosis and the treatment wrong.

The goal of health care reform should
be to lower costs, increase quality, and
increase access. I continue to believe
the new health care law is bad for pa-
tients; it is bad for payers, the Amer-
ican taxpayers who are going to be
footing the bill, and it is bad for pro-
viders, the nurses and doctors of this
country who take care of those pa-
tients.

Fundamentally, I believe, unlike
what the President said, this whole law
is now going to increase the cost of
care. The American people believe that
overwhelmingly, that this is going to
increase the cost of their care and it is
also going to decrease the quality and
availability of the care, to the point
that a national poll released just this
Monday shows 62 percent of Americans
would like to repeal and replace the
bill that has now been signed into law.

As the Speaker of the House, NANCY
PELOSI, said: First you have to pass the
bill to find out what is in it. As more
and more Americans are finding out
what is in the bill, they are finding
there are more and more broken prom-
ises.

The President gave a speech, and he
said: If you like your health care plan,
you will be able to keep your health
care plan, period.

He then went on to say: No one will
take it away, period.

He said: No matter what, period.

But the Chief Actuary of Medicare
and Medicaid says that 14 million
Americans will lose their employer-
sponsored health coverage under this
law. The President is saying one thing,
but the Chief Actuary for Medicare and
Medicaid is saying something very dif-
ferent. That is why the American peo-
ple do not feel this bill—mow the law—
was passed for them. It is for somebody
else.

Most Americans have health insur-
ance they like and are happy with, ex-
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cept for the cost. Unfortunately, what
this body passed and what the Presi-
dent signed is going to increase the
cost and decrease the availability. For
people who like what they have, they
are not going to be able to keep it.

One might say: Where do you come
up with that? There was a lengthy arti-
cle written called ‘‘Documents reveal
AT&T, Verizon, others thought about
dropping employer-sponsored bene-
fits.”” Why would that be? Because of a
very different regime, it says, a ‘‘radi-
cally different regime of subsidies, pen-
alties, and taxes.” That is so much of
what is involved in this health care
law—penalties, subsidies, and taxes.

“Many large companies,” it goes on
to say, ‘‘are examining a course that
was heretofore unthinkable, dumping
the health care coverage they provide
to their workers in exchange for just
paying penalty fees to the govern-
ment.”

It goes on:

In the days after President Obama signed
the bill on March 24, a number of companies
announced big write downs due to the fiscal
changes it ushered in. The legislation elimi-
nated a company’s right to deduct the fed-
eral retiree drug-benefit subsidy from their
[companies].

As a result, AT&T, Verizon, and oth-
ers ‘‘took well-publicized charges of
around $1 Dbillion.” This annoyed
HENRY WAXMAN, Democrat from Cali-
fornia, ‘‘who accused the companies of
using the big numbers to exaggerate’—
that is what he said, ‘‘exaggerate’—
‘“‘health care reform’s burden on em-
ployers.”” So he summoned top execu-
tives to hearings and he requested doc-
uments.

The bottom line is, taking a look at
1,100 pages of documents from four
major employers—AT&T, Verizon, Cat-
erpillar, and John Deere—‘‘No sooner
did the Democrats on the Energy Com-
mittee read” the documents ‘‘than
they abruptly cancelled the hearings.”
Why? Because they found out that
what the companies had said was true,
and it was proper in accordance with
the rules and the laws within which
they have to operate.

All four of these companies are tak-
ing a look at the costs and the benefits
of dropping health care coverage of
people who like the coverage they
have. What are the alternatives if you
do not want to provide health care?
You pay a fine. You pay a fee.

AT&T, a major company, employs up
to 300,000 people with health care cov-
erage they like, and they are in a situ-
ation where the company is saying: If
we drop their coverage and pay the
fine, we as a company can save $1.8 bil-
lion.

Is that what this Congress intended?
Is that what this Congress imagined? Is
that what the people of this country
deserve? No.

What this shows is a bill that was
crammed through and down the
throats of the American people by an
administration desperate to have some-
thing passed into law, something that
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many people never even read before
they voted in favor of it. And the peo-
ple who read the bill carefully could
see what was coming down the line,
came to the floor, and pointed out
these things to the American people.
The American people heard, but the
Members of Congress did not.

There is a new study out that was re-
ported today in the Associated Press.
It talks about what other businesses
are doing. It was a poll of 650 leading
corporations talking about, what do
you think this is going to mean for
your business? What is this going to
mean for the employees? What is this
going to mean in terms of health care
for those folks and the cost of doing
business?

Here it is. What do the employers
want? They want to have three goals,
and they are the goals all Americans
would have. They want to bring down
the cost of care, whether you are an
employer or an employee. No matter
who you are, they want to bring down
the cost of care. Contain costs—abso-
lutely, at a minimum. They want to
contain costs. Good. They want to en-
courage healthier lifestyles. Good. This
bill hardly does that at all. There are
very few, if any, individual incentives.
And they want to improve quality of
life.

A mere 14 percent of all responding—
650 companies—think health care re-
form will help contain health -care
costs. An overwhelming majority—90
percent—of employers believe health
care reform will increase their organi-
zation’s health care costs. Why should
they be any different from what the
government Actuary says? The govern-
ment Actuary, who took a look at the
bill, also said the cost curve is going to
g0 up. The cost is going to go up. The
amount Congress promised the Amer-
ican people this would cover in terms
of the costs—Congress said: Oh, we are
going to save money. No, that is not
what the people who actually added up
the figures said. They said this is going
to cost money.

Yesterday, when the President vis-
ited with the Republican Members of
the Senate, I specifically asked him
about this point. He still takes the tact
that ultimately the cost curve will go
down. The American people, and cer-
tainly someone who has practiced med-
icine now since 1983, and the Actuary,
who takes a look at these issues, who
actually does the addition and puts a
line and puts the total numbers at the
bottom, all say: Sorry, Mr. President,
that is not true. The cost is going to go
up. Insurance costs are going to go up.
Quality of care and availability of care
will go down.

I come to the floor as a physician of-
fering my second opinion just to tell
my colleagues and to tell the American
people what I have been hearing from
talking with people all around the
country. A majority of Americans are
pleased with the health care coverage
they get from their employers. But
now, because of the President’s new
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law, companies are considering can-
celing employees’ coverage because it
would be cheaper for them to pay the
government’s penalty than to provide
health care coverage for their employ-
ees. This is not the change Americans
want. This is not the change Ameri-
cans can believe in. This is the change
that makes Americans lose sleep at
night. In this economy, with 9.9 per-
cent unemployment, the last thing
Americans need is a new law that
makes it easier for companies to pay a
penalty instead of providing health
coverage for their employees.

This is not the companies’ fault. It is
the administration’s fault. It is mis-
guided incentives, and that is why the
American people are sick of Wash-
ington. What we have seen now with
regard to the incentives, if you are a
big company, is to drop insurance and
pay the fine. If you are a small com-
pany and you want the tax relief and a
tax credit that has been offered, the in-
centive is to actually fire workers and
pay those workers who are still work-
ing with you less. That is the way to
get a better tax credit.

If you are an individual with a pre-
existing condition and you have been
living by the rules, paying those higher
insurance rates through some of the
State-authorized funds that have been
set up, programs that have been set up
to help people with preexisting condi-
tions, to help people who need extra
help, so they get their health care cov-
ered and even pay more, if you are one
of those individuals, the incentive is to
drop that coverage, stop paying, and
basically go uninsured for 6 months.
And if you take that risk of being with-
out insurance for 6 months, only then
do you qualify for what is included in
this new health care law.

We need a health care law that actu-
ally lowers the cost of health care and
allows Americans to keep the coverage
they have. That is why I come to the
floor every week to tell the American
people it is time to repeal this legisla-
tion and replace it with legislation
that delivers more personal responsi-
bility and more opportunities for indi-
vidual patients; that is, patient-cen-
tered care that allows Americans to
buy insurance across State lines; that
gives people their own health insurance
and the same opportunities and the
same tax relief for people who get in-
surance through their jobs; that pro-
vides individual incentives for people
to stay healthy, exercise more, eat a
little less, get their blood sugar under
control and blood pressure under con-
trol and deal with health care needs as
they come along; that deals with law-
suit abuse and the incredible expense of
all the defensive medicine practiced in
this country; and that allows small
businesses to join together to provide
less expensive insurance to their em-
ployees. Those are the things we need.
Those are the things we need to allow
us as a nation to deliver high-quality
care, available care, at a more afford-
able cost.
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This health care bill that has been
crammed through the Senate with a lot
of gimmicks and things such as the
“Cornhusker kickback’ and the ‘‘Lou-
isiana purchase’” and ‘‘Gator aid”’—
those are the things that make the
American people look at this city and
say: We have had enough. That is why
today I come to the Senate floor and
offer, again, my second opinion that it
is time to repeal and to replace this
health care law with something that
will actually work in the best interest
of the American people.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR IG REPORTS

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, yesterday, the inspector general
for the Department of the Interior
came out with their report—this inves-
tigative report—which followed an-
other inspector general report of just a
month ago. These two inspectors gen-
eral reports talk about what is wrong
in the Minerals Management Service.
The most recent report is quite dis-
turbing, and it comes on the heels of
the one a month ago where they found
a culture where the acceptance of gifts
from oil and gas companies was wide-
spread throughout the Office of the
Lake Charles District Minerals Man-
agement Service in Louisiana.

That information, of course, came on
the heels of what we discovered years
ago in reports about the incestuous,
cozy relationship between the oil in-
dustry and the regulators who are sup-
posed to see that the oil industry is
doing its job, and doing it safely, and
collecting all of the revenues from the
royalties that the oil industry is sup-
posed to pay, having drilled on Federal
lands, which is the sea bottom of the
Gulf of Mexico.

This latest
points out:

Of greatest concern is the environment in
which these inspectors operate—particularly
the ease with which they move between the
industry and the government.

That is called the revolving door.
That is somebody in the industry who
comes into the government as a regu-
lator, and then the revolving door
turns, and they go back into the indus-
try. How in the world can we have a
regulator who is coming from the in-
dustry into regulation of that industry,
and then turn in the revolving door and
go right back into that industry? That
is the problem, and that is what we
have to fix.

My office is talking with Senator
MENENDEZ’s office, and it is my inten-
tion that we will file a bill today that
will do a number of things. It will stop

investigative report
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this revolving door by requiring the
same thing we require for ourselves in
the Senate—that when we leave the
Senate, we can’t go to an entity that
lobbied us as a business and that would
then lobby the Senate for a period of 2
years. That is the minimum we should
expect.

This legislation will also insist on
things that are common sense: that the
regulators can’t accept gifts from the
industry they are regulating, and they
have to have a financial disclosure that
would show what the regulator owns, if
they are in any way compromised with
the very industry they are trying to
regulate. If they have any outside in-
terest—for example, stock in oil com-
panies they are regulating—they would
have to divest from that; and, further-
more, in the egregious case that they
would be partially employed by the
outside industry they are regulating,
clearly that could be prohibited.

These are just commonsense things.
Why isn’t this in the law? Senator
MENENDEZ and I offered this law 2
years ago when all of these revelations
came out in that inspector general re-
port back then. But, of course, there
was enormous push-back on the legisla-
tion. Sadly, it has come to this great
tragedy of thousands and thousands of
barrels of oil gushing into the Gulf of
Mexico to bring us to the point where
we ought to have a willing recipient in
this Senate to this legislation we are
filing that will stop this cozy, inces-
tuous relationship between the oil in-
dustry and the regulators.

I know Secretary Salazar is trying to
clean it up, and he is doing what he
should do. But what we want to do is to
etch it into the statutes so there is no
question about what is the require-
ment—not just for today but forever.

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to speak as in morning busi-
ness.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

KAGAN NOMINATION

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I rise
to speak about the nomination of
Elena Kagan to be Associate Justice of
the Supreme Court of the United
States.

Ms. Kagan is, without a doubt, an ex-
ceptionally well-qualified nominee. In
every job she has held, including asso-
ciate White House counsel, dean of the
Harvard Law School, and Solicitor
General, she has distinguished herself
through her work ethic, intelligence,
and integrity.
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I was part of 10 confirmation hear-
ings during my time with then-Senator
BIDEN, and during that time, I wit-
nessed Ms. Kagan’s talents firsthand,
when she served as special nominations
counsel to the Judiciary Committee
during the nomination of Justice Gins-
burg in 1993.

She is also a woman of many
“firsts”—the first woman to serve as
dean of Harvard Law School as well as
the first to serve as Solicitor General.
She now stands to be the fourth in his-
tory to serve on the Supreme Court.
When she is confirmed, for the first
time in history three women would
take their seats on the Nation’s high-
est Court.

I have consistently called on Presi-
dent Obama to nominate candidates to
the bench who expand, and not con-
tract, the breadth of experiences rep-
resented on the Supreme Court.

Every one of the current Justices
came to the Court from the Federal ap-
pellate bench. While this experience
can be valuable, I believe the Court
should reflect a broader range of per-
spectives and experience.

Ms. Kagan brings valuable non-
judicial experience and a freshness of
perspective that is currently lacking.

Prior judicial experience has never
been, nor should it be, a pre-requisite
to be a Supreme Court Justice. In the
history of the Supreme Court, more
than one-third of the Justices have had
no prior judicial experience before
nomination.

History further shows that a nomi-
nee’s lack of judicial experience is no
barrier to success as a Supreme Court
Justice.

When Woodrow Wilson nominated
Louis Brandeis in 1916, many objected
on the ground that he had never served
on the bench.

Over his 23-year career, however, Jus-
tice Brandeis proved to be one of the
Court’s greatest members. His opinions
exemplify judicial restraint and his ap-
proach still resonates in our judicial
thinking more than 70 years after his
retirement.

This list of highly regarded Justices
without prior judicial experience is not
insignificant.

Felix Frankfurter, William Douglas,
Robert Jackson, Byron White, Lewis
Powell, Hugo Black, Harlan Fiske
Stone, Earl Warren and William
Rehnquist—they all became Justices
without having previously been judges,
yvet we consider them to have had dis-
tinguished careers on the Supreme
Court.

In fact, Justice Frankfurter wrote in
1957 about the irrelevance of prior judi-
cial experience. He said:

One is entitled to say without qualification
that the correlation between prior judicial
experience and fitness for the functions of
the Supreme Court is zero.

That is a point that some of my Re-
publican colleagues have recognized
when addressing the qualifications of
other nominees.

Ms. Kagan’s lack of prior judicial ex-
perience should not be a determining
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factor in assessing her qualifications to
be a Justice.

Indeed, if significant prior experience
as a judge were a prerequisite, where
would that leave Justices like John
Roberts and Clarence Thomas? Thomas
had served on the DC Circuit for less
than 16 months before his nomination,
and Roberts for just over 2 years.

I have an insightful article on this
subject by Joel Goldstein, published in
the Kansas City Star. I ask unanimous
consent it be printed in the RECORD.

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

[From KansasCity.com, May 11, 2010]
HISTORY SAYS LLACK OF TIME ON BENCH IS No
PROBLEM

(By Joel K. Goldstein)

Critics are already attacking President
Obama’s nomination of Elena Kagan for the
Supreme Court on the grounds that she has
never been a judge. But if lack of judicial ex-
perience disqualifies someone from a spot on
the court, many distinguished justices never
would have served.

Take Louis Brandeis, the person many con-
sider to have been the outstanding justice of
the 20th century. Brandeis had never served
on the bench when Woodrow Wilson nomi-
nated him in January 1916.

Critics complained that he lacked judicial
temperament. They could not have been
more wrong. During 23 years on the court,
Brandeis proved himself a model judge. His
opinions guide judicial thinking more than
70 years after his retirement. He became a
leading apostle of judicial restraint but used
his opinions to teach relevant constitutional
principles in a way that surpassed every jus-
tice other than John Marshall.

Many other examples reveal judicial expe-
rience to be a false requirement. John Mar-
shall’s career had been political, not judicial.
Yet, most regard him as the greatest justice
to serve on the court. He was learned in the
law, yet his political skills proved critical in
allowing the court to develop as an equal in-
stitution of government during a precarious
period.

The same was true of Charles Evans
Hughes when named an associate justice in
1910. He had been a lawyer and governor of
New York. Most regard him as one of the
greatest chief justices, a position he assumed
when he returned to the court in 1930, after
resigning to run for president in 1916.

Earl Warren lacked judicial experience,
but his political skills helped produce the
court’s unanimous decision in Brown v.
Board of Education, one of the most impor-
tant decisions in our history.

Harlan Fiske Stone had served as a law
school dean and attorney general, a resume
in some respects similar to Kagan’s but
never as a judge. Felix Frankfurter, William
Douglas, Robert Jackson, Byron ‘‘Whizzer’’
White, Lewis Powell and William Rehnquist
were thought by many to have been distin-
guished justices, although each lacked prior
judicial experience. Hugo Black had spent
about a year on the police court when
Franklin Roosevelt nominated him from the
U.S. Senate.

Even recent experience cautions against
overstating the relevance of judicial service.
Two conservative judicial heroes, Clarence
Thomas and John Roberts, had served very
brief stints on the appellate court, roughly
two years or less before the two Bush presi-
dents nominated them.

There have been distinguished justices who
came from the bench, such as Benjamin
Cardozo, John Marshall Harlan II and Wil-
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liam Brennan. On the other hand, some un-
successful justices also had judicial experi-
ence. John Hessin Clarke, Fred Vinson and
Charles Evans Whittaker are among those
whose service on the court was not happy de-
spite their experience as judges.

Kagan has had a distinguished career as an
academic, as a high-level staffer in the Clin-
ton White House, as a successful dean of Har-
vard Law School and as U.S. solicitor gen-
eral. It is impossible to know whether she
will be a distinguished justice, but her suc-
cess in her other professional work certainly
counts in her favor.

History suggests that her lack of judicial
experience is simply irrelevant.

Mr. KAUFMAN. Another attack on
Elena Kagan, equally unjustifiable, fo-
cuses on military recruiting while she
was dean at Harvard Law School.

Most of the charges about the Har-
vard Law recruiting ban are distor-
tions. The university policy reflected a
policy preference for nondiscrimina-
tion against gays, but Dean Kagan
never denied military recruiters phys-
ical space at the law school or access
to the student body.

Just as important, military veterans
at Harvard have high praise for
Kagan’s role as dean.

In February 2009, several Iraq War
veterans who graduated from Harvard
Law School when she was dean wrote a
letter to the Washington Times de-
scribing their ‘‘appreciation for Miss
Kagan’s embrace of veterans on cam-
pus. During her time as dean, she has
created an environment that is highly
supportive of students who have served
in the military.”

I was pleased to see this view echoed
by our colleague from Massachusetts
after his meeting with Solicitor Gen-
eral Kagan last week.

He said:

It was very clear to me after we spoke
about it at length that she is supportive of
the men and women who are fighting to pro-
tect us and very supportive of the military
as a whole. I do not feel that her judicial phi-
losophy will be hurting men and women who
are serving.

The best answer to these charges
comes from the nominee herself.

In 2007 while serving as dean of Har-
vard Law, she addressed cadets at West
Point. She said:

I am in awe of your courage and your dedi-
cation, especially in these times of great un-
certainty and danger. I know how much my
security and freedom and indeed everything
else I value depend on all of you.

Addressing the controversy regarding
the military recruiters she said:

I have been grieved in recent years to find
your world and mine, the U.S. military and
U.S. law schools, at odds, indeed, facing each
other in court—on one issue. That issue is
the military’s ‘‘don’t ask, don’t tell” policy.
Law schools, including mine, believe that
employment opportunities should extend to
all their students, regardless of their race or
sex or sexual orientation. And I personally
believe that the exclusion of gays and les-
bians from the military is both unjust and
unwise. I wish devoutly that these Ameri-
cans could join this noblest of all professions
and serve their country in this most impor-
tant of all ways. But I would regret very
much if anyone thought that the disagree-
ment between American law schools and the
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U.S. military extended beyond this single
issue. It does not. And I would regret still
more if that disagreement created any
broader chasm between law schools and the
military. It must not. It must not because of
what we, like all Americans, owe to you.

In consulting with leadership, as well
as with me and my colleagues on the
Judiciary Committee, President
Obama honored the Senate’s advisory
role in the selection process.

As the Senate process moves from ad-
vice to consent, I look forward to a
confirmation process that is orderly
and filled with an honest exchange of
views, not partisan bickering.

The vote for a Justice of the U.S. Su-
preme Court is one of the most impor-
tant votes a Senator can cast. That is
because a Justice serves for a lifetime
appointment and will continue to have
an impact long after the vote is made.

Since her nomination, Solicitor Gen-
eral Kagan has already met with doz-
ens of Senators and has many more
meetings scheduled.

My meeting with her strengthened
my belief that President Obama has se-
lected a nominee with both impeccable
credentials and a superior intellect.
Her ability to bridge disagreement and
find common ground among disparate
voices, as well as her experience in all
three branches of government, would
be a tremendous asset on the current
Court.

I yield the floor and note the absence
of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BURRIS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, we are
on the supplemental appropriations
bill. I understand. I have been chairing
a hearing, and I understand I have not
missed very much. It appears to me
yesterday and today this supplemental
appropriations bill on the floor of the
Senate has been moving very slowly. In
fact, while amendments have been filed
and some discussed, we have had no
votes. I know the majority leader
would very much like to move forward
to get this done. In fact, it is the case
that if the supplemental bill is not
done, my understanding is there will be
soldiers who will not receive paychecks
in June. So there is an urgency for us
to replenish the funding that is nec-
essary in the defense portion of this
bill especially.

There are other pieces of it that are
equally important. For example, the
money for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency is provided as a
result of disasters that are occurring
that require some supplemental fund-
ing, and other issues are addressed as
well.

But what I want to mention on the
floor of the Senate is a request that
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has been made about DOE loan guaran-
tees. I got a call from the Secretary of
Energy, Secretary Chu, requesting $90
million in this legislation or support in
some legislative form to allow them to
provide loan guarantees for three nu-
clear plants that are to be built. They
want to begin a process to move down
the road on some nuclear energy. I will
support these loan guarantees. I think
we should do a lot of things and do
them well in the energy field, and nu-
clear energy will be one of those areas.

But in order to do the loan guaran-
tees for three nuclear energy facilities
that would be built, they need another
$90 million in authority. My under-
standing is that request has been made.
However, I have a letter from Peter
Orszag, the head of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, that he sent to
the Speaker, and he did request, on be-
half of the administration, the $90 mil-
lion for the Energy Department to be
able to provide those loan guarantees.
Again, I indicated I would support that
request.

They also have requested an addi-
tional $90 million on the renewable en-
ergy loan guarantees. Again, there was
$2 billion that was removed from re-
newable energy and has not been re-
stored. So there needs to be some res-
toration of that, and I would support
these as well. But as I indicated, when
discussing this with the Energy Sec-
retary and others, there needs to be ei-
ther an emergency request by the ad-
ministration or a pay-for. The letter
from Mr. Orszag, the head of the OMB,
indicates they would request the $90
million for the loan guarantee for a nu-
clear facility, a third nuclear facility,
and $90 million for renewable energy,
and they say a separate request will be
transmitted in the future to Congress
to reduce the fiscal year 2011 budget by
the amounts in the supplemental re-
quest. Well, that doesn’t quite work. I
think they understand that concern of
mine. You can’t offset spending you are
going to do now with the reduction in
a spending request for some future
budget. That is not an appropriate off-
set.

I simply wanted to say that my un-
derstanding is the House of Represent-
atives will likely include this request
that Secretary Chu says is very impor-
tant, and I would agree with him that
he should be able to have that loan au-
thority to proceed. The House of Rep-
resentatives will likely include that re-
quest, or have included it, including
the appropriate offset in this fiscal
year so that it does not increase the
budget deficit.

I have received some calls in the last
day or so wondering why I am holding
it up here. I am not holding it up here,
but it cannot be considered here unless:
A, the President has requested it as an
emergency, and he has not done that;
or B, there is an offset, and the offset
being proposed in the letter from the
head of the OMB is not an offset, as I
said. A promise to submit a budget re-
quest that would reduce a future budg-

May 26, 2010

et is not an offset for something that is
done here.

In any event, I hope this gets done. I
support the Secretary’s request. I be-
lieve it would be good for us to be able
to proceed to have that loan guarantee
for the third nuclear energy facility
the Secretary wishes to do. If it can’t
get done here in the Senate with an off-
set, then at least it will come to con-
ference between the Senate and the
House. I hope very much that the
House, with the provision of the offset,
will make this possible for the Sec-
retary. I wanted to explain that to the
Senate. It is a little bit convoluted, but
I wanted to explain it because some-
body here thought I was blocking this
loan guarantee request, and that is not
the case. It is not the case that there is
opposition to it, in fact. It is just the
case that it needs to meet the rules in
terms of an offset for the supplemental
appropriations bill.

Mr. President, let me ask unanimous
consent to speak as in morning busi-
ness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ENERGY

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I wish
to speak for a moment about energy
more generally. I spoke in Dallas, TX,
on Monday of this week at the Na-
tional Wind Energy Conference. I think
they said they had 20,000 people there.
Wind energy, of course, is a very im-
portant part of our country’s energy
future. We need to take steps to gather
energy from the wind and the Sun,
where the Sun shines and the wind
blows. We need to use these resources
for energy, and then put them on a
wire and move them to the load centers
that need that energy. Such actions
will provide more energy here at home,
and it makes us less dependent on for-
eign oil. These are all of the things
that I commend. I was thinking today
that there has been a lot of discussion
in recent weeks on what may or may
not happen on the floor of the Senate
with respect to energy and/or climate
change, and I wish to comment on that
a bit.

First, I believe something is hap-
pening to our climate. I believe we
ought to reduce the carbon emissions
that are going into the atmosphere, so
I am in support of capping carbon. I
have indicated, however, I don’t sup-
port what is called cap and trade,
which would effectively be a process by
which we provide probably a $1 trillion
carbon trading securities market for
Wall Street. I have no interest in being
a part of that and would not support
speculation of carbon markets. How-
ever, I think there is something hap-
pening to our climate, and we would be
wise at the very minimum to do a se-
ries of no-regrets things that move us
down the road to limit carbon and de-
velop opportunities to reduce carbon
emissions and protect our climate.

We have been considering whether we
get that done now in some sort of cli-
mate bill or focus only on an energy
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bill. My colleagues Senator KERRY and
Senator LIEBERMAN and others have
worked hard on a comprehensive cli-
mate bill. The question of what we
focus on now is an important issue.
The climate change bill they are work-
ing on is something that is very sub-
stantial, and I commend them for their
work. I think they have put an enor-
mous amount of time into that legisla-
tion. However, that legislation has not
gone through a committee process.
They need to find a way to do that at
some point. If there are not 60 votes in
the Senate, then it will be difficult to
move forward on their bill. That is
what would be required to bring a cli-
mate change bill to the floor of the
Senate. If there are not 60 votes, then
the very least we should do is work on
the energy bill. This is the piece of leg-
islation that has already passed the
Senate Energy Committee in June 2009.
That was a long time ago, and it passed
on a bipartisan basis. We should bring
it to the floor of the Senate and move
it so that we actually provide substan-
tial improvement to our energy policy
in a way that addresses our national
security and reduces carbon emissions.
It is one thing to talk about it; it is an-
other thing to put a plan together. It is
another thing—and more important, in
my judgment—to actually reduce car-
bon emissions.

What have we done on the Energy
Committee under the Ileadership of
Senator BINGAMAN? I played a role, and
many others, Republicans and Demo-
crats, worked with him in writing that
energy bill. What have we done? We
have written a bill that does several
things. No. 1, it is bipartisan, and No. 2,
it would create a new federal national
electricity standard. It is a national
goal that says here is where we are
headed and would put in place a path-
way to maximize the production of
electricity from wind, solar and other
renewable energy sources. That is ex-
actly the sort of thing we should do.

So while we do that, we also include
provisions for building retrofits and
building efficiency provisions which
are very important. We would provide
the process by which you help con-
struct the interstate highway of trans-
mission capability. By doing that, you
can find places in the country where
you can collect energy from the Sun or
the wind and put it on a wire and move
it to the load centers.

My State of North Dakota is one of
the windiest States in America. De-
partment of Energy has called North
Dakota the Saudi Arabia of wind. Our
kids are born leaning to the northwest
against that prevailing wind. But we
don’t need more wind energy for our-
selves. We can put up towers and tur-
bines. We produce far more energy than
we need in North Dakota. What we
need is a modern day interstate high-
way transmission capability that can
produce energy from the wind in North
Dakota and solar from the rural areas
of Arizona and so on, and put it on the
wire and move it to the load centers
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where they need the electricity. That
is the way you maximize the use of re-
newable energy for the benefit of the
country.

It is not hard to get energy from the
wind. We have sophisticated, new, bet-
ter technology in wind turbines. We
put up a tower, especially in areas
where you find these wind chutes, and
you produce electricity virtually for-
ever. Those blades turn around and you
make electricity. It makes a lot of
sense for us to maximize that.

I am in favor of using fossil energy as
well. I am not suggesting we use wind
and solar energy in exchange for shut-
ting down oil and gas and coal. We are
going to continue to use fossil energy,
but use it in a different way. We are
going to move towards decarbonizing
the use of coal, that requires targets
and timetables and the ability and re-
search to make that happen. I am con-
vinced we will be able to move in that
direction.

Every day I have people coming to
my office with the new ideas and solu-
tions that is going to make this hap-
pen. I have had a guy visit and tell me
about a new microbe that he discov-
ered. It was a lollipop-shaped microbe,
that was 30 percent more efficient at
breaking down cellulose than anything
known to mankind. Therefore, this new
microbe will be able to break down cel-
lulose and turn it into cellulosic eth-
anol, reducing the cost from $3 to $2 a
gallon. Big deal? Maybe so. I don’t
know. He has to develop that, and then
we will see whether the market beats a
path to his door.

There are dozens of examples like
that. Last night I saw Craig Venter on
television. I think Craig Venter is ex-
traordinary. He and Francis Collins led
the human genome project. They cre-
ated the first owners manual for the
human body, and it is changing every-
thing in medicine. He has now turned
his attention to energy. Now Craig
Venter is trying to develop synthetic
microbes that could be used to chew
away at coalbeds, in layman’s term.
The microbe will eat its way through
the coalbed and turn coal into methane
fuel. Is that the solution? Maybe so.
Maybe that is the way to use coal in
the future; I don’t know.

There is a guy in California who tes-
tified at a committee I chaired who has
patented a process that takes the en-
tire fuel gas from a coal plant and,
through his patented process, mineral-
izes it and turns it into something that
is harder and more valuable than con-
crete that contains all of the emitted
CO,. This man says the process creates
a value-added product that brings the
price of carbon down to near =zero.
Maybe. I don’t know.

Another guy delivered a presentation
to me and insists he has a 100-mile-per-
gallon diesel engine. Does he? I don’t
know; maybe. If he does, I hope the
world beats a path to his door. The list
of innovators goes on and on.

A woman with a Ph.D. from Sandia
National Laboratory, testified at a
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hearing I chaired. She said they are
working on a heat engine in which you
put CO, in one side and water in the
other. The molecules are then frac-
tured and chemically recombine to
produce a fuel. Produce a fuel out of es-
sentially air, CO,, and water.

We also have begun doing a lot of
work on the issue of algae, I am now
talking about how you would perhaps
use coal in the future. Coal emits CO,.
You capture the CO, and use it to grow
algae, which is a single-cell pond scum,
or, the green stuff you see in standing
water. CO,, water, and sunlight
produce this single-cell pond scum.
After growing the algae, you harvest it
and produce diesel fuel. Wouldn’t it be
interesting if you could get rid of the
CO; by producing a new fuel. These are
all just a couple of examples of the
things I think could be breathtaking in
terms of what kind of energy we use
and how we use it in the future.

Oil and natural gas. In my State of
North Dakota we have more oil rigs
drilling than anyplace in the country.
We have discovered how to find oil 2
miles below the Earth in a shale forma-
tion called the Bakken shale that is 100
feet thick, I asked the U.S. Geological
Survey to do an assessment of what is
there. 2% years ago they came back
with an assessment that said there is
up to 4.3 billion barrels of oil recover-
able using today’s technology. The
Bakken shale formation is 2 miles
down. They drill down with one rig,
10,000 feet down, searching for the mid-
dle third of a 100-foot seam. They find
the seam then, drill out 2 miles. So,
they drill down 2 miles, then out 2
miles to search for a 30-foot seam.
Then they use hydraulic fracturing so
the oil drips. They then pump the oil,
and that oil will pump from that well
for 30 or 40 years. By the way, there are
right now about 117 drilling rigs, drill-
ing wells in North Dakota. They drill a
new well every 30 days and they strike
oil virtually every time, because with
core samples they know exactly where
this huge shale formation is. This is
the largest assessment of oil the U.S.
Geological Survey has ever assessed in
the history of the lower 48 States; and
in the western part of North Dakota it
is unbelievable the amount of drilling
that is occurring.

So, oil, natural gas and coal, all fos-
sil energy, and we are going to con-
tinue to need them and use them. We
want to be less dependent on foreign oil
so that means producing more here.

The terrible disaster that has oc-
curred in the Gulf of Mexico means we
are not going to lease new properties in
the Gulf until we understand the con-
sequences of deep well drilling, but we
have drilled tens of thousands of pro-
ductive wells. One-third of the domes-
tic oil production comes from the Gulf,
so that is not going to be shut down at
the moment. The question is: What
happens in deep well drilling, what has
happened that has caused this disaster?
As Secretary Salazar and others indi-
cated, they are not going to proceed
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with new drilling permits or under new
circumstances until we understand
what happened with the BP well, be-
cause this is an unmitigated disaster.
There is no question about that.

All of these things are important and
a part of our energy future. The bill we
drafted in the Energy Committee last
June, that passed on a bipartisan vote,
is a bill that does a lot of everything
and does it well. The bill includes a re-
newable electricity standard, and
builds and creates the opportunities to
build new transmission lines.

I didn’t mention previously, but in
the last decade we have built 11,000
miles of natural gas pipeline and at the
same time we have built only 660 miles
of high-voltage interstate transmission
lines. Why? Because it is very hard to
build a transmission interstate. There
are three things needed to build a
transmission interstate: planning, pric-
ing, and siting. You have to get them
all right. What we have done in this en-
ergy bill is to create the menu by
which we are finally going to get an
interstate transmission capability
built. We give FERC backstop author-
ity, and we are careful on the planning
and pricing side to try to get all of this
right. I think in addition to the things
I have described, the renewable elec-
tricity standard, the opportunity for
an interstate highway of transmission
capability that modernizes our grid,
provides greater reliability, and maxi-
mizes the production of renewable en-
ergy, and building retrofits and build-
ing efficiency, there is a whole series of
other things. I have so much to sup-
port.

This piece of energy legislation will
actually reduce carbon. I think it
would be unthinkable to end this year
without taking up a bipartisan piece of
legislation that actually reduces car-
bon and actually reaches the goal of
those who are wishing to have a cli-
mate change bill come to the floor this
session.

Again, let me end by saying that I
think what Senator KERRY and others
are working on is very important for
our country. We have disagreements
here and there, but the disagreement is
not about whether there is something
happening to our climate; I think there
is. There is no disagreement about
whether we ought to restrain carbon;
we should. There is no disagreement
about those central tenets. So I com-
mend the work they have done.

I think it is going to be very hard,
frankly, to bring a very large piece of
legislation to the floor soon that has
not been through a committee process.
Plaudits to the people who are working
hard on this. It is also the case that
even if they got their climate bill
through, you would have to have an-
other bill, like the bill the Energy
Committee has already developed, to
actually reduce carbon. On the one
side, you set up targets, timetables,
and goals; and on the other side, you
set up policies that result in the reduc-
tion of carbon.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

My hope is the Energy bill that Sen-
ator BINGAMAN and I and others have
worked on will be on the floor of the
Senate at some point this summer. I
think the Energy bill will do a couple
things that are very important. No. 1,
substantially reduce our dependence on
foreign oil. Do you worry about our
economy? I do as well, but it is not just
the large banking institutions that
steered this country into the ditch. I
worry about how vulnerable we are to
foreign governments and countries for
our oil. We get up in the morning and
flick a switch, turn off the alarm and
turn on the light, make some hot cof-
fee and take a hot shower, get in a car
and turn a key. We use energy in so
many ways without ever thinking
about it. Oil is so central. Yet, over 60
percent of our oil comes from outside
of our country, from some very trou-
bling parts of the world. We need to be
less dependent on foreign oil.

This legislation we have written
makes us less dependent on foreign oil.
But as important as that is, this legis-
lation begins to address the issue of cli-
mate change in a very real and very
significant way. By maximizing the de-
velopment of renewable energy for this
country’s future, and doing the things
that are necessary to reduce the emis-
sion of carbon.

As I said when I started, when I
spoke in Dallas, TX, on Monday, at the
National Wind Energy Conference, you
could see and feel and hear the excite-
ment of the people who understand
that there is now a new opportunity to
contribute to this country’s energy
supply, with renewable, clean, green
energy.

We have given very interesting incen-
tives in this country to try new things.
Early in the past century, in the nine-
teen-teens, our country said: If you go
look for oil and gas, try to find some,
produce some, explore for some, we are
going to give you long-term, good, and
permanent tax incentives.

That is what we did. Why? Because
we wanted people to find oil and gas.
Those tax incentives still exist. What
we did for renewable was very dif-
ferent. In 1992, we said: Here are some
tax incentives for renewable energy if
you are willing to develop some. But
the tax incentives were shallow and
temporary. They were extended six
times and allowed to expire three
times. It was stutter, stop, start, and
nobody knew what to think. Invest
now, don’t invest next. It didn’t make
sense.

I think what we ought to do is plan a
menu for our energy future and say
here is where America is headed for the
next decade. Believe in it and invest in
it. That is where we are going. We have
done that with other forms of energy,
oil and gas, but not with renewable en-
ergy, and we should. The ability to
gather energy from the Sun that shines
on this planet and from the wind. The
ability to gather energy from wind is a
source of energy that will last forever
and will make a significant contribu-
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tion, in my judgment, to our planet’s
health.

Again, my hope is that in the coming
weeks, as some colleagues work on a
very broad piece of climate change leg-
islation—and I think it is good that
they are doing that and I commend
them—if it is clear that the climate
change legislation doesn’t have the 60
votes, it is very important that we
bring to the floor the product that
came from the Energy Committee.
That will advance this country’s en-
ergy interests, with less dependence on
foreign oil and clean, green energy for
maximizing renewable energy sources.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

FINANCIAL REFORM

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, yester-
day, one of my colleagues, Senator
KAUFMAN, from Delaware, came to the
floor and expressed some concern about
the issues that will now be followed
with respect to financial reform. I
wanted to simply say I share many of
the concerns he expressed.

There are some who are worried
about financial reform going too far. I
am worried that financial reform still
doesn’t go far enough. As we go into a
conference, I note the conferees who
have been appointed, and I note some
of the conversations in the media
about those who will be in the con-
ference. I am worried. I think in order
to address the issues that need to be
addressed—and as my colleagues know,
I have spoken about this many times, I
think too big to fail has to be ad-
dressed. I don’t think it is yet ad-
dressed adequately.

I think that if we, in the future, have
financial firms that are so large they
cause a moral hazard, or unacceptable
risks, and whose failure could bring
down the entire economy, those firms
that are in that situation of too big to
fail have to be pared back to a point
where they would no longer bring down
the economy should they fail. I don’t
think that has been yet adequately ad-
dressed.

I also think we have not addressed
the issue of the toxic assets that have
been traded and essentially wagered in
our economy to the tune of trillions of
dollars. Some of that wagering, by the
way, has turned some bank lobbies into
not noticeable but certainly express ca-
sinos because of the trading of what
are called naked credit default swaps,
which are instruments of gaming that
have no insurable interest on either
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side. The growth of these kinds of
things and the gaming that is still
going on is far afield from the invest-
ing and lending that used to be the cen-
tral functions of our major financial
institutions. Sources of capital for the
purpose of buying trillions of dollars of
naked credit default swaps is not a way
to address the ills of our country.

I attempted here to get an amend-
ment offered that would simply ban the
use of naked credit default swaps. I
note that some other countries have
now done that. I was not able to get a
vote on it. We had a vote on a tabling
motion to a second-degree amendment
I offered. My hope is that will still re-
main an opportunity to be corrected in
a conference.

The issue of proprietary trading is
still, I think, a significant issue. I have
described banks trading derivatives on
their own accounts. I wrote an article
about this in 1994, which was the cover
story of the Washington Monthly mag-
azine. My story article was titled
“Very Risky Business.” I was describ-
ing then the risk of having proprietary
trading by banks on their own ac-
counts of very risky derivatives. That
was 16 years ago. On the other hand,
the legislation that has just passed this
Congress doesn’t shut down these
issues. They have grown. They have
not diminished.

I think if we want to give the Amer-
ican people some comfort that some-
how, in the end, financial reform will
have addressed the issues that caused
the near crash of this economy—the
deepest recession since the Great De-
pression—more still needs to be done.

I commend my colleagues who
worked on this. But we do still have
some disagreements and some concerns
that this doesn’t go far enough. As I
said—and I noticed this in the papers
this morning—some think there is a
danger of this going too far. It does
not, in my judgment. Much of it has
been watered down in a way that
doesn’t provide the adequate protec-
tion that is needed going into the fu-
ture.

I note that today, Secretary Geithner
is going to stop in Europe. He is mak-
ing two stops in Europe, because he is
concerned about the different ap-
proaches that are being taken by Euro-
pean countries, and some of the sugges-
tions are that, well, the Europeans
aren’t doing as much here and there
and, therefore, American financial in-
stitutions will move their business off-
shore. Look, I think most of us want to
have a financial system that relates to
the ways of doing finance that rep-
resent the safety and soundness of the
financial industry. That was not the
case in most recent years. We
securitized almost everything—almost
anything that could be. We got rating
agencies who acted as though they
were inebriated, to give AAA ratings to
securities that turned out to be almost
nothing. Then they sold the risks up so
that those who originally placed loans,
for example, didn’t have to underwrite
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the loans, because they weren’t going
to get stuck with the bill. They would
sell them to hedge funds and invest-
ment banks, and everybody was mak-
ing a massive amount of money—big
bonuses.

When the collapse came, Wall Street,
according to New York authorities, had
$35 billion in losses in 1 year and paid
$17 billion in bonuses. That describes
how everybody was awash in money.
Everybody was making a lot of cash
and big bonuses. What was happening
is that all of this greed—this cesspool
of greed—was steering this country
into the ditch, and the American peo-
ple suffered mightily as a result of it.
Millions of people lost their jobs, mil-
lions more lost their homes, millions
have lost hope, and there are millions
of kids coming out of our colleges last
year, the year before, and this year,
who still cannot find work. That is the
carnage and wreckage that occurred.
The question in financial reform is:
Will we tighten the laces and get it
right, and do what is right on too big
to fail, proprietary trading, and other
issues? I wanted to say, when I read
Senator KAUFMAN’s statement, that he
and I had many of the same concerns,
as others do.

I hope when the conference is held on
financial reform, this bill gets tight-
ened, not loosened, and that we make
sure we do enough. Don’t be too wor-
ried about going too far. We are a long
way away from that finish line.

I commend my colleague, Senator
KAUFMAN, and others who have ex-
pressed concerns. I wanted to add my
concern as well. The American people
deserve to know the Congress is going
to get this right. We have now had
plenty of understanding and experience
about what happened, and we should
have the knowledge and the ability to
decide we are not going to let it happen
again, ever.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 4229

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the pending
amendment be set aside, and I call up
amendment No. 4229.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. ENSIGN], for
himself and Mr. REID, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 4229.

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that further read-
ing of the amendment be waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
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(Purpose: To prohibit the transfer of C-130
aircraft from the National Guard to a unit
of the Air Force in another State)

At the end of chapter 3 of title I, add the
following:

SEC. 309. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available by this Act may be obli-
gated or expended to transfer a C-130 aircraft
from a unit of the National Guard in a State
to a unit of the Air Force, whether a regular
unit or a unit of a reserve component, in an-
other State.

AMENDMENT NO. 4230

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the pending
amendment be set aside, and I call up
amendment No. 4230.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. ENSIGN], for
himself and Mr. REID, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 4230.

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

(Purpose: To establish limitations on the
transfer of C-130H aircraft from the Na-
tional Guard to a unit of the Air Force in
another State)

At the end of chapter 3 of title I, add the
following:

SEC. 309. (a) LIMITATIONS ON TRANSFER OF
C-130H AIRCRAFT FROM NATIONAL GUARD TO
AIR FORCE UNITS IN ANOTHER STATE.—NoO
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended to transfer a C-130H aircraft from a
unit of the National Guard in a State to a
unit of the Air Force, whether a regular unit
or a unit of a reserve component, in another
State unless each of the following is met:

(1) The aircraft shall be returned to the
transferring unit at a date, not later than 18
months after the date of transfer, specified
by the Secretary of the Air Force at the time
of transfer.

(2) Not later than 180 days before the date
of transfer, the Secretary of the Air Force
shall submits to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, the members of Congress of the
State concerned, and the Chief Executive Of-
ficer and adjutant general of the National
Guard of the State concerned the following:

(A) A written justification of the transfer.

(B) A description of the alternatives to
transfer considered by the Air Force and, for
each alternative considered, a justification
for the decision not to utilize such alter-
native.

(3) If a C-130H aircraft has previously been
transferred from any National Guard unit in
the same State as the unit proposed to pro-
vide the C-130H aircraft for transfer, the
transfer may not occur until the earlier of—

(A) the date following such previous trans-
fer on which each other State with National
Guard units with C-130H aircraft has trans-
ferred a C-130H aircraft to a unit of the Air
Force in another State; or

(B) the date that is 18 months after the
date of such previous transfer.

(b) RETURN OF AIRCRAFT.—Any C-130H air-
craft transferred from the National Guard to
a unit of the Air Force under subsection (a)
shall be returned to the National Guard of
the State concerned upon a written request
by the Chief Executive Officer of such State
for the return of such aircraft to assist the
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National Guard of such State in responding
to a disaster or other emergency.

Mr. ENSIGN. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 4221

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the pending busi-
ness be set aside so I can call up
Isakson amendment No. 4221.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. ISAKSON],
for himself and Mr. CHAMBLISS, proposes an
amendment numbered 4221.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To include the 2009 flooding in the

Atlanta area as a disaster for which cer-

tain disaster relief is available)

On page 35, line 7, insert “FEMA-1858-DR,”’
before “FEMA-1894-DR,”’.

Mr. ISAKSON. This is a technical
language amendment that references
the FEMA money that is proposed in
this legislation to ensure that Georgia
is included in consideration of the dis-
persing of that funding based on the
flood experience in 2009. That is all it
does. It is a language amendment.

I ask it be considered, and I yield my
time.

I make a point of order a quorum is
not present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HAGAN). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

AMENDMENTS NOS. 4232 AND 4231

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, the
Senator from Oklahoma has proposed
two amendments, both of which are de-
signed to offset the cost of the supple-
mental bill before us. He argues that
the Nation needs to find ways to use
existing funds to meet these needs. He
even argues that some of the items
were not unforeseen and, therefore, do
not qualify as emergencies.

I would respond, do not tell the peo-
ple of Rhode Island and Tennessee that
the floods in their States are not emer-
gencies. I would say any of us watching
television are aware of the emergency
which is occurring now on the gulf
coast. I would even say those in Okla-
homa whose forests and towns have
been damaged by tornadoes are aware
of what an emergency is.

The Senator suggested we should not
declare the cost of war as an emer-
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gency since we have known about the
costs of war since September 11, 2001. I
would remind the Senator and my col-
leagues that the current administra-
tion did its best to foresee the costs of
war and included funding for those
costs as part of its budget request, and
the Congress acted to meet these
needs.

But circumstances change. The dete-
riorating conditions in Afghanistan led
our military leaders to recommend,
and the President to conclude, that we
needed to increase our forces in Af-
ghanistan. The funds in this bill are
that unforeseen portion of the cost of
war. For someone to argue they do not
qualify as an emergency is most unfor-
tunate.

The Senator suggests we should cut
unobligated balances. Several others
have suggested we should cut from the
stimulus bill. Nearly every dollar re-
maining in the stimulus bill has been
committed to a particular project if
not yet obligated. If we look at what is
left, the largest item that is unobli-
gated at the moment is for high-speed
rail—approximately $7.9 billion—but
those funds have been awarded to spe-
cific projects. We know where the funds
are going, and they will all be awarded
on contracts soon.

There is some $6 billion in unobli-
gated Pell grant funding. But that
amount is already assumed in the fis-
cal year 2011 budget. We already have a
$5.7 billion shortfall in this great schol-
arship funding program. If we rescind
this $6 billion, we will need to find
nearly $12 billion in fiscal year 2011 to
meet the shortfall.

More than $6 billion remains avail-
able to pay the States for fiscal sta-
bilization. Thirty-four States have
written budgets assuming these funds
would be available to them. States
such as Texas are scheduled to receive
more than $1 billion of this amount.
These funds are unobligated, but that
does not mean they are not wanted.

More than $4 billion remains unobli-
gated for education reform. The funds
are ready for award and will be obli-
gated in the next 4 months. Is this the
program we want to stop?

Several Senators have proposed spe-
cifically rescinding funds from the Re-
covery Act. Senator COBURN also sug-
gests this is one possible area of sav-
ings. Well, unless we want to cut the
programs I have listed above, there are
no funds to rescind from the stimulus
bill.

The Senator from Oklahoma is indis-
criminate in his suggestion we cut un-
expended balances. Let me say this to
my colleagues, in a trillion dollar dis-
cretionary budget, we better hope we
have unobligated balances because if
we did not, we would be terminating
government services with a third of the
year still remaining to be funded. For
example, there would be no one to send
out Social Security checks, no one to
keep our national parks open, and no
funds to maintain a terrorist watch list
or fight our wars.
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But wunobligated does not mean
unneeded. On Monday, I noted we have
$8.3 billion in unobligated balances in
the Joint Strike Fighter Program, but
the Senator does not say what pro-
grams he would propose for the bulk of
the cuts he is mandating.

In one amendment, he says, do not
cut defense spending. In the other, it
is, do not cut veterans funding. I share
that sentiment, but if we are talking
about cutting discretionary funding,
the large unobligated balances are in
the Defense Department.

As of last month, the Defense Depart-
ment had nearly $400 billion in unobli-
gated balances. There are plenty of un-
obligated balances to pay for the sup-
plemental. But what sense does it
make to cut defense spending so we can
increase funds to cover the cost of war?
Even the Senator seemingly agrees it
would make no sense.

The $80 billion rescission authority
in the Senator’s amendment is vir-
tually unworkable. In fiscal year 2010,
the Federal funds unobligated bal-
ances, excluding the Defense Depart-
ment and the Veterans’ Administra-
tion, are about $597 billion. More than
half of that—$330 billion—is unobli-
gated balances for Treasury which are
mostly financing mechanisms such as
credit reform balances. These cannot
be rescinded. That leaves only about
$267 billion for the $80 billion of pro-
posed rescissions.

Nearly one-third of the funds avail-
able to continue government oper-
ations for the remainder of the fiscal
year would have to be eliminated. And,
under the amendment, the Congress
would defer to the unelected OMB Di-
rector to determine where to make the
cuts. Not only is this a terrible con-
cept, it is an abrogation of our respon-
sibility to make spending decisions for
the Nation. And, you can be sure, were
we to adopt this amendment, the first
thing to be cut would be congressional
priorities.

It is always easy to suggest we
should cut unobligated balances, or
waste, fraud, and abuse, or someone
else’s earmarks. What is much harder
to identify is specific programs which
should be cut.

By way of example, if we cut funding
for NOAA, it will mean reducing our
capabilities to track the devastating
oil spill washing up on our gulf coast
communities at this moment. Slashing
unobligated funding would curtail the
efforts to restore wetlands and beaches
that are vital to the environment and
the local economy and to our fisher-
men who are banned from fishing, evi-
denced by the fishing disaster just de-
clared by Secretary Locke.

In the case of homeland security,
most of the unobligated balances which
remain available are for acquisitions
such as the national security cutter,
aircraft for border security, border sta-
tion construction, explosive detection
equipment for our airports, radiation
portal monitors, and border technology
such as sensors, cameras, and Xx-ray
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machines. This amendment would force
us to curtail spending on these pro-
grams at the same time other Senators
are urging the Senate to increase fund-
ing for them.

The Senator’s two amendments fall
short in identifying reasonable offsets
for the cost of these bills. Does this
body want to penalize all civil servants
by not allowing any cost-of-living ad-
justment for the coming year? Do we
want to encourage our most skilled
workers to leave Federal service be-
cause their pay, which already doesn’t
match the employment cost index
when comparing similar jobs in the pri-
vate sector, would be frozen? What
sense does it make to encourage our
best workers to quit? That is not good
management. Few successful private
enterprises would suggest freezing pay
for all their workers.

There are items that I believe have
merit in the Senator’s proposal, and I
hope the committee can work with him
as we move forward into fiscal year
2011 to identify them. Cutting overhead
and saving funding through taxpayer
compliance are good ideas which I
know our appropriations subcommit-
tees share. The government should rid
itself of excess real property, and it
should be encouraged to do so. But to
set an arbitrary target of cutting $15
billion seems unrealistic, unwarranted,
and unwise.

All my colleagues should be advised
that it is very difficult to make signifi-
cant reductions in spending 7 months
into the fiscal year. At this point, we
have made commitments to our agen-
cies, and they, in turn, have made com-
mitments to contractors and grant re-
cipients. No, they haven’t spent all
their funding for the entire fiscal year,
but nor do they have large unneeded
balances that can be reapplied to cover
the cost of emergent requirements.

If the Senate were to agree to cut
$100 billion from the legislative budget
at this juncture, the Congress would
have two choices: lay off our staffs so
that we are unable to meet the legisla-
tive demands of the institution or stop
work on maintenance.

The Architect of the Capitol, Mr.
Stephen Ayers, just testified that the
Capitol Complex faces a growing back-
log of deferred maintenance projects
totaling over $1.6 billion which must be
funded in the near future. Many of
these projects are fire- and life-safety
related. The Architect has received nu-
merous citations about the urgency of
the needed repairs to the aging infra-
structure in the historical buildings
within our complex. The Russell, Can-
non, Capitol, and the Thomas Jefferson
Library of Congress buildings are all in
violation of current fire safety codes.
The longer this work is delayed, the
more it will ultimately cost. Each
year, the Appropriations Legislative
Branch Subcommittee attempts to
whittle away at this backlog by fund-
ing a handful of these projects in the
annual appropriations bill.

So we could cut $100 million from the
legislative budget, but it would be
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penny wise and pound foolish, as the
old adage says.

One suggestion made by the Senator
from Oklahoma is to cut the adminis-
trative expenses of the Federal agen-
cies by 5 percent. Again, it is an idea
that sounds good. Surely every bu-
reaucracy can be cut back. I would
note that on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, we look for such cuts every
year, but setting arbitrary targets
would be irresponsible. For example, in
the case of the State Department and
the USAID, which lost large percent-
ages of their professional staff during
the 1990s or had them transferred from
Washington to other embassies in Iraqg
or Afghanistan after 9/11, it will exacer-
bate an already unsustainable situa-
tion. Some of our embassies are 20 per-
cent short of staff. USAID is being
asked to do more and more, especially
in key countries such as Pakistan,
without nearly half the staff to manage
the funds and conduct the necessary
oversight.

Here are a few examples of what a 5-
percent cut means. The Indian Health
Service medical services would be cut
by $185 million. This means 10,000 fewer
inpatient admissions, 195,000 fewer den-
tal patient visits, 55,000 fewer mental
health patient visits, and 85,000 fewer
public health nursing visits. The Na-
tional Park Service base operations
would be cut by $115 million and result
in a loss of 1,130 park rangers nation-
wide. This would necessitate the clo-
sure of most national parks where se-
curity and health and safety mainte-
nance could not be maintained, such as
the Statue of Liberty, the Washington
Monument, the Grand Canyon, Yosem-
ite, and the Yellowstone National
Park. Just think of the impact of such
an action as we head into the busy
summer months. The American people
would be incensed by such a rec-
ommendation.

This amendment would cut the child-
hood immunization program by $25
million, preventing more than 30,000
children from being vaccinated this
year.

Mr. COBURN. Madam President,
would the chairman yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. INOUYE. Yes, I will be glad to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. COBURN. The reduction is in
overhead expense; it is not in labor.
The definition the Senator is using is
an across-the-board cut. That is not in
this amendment at all. Does the chair-
man realize that the 5-percent reduc-
tion is in overhead—not direct labor,
not actual employees, but the manage-
ment costs to run the different agen-
cies?

Mr. INOUYE. We have looked into
that, and I can assure my colleague
that all the statements I have made
have been verified.

Further, it would eliminate childcare
subsidies for 35,000 low-income children
and their working families who depend
on subsidies in order to be able to
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work. It would eliminate over 40,000
Head Start slots that provide com-
prehensive early childhood services to
low-income children. It would more
than double the number of people wait-
ing on their disability decisions from
the Social Security Administration
and delay benefits for everyone waiting
on a decision. It would eliminate 13
million meals for older Americans,
many of whom are low income, dis-
abled, and depend on these meals for
the majority of their daily food intake.

On another matter, these amend-
ments would also arbitrarily cap vol-
untary payments to the United Nations
by $1 billion. No matter how important
to U.S. security, no matter how much
our allies are contributing, no matter
that our influence is often the function
of how much we contribute, the amend-
ment picks a round number out of the
air and prohibits spending $1 more.
Those calculations must be made pro-
gram by program, agency by agency,
whether for UNICEF, the World Food
Programme, the International Atomic
Energy Agency, or some other U.N. or-
ganization. The decisions should be
based on the merits and the national
security and foreign policy interests of
the United States, not on some arbi-
trary amount proposed in this amend-
ment.

Let’s stop trying to legislate by for-
mula. If there are U.N. programs that
do not deserve to be funded, I am all
for cutting our contributions, but this
amendment does not name a single
one.

Placing a cap on new Federal em-
ployees would create problems for sev-
eral agencies. If Homeland Security
needs to increase the number of Border
Patrol agents to secure the border or
the number of TSA operators to screen
passengers for explosives under their
clothes, does that mean we must cut
the number of Secret Service agents or
Coast Guard personnel or customs in-
spectors or FEMA personnel who are
now helping to respond to disasters in
Tennessee, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and
Mississippi?

The same point can be made for the
IRS and the HHS because most fraud,
abuse, and waste is in the Tax Code and
in Medicare. We need additional per-
sonnel to uncover this waste.

For the Veterans’ Administration,
when the agency is seeing an increas-
ing number of veterans suffering from
complex combat-related injuries and
mental health problems due to numer-
ous deployments, this is exactly the
type of government action our veterans
do not need or deserve. Congress has
consistently, on a bipartisan basis, in-
creased funding for the VA to build its
capacity to handle these types of dis-
orders. This type of zero sum amend-
ment would ensure that in order to
adequately serve veterans suffering
from mental health and other combat-
related injuries, the VA would have to
decrease its capacity to handle other
services, including addressing the
backlog of claims processing.
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This is a small point, but since the
Senator chose to raise it yesterday, I
wish to respond. I find it to be a clear
example of the way the Senator mis-
understands the work of the Appropria-
tions Committee.

In his remarks yesterday, the Sen-
ator noted that the bill includes $1.8
million for the work of the Financial
Crisis Inquiry Commission and stated
that it was inappropriate to include
$1.8 million in emergency funding to
continue the efforts of this Commis-
sion. Several Members of this Chamber
disagree with the judgment of the Sen-
ator that the Commission is unneces-
sary, but on one point I agree with the
Senator. I share his views that the con-
tinuation of the Commission does not
constitute an emergency, and for that
reason, the Financial Services Sub-
committee has been directed to iden-
tify an offset in discretionary funds to
pay for this Commission, and they did.
The cost of the Commission is fully off-
set with discretionary rescissions.

I will reiterate what I said on Mon-
day. The vice chairman and I worked
to ensure that only emergencies were
funded in this act. In the few cases
where nonemergency projects were
funded, we insisted that these pro-
grams be offset. This may be the first
time in decades that the committee
has followed such a strict policy. Col-
lectively, it was the judgment of the
members of the committee that these
are, indeed, tough times and we have to
be very stingy with our taxpayers’
funds. But let me repeat: The fiscal cri-
sis the country faces cannot be over-
come by failing to invest in those pro-
grams which are essential to our Na-
tion.

The amendments offered by the Sen-
ator are unworkable. They represent a
classic case of robbing Peter to pay
Paul. Should we cut the pay of our em-
ployees at the same time we are asking
them to be more efficient? That makes
little sense.

Should we cap the number of Federal
employees when demands for veterans
services, border security, and ferreting
out waste are on the rise?

Again, in sound bites, it does sound
good. But in implementing the concept,
we see it is unworkable.

Finally, I think the Senate should
thank the Senator from Oklahoma for
drawing attention to the matter that
we need to do more with less.

As chairman of the Appropriations
Committee, I can see the belt tight-
ening that will be required in the com-
ing years as we get our fiscal house in
order. There are elements of this pro-
posal I intend to have our subcommit-
tees incorporate as we move bills for
fiscal year 2011.

I can assure the Senator and all
members of the committee that the
committee will continue to stress the
requirement to uncover waste and cut
it. We will scrutinize all aspects of the
Federal budget to identify the duplica-
tion and unnecessary spending, and we
will use these savings to invest in the
shortfalls the Nation faces.
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I urge my colleagues to reject these
amendments because, on balance, they
are the wrong approach to solving our
Nation’s emergency needs.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma is recognized.

Mr. COBURN. Madam President, I am
taken aback by the chairman’s re-
marks. We now sit at $13 trillion worth
of debt, we have 10 percent unemploy-
ment, we are 4 years away from being
Greece, and we are going to do what we
have always done. The reason we can
freeze Federal pay is because there is
absolutely no inflation in this country.
So instead of giving the raise, we don’t.
Every private sector business out there
today is getting extremely more with
less—to the tune that the productivity
in the private sector was up 6.8 per-
cent. If we had that same productivity
in the Federal Government, we could
lose 150,000 employees and do the same
thing. But we would not accept what is
necessary—the necessary pain—to pro-
tect this country for its future.

The chairman mentioned unobligated
balances, but he spoke about obligated
balances. We are not talking about
money that has been obligated; we are
talking about hundreds of billions of
dollars that is not obligated. Last year,
at the end of the fiscal year, there was
in excess of $700 billion from the pre-
vious year that was unobligated, sit-
ting there.

So it is about managing our money
properly. That is like saying if you
have $30,000 in a savings account and
you want to buy a new home, you are
going to leave it there and go borrow
$60,000. No, you are going to use part of
that to buy your new home. So we have
the same approach that is disgusting
America: We can’t, we can’t. What we
can do is borrow against the future of
our children. That is what this bill
does.

So the first time we come out here
with two good amendments that will
offer a choice for the Senators of this
body to actually make a downpayment
on change in this country, to make a
true downpayment on change, we get
the same thing I have heard for 5%
years: We can’t.

Let me tell you what we can do. We
can cap Federal employees. We have
added 180,000 Federal employees in the
last 17 months in this country. By the
way, their average salary is $30,000
more a year than in the private sector.
Their benefits are $40,000 a year, which
is twice what it is in the private sector.
So capping Federal employees is a
great way to start slowing down the
growth and cost of government.

If the bureaucracy isn’t responding,
then it requires management changes
rather than adding more people. The
worst managers in the world always
give the excuse: I need to have more
people, rather than: I need to be cre-
ative about getting more out of the
people I have today.

We need to change the standard
under which we operate our govern-
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ment. We need to expect more, and we
need to pay less. The American people
cannot afford the government we have.
We are unaffordable.

The chairman brings to the floor a
bill that is more of the same. You can
be critical of what we have offered. We
don’t have the advantages of the staff
the chairman has. But this is an honest
attempt to pay so we don’t charge it to
our children.

Notice he didn’t say anything about
the savings of $4.6 billion for not print-
ing this paper every day that nobody
reads but reads on the Internet. Yet we
are going to spend $460 million a year
printing government reports from this
body and the White House that nobody
looks at in hard copy. I would assume
you would take by unanimous consent
that we would cut $4.6 billion from the
American Government. We didn’t hear
about that. That is not one of the bad
ideas. We weren’t attacked on that.

This Federal Government has to
change if our kids are going to have a
future. It isn’t going to change until
we have the courage and the fortitude
to start making the hard choices. What
the Appropriations Committee has said
is that we are not going to make hard
choices, we are just going to borrow
the money. How many of you think the
war is an emergency? How long have
we known, or how long have we been in
Afghanistan? It is not an emergency.
Here on the chart is the definition of
our own rules for emergencies. Nothing
in this bill meets that except FEMA—
nothing. Yet we have the gall to bring
to the floor a bill called an ‘‘emer-
gency’’ because we don’t want to have
to pay for it. We don’t want to make
tough votes or make choices between
competing priorities.

We are just kicking the can down the
road, and we are kicking the soup that
was in the can all over our kids. We
lack courage. It is not popular, it is not
fun to make the hard choices, but we
don’t have any leadership that will
bring the hard choices. That is why you
have this amendment. Had we brought
this amendment and we made the
choices, we probably would not have
gotten much kickback. But we decided
we are just going to charge it to our
children.

Guess what is coming after this. An-
other $200 billion that isn’t paid for.
Since the chairman of this committee
voted for pay-go, we have borrowed $173
billion outside of pay-go because we
voted and said it didn’t count, and we
had this wonderful celebration that we
are not ever going to borrow money
again. We are going to live within pay-
g0. But every time it has been there,
we Kkicked it down the road. Pay-go
means nothing. It means the American
people will pay and we will go spend it.
That is what it means. That is what
this bill does. American people—you
kids, you grandkids—you are going to
pay, and we are going to go spend it.
How are you going to pay? Your stand-
ard of living will decline.

This body—Republicans and Demo-
crats alike—is complicit in ruining the
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future for our children. It is time we
change. We have a committee that
makes fun of attempts to try to change
things; actually, it stretches the truth.
This isn’t going to cost one TSA person
their job or one FBI person. This gov-
ernment is so fat and so overladen with
excess that any smart manager can
come in and streamline it and we can
save 10 percent and the American peo-
ple know that.

We have 12 million people on SSI and
SSDI. Do you know what we have dis-
covered? We have discovered that 6 out
of 100,000 of them are operating com-
mercial vehicles right now, but they
are ‘‘disabled.”

We have all sorts of fraud going on.
We will not address that. We will not
fix that. There is waste—at least $350
billion the American public—maybe
not this body—would agree we can cut
out of the discretionary in fraud and
Medicare tomorrow, and nobody would
feel a thing. Yet we have a stoic Appro-
priations Committee that comes to the
Senate floor and tells us we can’t pay
for it. It is not that we wanted to pay
for it, we didn’t want to pay for it be-
cause the staff on the Appropriations
Committee knows where the dollars
are, but they weren’t told to pay for it.
They are not going to be told to pay for
the extenders bill that is coming ei-
ther. What will have happened since
February 12 when we passed pay-go? 1
will tell you what will have happened:
$500 billion—$¥2  trillion—more in
spending that is unpaid for and charged
to our kids, and that will happen before
July 1. So in 4% months, after we say
we are going to put in the discipline,
that we are not going to spend money
we don’t have, we are going to spend
another $V trillion.

No wonder the country is sick of
Washington. Our behavior causes them
to wonder about the future of our coun-
try. I don’t apologize for offering this
amendment. I hope you vote against it
because the voters, this time around,
are going to be looking at how you
vote and whether you are voting to
make the hard choices, willing to
eliminate things—maybe some things
that are good but not as good as what
we need to be doing—and make this a
priority.

We don’t have that courage. My chal-
lenge to my colleagues in the Senate
is, let’s buck up. It is OK to take heat
from the special interests, the well-
connected and well-endowed. Let’s do
what is the best and right thing for the
country, not the easy thing for us, be-
cause this bill, the way it is written
now, is easy for us.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota is recognized.
AMENDMENT NO. 4173

Mr. JOHNSON. Madam President, I
will speak for a few minutes regarding
amendment No. 4173, offered by Sen-
ators SESSIONS and MCCASKILL.

While I understand the imperative of
balancing the budget, an across-the-
board amendment that sets an artifi-
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cial ceiling for all discretionary spend-
ing is not the solution. If Sessions-
McCaskill is adopted, the Senate will
be forced to slash funding for the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and its
related agencies—including Arlington
National Cemetery—by $1.1 billion
below the requested level.

If we take medical care off the
table—and I for one am not willing to
cut medical care for vets—we put every
other VA program at risk, including
claims processing, medical and mental
health research, and hospital and clinic
maintenance and renovation. This
would translate into an $862 million
cut below this year’s appropriation for
non medical care VA programs. We are
talking about a serious funding short-
fall for essential VA programs.

This year, the VA’s budget request
includes $460 million over fiscal year
2010 to hire more than 4,000 new claims
processors. After years of budget re-
quests that ignored the backlog of
claims and the unacceptable wait
times for vets to get disability bene-
fits, we finally have a responsible budg-
et request that doesn’t simply expect
Congress to fill the holes.

The current wait time for a vet to
have a disability claim processed is 160
days, and because of new benefits com-
ing on line that will stress the system
even more, the wait time is expected to
spike next year. Asking a combat vet
to wait 6 to 7 months before receiving
payments for injuries they suffered
while defending this Nation is wholly
unacceptable. We cannot afford to
delay the hiring of more claims proc-
essors.

Likewise, we cannot afford to defer
critical research into combat-related
medical and mental health conditions,
such as traumatic brain injury and
post-traumatic stress disorder. To do
so while this Nation is at war would be
the height of irresponsibility.

For construction, the VA’s request
already reduces these accounts by $293
million from fiscal year 2010. Further
reductions in the program will only in-
crease the backlog of construction
projects.

I hope the authors of this amendment
did not intend to reduce funding for
veterans, but this amendment does
nothing to protect them, and the sub-
committee will only be able to fund
programs to the level to which funding
is available.

I urge my colleagues to reject this
amendment and pass a sensible budget
resolution that tackles the Federal def-
icit in a holistic approach rather than
simply attempting to balance the Fed-
eral budget on the discretionary side of
the ledger.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii.

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I
thank and commend my friend for his
presentation. He is one of the hardest
working subcommittee chairmen of the
Appropriations Committee.

If I may, I wish to be a bit personal.
As some of my colleagues are aware, I
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did put on the uniform of this land and
served in a war that was fought about
six decades ago—ancient times. A few
things happened between that time and
this war. For example, although the
regiment I was privileged to serve in
had about the highest casualties per
capita in the European conflict, it may
be hard to believe but there was not a
single double amputee survivor.

Today, if one goes to Walter Reed
Hospital, one will see dozens of double
amputees. Why? Because of high tech.
For example—I am being personal
now—in my case, it took 9 hours to
evacuate me. Nine hours? That is a
long time. But in Italy, they have hills.
We had no helicopters in those days.
You had to be carried by hand. As a re-
sult, no brain injuries survived and no
double amputees survived. So the fami-
lies did not have the problem then that
they are having now.

There is another big difference. For
example, if I wrote a letter as a soldier
in Italy, that letter was censored by
my commanding officer. I could not
say anything about the war. All I could
say is: Italy is a beautiful place. The
food is fabulous. Nothing else. You
could not say that my buddy Tom was
shot. What they received at home were
pleasant notes.

Today we have what is known as cell
phones and other technology. You can
communicate with your spouse every
day. And these items are not censored.

I have had members on my staff with
husbands fighting in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. They communicate all the time.
Imagine if you are communicating
with your husband in Iraq and suddenly
you see that evening on CNN a pro-
gram with that outfit in combat and
your husband does not call you the
next day. The stress disorder complex
is not only hitting the GIs, it is hitting
families. And now we are trying to cut
VA, the Veterans’ Administration,
when the need is much greater? I can-
not understand that.

I concur with the chairman that, if
anything, if we are to show apprecia-
tion and gratitude, we should not be
cutting, we should be helping. I com-
mend the Senator.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine.

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I
feel honored that I was on the floor and
able to hear the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee reflect on his
own service and also compare the dif-
ferences between World War II and the
experience of our soldiers, our sailors,
our airmen, and marines in the current
conflicts.

My own father is a World War II vet-
eran who was wounded twice in the
Battle of the Bulge. The second time he
was wounded was when he was waiting
to be evacuated. I can relate slightly,
from the experience of my own father,
to what we just heard from the distin-
guished chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee. I cannot imagine
being so badly wounded and waiting for
9 hours to be evacuated.
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It is a good reminder to all of us, as
we engage in the day-to-day debates
and arguments and, at times,
contentiousness, that we have true he-
roes in our midst. Certainly, the Sen-
ator from Hawaii is one of those. I
thank him for his service—his lifelong
service. It was an honor to be on the
floor and to hear him talk about it be-
cause, like many of our World War II
veterans, he does not talk about it very
often.

I wanted to say that before beginning
my remarks.

AMENDMENT NO. 4253

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to set aside the pending
amendment and to call up amendment
No. 4253, which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Maine [Ms. COLLINS], for
herself, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BOND, Mr.
VOINOVICH, Mr. INHOFE, Ms. SNOWE, Mr.
BEGICH, Mr. THUNE, Mr. COBURN, Mr. GREGG,
and Ms. MURKOWSKI, proposes an amendment
numbered 4253.

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed
with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To prohibit the imposition of fines

and liability under certain final rules of

the Environmental Protection Agency)

On page 79, between lines 3 and 4, insert
the following:

PROHIBITION ON FINES AND LIABILITY

SEC. 20 . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act shall be used to levy against
any person any fine, or to hold any person
liable for construction or renovation work
performed by the person, in any State under
the final rule entitled ‘‘Lead; Renovation,
Repair, and Painting Program; Lead Hazard
Information Pamphlet; Notice of Avail-
ability; Final Rule” (73 Fed. Reg. 21692 (April
22, 2008)), and the final rule entitled ‘‘Lead;
Amendment to the Opt-out and Record-
keeping Provisions in the Renovation, Re-
pair, and Painting Program’ signed by the
Administrator on April 22, 2010.

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, this
is a modified version of an amendment
I offered yesterday. I am joined by Sen-
ators ALEXANDER, INHOFE, BOND,
VOINOVICH, SNOWE, BEGICH, GREGG,
BrROWN of Massachusetts, MURKOWSKI,
COBURN, THUNE, and CORKER in sup-
porting this amendment.

On April 22, the EPA’s new lead paint
rule went into effect. As I explained to
my colleagues yesterday, unfortu-
nately the EPA completely botched the
implementation of this important rule.
This rule is intended to make sure that
lead-based paint is removed safely from
our homes and, thus, it requires those
involved in house renovations to par-
ticipate in a training course in the
proper removal of lead-based paint, and
then be certified.

Unfortunately, the EPA did not plan
well for the implementation of this
new rule. Across our country, it did not
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have in place the necessary trainers
and classes so that individuals could be
trained to comply with this new rule.

What our amendment would do is to
delay the fines that would apply in
cases of violations of this new rule
until September 30. Indeed, it would
prohibit the EPA from imposing these
fines, which are as high as $37,500 per
day per violation for violating this
rule.

I want to make clear that I support
efforts to rid our homes of toxic lead-
based paint in a safe manner. But it is
simply not fair to impose these burden-
some, onerous fines on contractors who
have been unable to get the EPA-pro-
vided training because the EPA did
such a lousy job in planning for imple-
mentation of this new rule.

In my State, for example, as of last
week, we have only three EPA trainers
to certify contractors for the entire
State. As a result, only about 10 per-
cent of the State’s contractors have
been certified. Hundreds of home ren-
ovators have had their names on wait-
ing lists, some for as long as 2 months,
but they simply cannot get the nec-
essary training, and that is through no
fault of their own.

I note that my amendment has been
endorsed by the National Federation of
Independent Business, our Nation’s
leading small business advocacy orga-
nization. It has been endorsed by the
Window & Door Manufacturers Asso-
ciation and the National Lumber and
Building Material Dealers Association.

These groups have endorsed it be-
cause they are hearing from their
members of the tremendous burden and
the tremendous fines that their mem-
bers are potentially at risk of receiving
through no fault of their own.

As the NFIB pointed out in its letter,
the new EPA lead rule applies to vir-
tually anyone who is involved in home
renovations involving lead-based paint.
That includes painters, plumbers, win-
dow and door installers, carpenters,
electricians, and other specialists. Its
reach is very broad.

What we found throughout the coun-
try is the EPA completely underesti-
mated the number of people who would
have to be trained. They also seem to
be operating under the false assump-
tion that contractors either do new
construction or renovation. Madam
President, I don’t know about your
State, but that is not true in my State.
In my State, the home renovators do
all sorts of work, particularly in this
economy.

This imposes a tremendous burden on
those of us who represent large rural
States. In my State, most of the
courses were held in the southern part
of the State, requiring painters and
other contractors to travel hundreds of
miles to get the training they need.
There are three States where EPA does
not have any certified trainers avail-
able.

This is a commonsense amendment
attempting to put some sense in the
decisionmaking at the EPA by extend-
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ing, until the end of this fiscal year,
the time for compliance.

I want to make clear that I believe
we should try to proceed with the re-
moval of lead-based paint and that we
need strict safety standards. But it
does not make sense to impose huge
fines on contractors who are unable to
get the required training, the manda-
tory classes because the EPA did not
have the trainers in place before put-
ting the rule into effect.

In my State, the building industry is
still struggling, and for a lot of individ-
uals who are involved in the building
industry, their only work is to do home
renovations.

My State also has an old housing
stock, one of the oldest in the Nation.
Ironically, this new rule may result in
not having anyone who is qualified to
remove lead-based paint from homes
because of the way this rule has been
implemented.

I talked at some length about this
issue yesterday. I am not going to re-
peat what I said yesterday. But let me
point out that a lot of the contractors
in my State who are struggling already
financially do not earn in a whole year
the $37,500 they can be fined for one
violation by the EPA. It is simply un-
fair that these heavy fines can be im-
posed when it is the EPA’s fault that
the classes have not been made more
readily available.

All T am attempting to do is to pro-
vide the EPA with more time to in-
crease the number of certified trainers.
This is a matter of fairness.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the RECORD
the endorsement letters from the
NFIB, from the National Lumber and
Building Material Dealers Association,
and from the Window & Door Manufac-
turers Association.

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

NATIONAL FEDERATION OF
INDEPENDENT BUSINESS,
Washington, DC, May 25, 2010.

DEAR SENATOR: On behalf of the National
Federation of Independent Business, the na-
tion’s leading small business advocacy orga-
nization, I am writing in strong support of
the Collins Amendment to H.R. 4899, the
Supplemental Appropriations bill, to delay
the enforcement of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency’s (EPA) lead rule until Sep-
tember 30, 2010. The NFIB will consider a
vote in support of this amendment as an
NFIB Key Vote for the 116th Congress.

On April 22, 2010, the EPA’s lead rule went
into effect requiring home renovation con-
tractors to complete a mandatory training
class at an accredited facility. The new EPA
lead rule applies to virtually any industry
affecting home renovation including: paint-
ers, plumbers, window and door installers,
carpenters, electricians, and similar special-
ists. The penalty for non-compliance can be
up to $37,500 per violation per day. NFIB ap-
preciates the intent of the law to ensure
lead-free painting, home renovation, and re-
pairs. However, we continue to be concerned
that the tight enforcement deadline unfairly
punishes contractors who have not been able
to become accredited through no fault of
their own.
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NFIB has recently heard from several of
our members in the home renovation indus-
try who were unaware of their responsibil-
ities under the new law. EPA did little to
plan for the implementation of the rules
until it was too late, and many home ren-
ovators had little information about how to
comply, where to comply, and the resources
needed to comply. Those that became aware
of the rules have had difficulty signing up for
classes due to limited or no availability in
their area. In addition, several members
have mentioned that scheduling conflicts
made it almost impossible to find time to be-
come accredited before the April 22 deadline.

We are concerned that the high penalty for
non-compliance should be enforced without
first taking every step possible to make sure
the small business community is fully aware
of its responsibilities. The Collins Amend-
ment extends the deadline until September
30, allowing the EPA to get more informa-
tion to home renovators about how to com-
ply with the new rule. This time period will
allow the home renovation industry to
schedule an appointment with an accreditor
in their area and make sure they have the
necessary resources together to be in compli-
ance.

NFIB supports the Collins Amendment to
help small businesses comply with the new
lead rule. I look forward to working with you
to reduce regulatory burdens on the small
business community.

Sincerely,

SUSAN ECKERLY,

Senior Vice President, Public Policy.
WINDOW & DOOR

MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION,

Washington, DC, May 25, 2010.
Re Collins LRRP Amendment to Supple-
mental Appropriations Bill.

Hon. DANIEL K. INOUYE,

Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, U.S.
Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. THAD COCHRAN,

Ranking Member, Committee on Appropriations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN INOUYE AND RANKING MEM-
BER COCHRAN: On behalf of the Window and
Door Manufacturers Association (WDMA),
we are writing to urge your support of Sen-
ator Collins’ Lead: Renovation, Repair and
Painting (LRRP) amendment to the emer-
gency supplemental. As you know, EPA’s
new LRRP rule, which took effect April 22,
2010, requires all renovation work that dis-
turbs more than six square feet and all win-
dow replacements in housing built before
1978 must be supervised by a certified ren-
ovator and performed by a certified renova-
tion firm.

WDMA has consistently supported meas-
ures to protect those most vulnerable to po-
tential lead poisoning if lead-based paint is
disturbed during renovation and repair of ex-
isting homes and buildings. Our members
have made a concerted effort independently
and in cooperation with other organizations
to ensure that window replacements and
other remodeling activities they engage in
are performed in compliance with the certifi-
cation requirements, work practice stand-
ards, and all other requirements of the final
LRRP rule.

However, we continue to remain concerned
that there are an inadequate number of cer-
tified renovators to implement the LRRP
rule. This is having a serious impact on the
remodeling construction industry at a crit-
ical time in our economic recovery, and
when consumers are attempting to respond
to the call for reducing their carbon foot-
print and green house gas emissions by ren-
ovating their homes to make them more en-
ergy efficient. Window replacement is essen-
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tial to that effort. The targeted housing
stock (pre-1978 homes) is estimated to be 80
million homes nationwide. Currently. there
are only 204 trainers and 140,000 EPA-cer-
tified lead rule renovators across the coun-
try, with some states having no trainers at
all. EPA estimates that 300,000 renovators
will be needed for targeted housing. The
availability of EPA trainers is insufficient to
meet contractor demand.

We believe the new lead rule cannot be ef-
fectively implemented until there are
enough certified renovators to meet the
rule’s compliance goals. We therefore strong-
ly urge you to allow Senator Collins’ LRRP
amendment for consideration to the emer-
gency supplemental, which would delay en-
forcement of the LRRP rule until September
30, 2010. This delay in implementation will
allow the EPA to devote more resources to
compliance assistance, increasing public
awareness and accelerating the approval of
trainers.

WDMA will continue its efforts to ensure
compliance but we strongly urge that Sen-
ator Collins’ LRRP amendment to include
this needed delay in enforcement of the
LRRP rule until September 30 is allowed for
consideration. Once the amendment is under
consideration, we urge your support for its
passage.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
JEREMY STINE,
Manager of Government & Public Affairs.
NATIONAL LUMBER AND BUILDING
MATERIAL DEALERS ASSOCIATION,
Washington, DC, May 25, 2010.
Re Sen. Collins EPA Lead Rule Amendment
to Emergency Supplemental.

Hon. DANIEL K. INOUYE,

Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, U.S.
Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. THAD COCHRAN,

Ranking Member, Committee on Appropriations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN INOUYE AND RANKING MEM-
BER COCHRAN: On behalf of the National
Lumber and Building Material Dealers Asso-
ciation (NLBMDA), we are writing to urge
your support of Senator Collins’ Lead: Ren-
ovation, Repair and Painting (LRRP) amend-
ment to the emergency supplemental. As you
know, the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy’s (EPA) new LRRP rule, which took effect
April 22, 2010, requires all renovation work
that disturbs more than six square feet in
housing built before 1978 must be supervised
by a certified renovator and performed by a
certified renovation firm, as outlined in 40
CFR §745.85.

NLBMDA represents over 6,000 members
operating single or multiple lumber yards,
building material supply companies and
component plants serving homebuilders, sub-
contractors, general contractors, and con-
sumers in the new construction, repair and
remodeling of residential and light commer-
cial structures. Many of our members engage
in installed sales operations, such as window
and door replacement and insulation instal-
lation, that are covered by the LRRP rule.

NLBMDA supports reasonable measures to
protect those most vulnerable to potential
lead poisoning if lead-based paint is dis-
turbed during renovation and repair of exist-
ing homes and buildings. Our members have
made a concerted effort independently and in
cooperation with other organizations to en-
sure that remodeling activities performed in
target housing will be done in compliance
with the certification requirements, work
practice standards, and all other require-
ments of the final LRRP rule.

However, NLBMDA also believes that de-
spite the progress that has been made, the
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numbers of certified trainers, firms, and ren-
ovators is still too limited, and that when
coupled with the current lack of accurate
test kits and public awareness, EPA is not
fully prepared to effectively implement and
administer the program established by the
final rule. Our members are reporting that it
is taking up to four months for EPA to proc-
ess their applications to have their firm cer-
tified by EPA as required under the rule. We
therefore wholly agree with Senator Collins
and her amendment, which would delay en-
forcement of the LRRP rule by EPA until
September 30, 2010. We believe this new date
of enforcement will provide enough time for
our members to become registered with the
EPA for lead certification.

NLBMDA will continue its efforts to en-
sure compliance but we strongly urge you to
delay enforcement of the LRRP rule until
September 30 by allowing Senator Collins’
LRRP amendment for consideration to the
emergency supplemental. Once the amend-
ment is under consideration, we urge your
support for its passage.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL P. O’BRIEN, CAE,
President & CEO.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays on this amend-
ment.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there a sufficient second?

There does not appear to be a suffi-
cient second.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I un-
derstand that the chairman has tempo-
rarily stepped off the Senate floor, so I
will withhold that request.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
was not on the floor when the Senator
from Maine made her remarks about
the EPA’s lead paint rule, but she and
I have discussed it numerous times,
and I wanted to congratulate her for
her leadership and persistence on see-
ing the impracticality of what the En-
vironmental Protection Agency is try-
ing to do.

She discussed this in the Appropria-
tions Committee, she has disc