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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) 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

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speaker, due
to personal business, | was unavoidably de-
tained during rollcall votes 55 and 56 on
March 11, 2004. Had | been present for rollcall
55 on H.R. 3717, the “Broadcast Decency En-
forcement Act of 2004,” | would have voted
“yea.” Had | been present for rollcall 56, H.
Con. Res. 15, “Commending India on its cele-
bration of Republic Day,” | would have voted
“yea.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
offer a personal explanation of the reason for
my absence on March 10 and 11, 2004. Last
week, former Governor of Nevada Mike
O’Callaghan passed away and | had to leave
Washington this Wednesday afternoon, March
10, to attend funeral services for Governor
O’Callaghan.

| respectfully request that it be entered into
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that if present, |
would have voted:

Rollcall vote No. 48, on agreeing to the
Scott (VA) amendment—"“no”;

Rollcall vote No. 49, on agreeing to the Watt
amendment—"no”;

Rollcall vote No. 50, on agreeing to the An-
drews amendment—"no”;

Rollcall vote No. 51, on agreeing to the Ack-
erman amendment—"no”;

Rollcall vote No. 52, on agreeing to the
Jackson-Lee amendment—"no”;

Rollcall vote No. 53, on agreeing to the Watt
amendment—"no”;

Rollcall vote No. 54, on agreeing to the
Resolution, H.R. 339—"yes”;
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Rollcall vote No. 55, on passage of H.R.
3717—"yes”;

Rollcall vote No. 56, on passage of H. Con.
Res. 15—"yes”; and

Rollcall vote No. 57, on passage of H. Res.
540—"yes.”

——
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | wish to
address the House for the purposes of
inquiring of the acting majority leader
the schedule for the coming week; and
I would be glad to yield to my good
friend, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN), who chairs the leadership
committee, or I am not sure of his
exact title, but he is my friend and an
able Member of this body, and I am
glad to yield to him.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my friend from Maryland for yielding
to me, and | would be happy to talk
about the schedule for next week.

Mr. Speaker, the House will convene
on Tuesday at 12:30 p.m. for morning
business, 2 p.m. for legislative business.
We will consider several measures
under suspension of the rules. A final
list of those will also be sent to Mem-
bers’ offices by the end of this week.
Any votes called on those suspensions
will be rolled until 6:30 p.m., as has
been our custom.

On Wednesday and Thursday, Mr.
Speaker, the House will convene at 10
a.m. We still hope to consider the budg-
et resolution for fiscal year 2005, al-
though that is being worked out.

In addition, as we all know, next
week is the anniversary of the start of
Operation Iragi Freedom, as well as the
anniversary of Saddam Hussein’s chem-
ical weapons attacks against the
Kurds. So on Wednesday, the House
will consider a resolution remembering
these historical events and commemo-
rating the allied forces, including our
troops, for the liberation of Iraq.

Finally, I would like to remind all
Members that we do not plan to have
votes next Friday, March 19.

I thank my friend from Maryland
very much for yielding to me, and 1
would be happy to answer any ques-
tions, or try to answer any questions,
he might have.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for the information he
has provided us.

This is the first time at least that |
have heard of the consideration of the
Iraqi resolution next week. | under-
stand the timing of that and the date
on which that effort began. Because |
have just heard about this and have not
had an opportunity to talk to our rank-
ing members on either the foreign af-
fairs committee or on the defense com-
mittee, can the gentleman inform me
as to whether or not this resolution has
been put together in a bipartisan way,
with participation by the minority?
The reason | ask the gentleman that is
I think all of us want to ensure that we
are united on it.
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I have not seen the statement so | do
not know what it is, but clearly we are,
I think, all proud of the actions of our
Armed Forces; and they carried out
their mission in an extraordinarily ef-
fective, efficient, and courageous man-
ner. We are all proud of our men and
women in uniform for what they have
done. We are all pleased, as well, that
Saddam Hussein has been captured and
is in custody and no longer at least
poses a personal threat; but I am sure
my friend from Ohio agrees that hope-
fully this statement will be one which
is reached in a bipartisan way and we
can have overwhelmingly bipartisan
support of.

I certainly, as one who supported, as
my colleague knows, the effort in Iraq
and supported the funding for that ef-
fort, want to be able to support it. |
have not seen it, but I am hopeful that
we do this in a bipartisan way.

I would be glad to yield to my friend
to comment on this issue.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my colleague for yielding, and | have
not seen the resolution either. It has
not been introduced yet. My under-
standing is that the gentleman from II-
linois (Chairman HYDE) has taken the
lead on that and the Committee on
International Relations, and he will be
consulting with the gentleman from
California (Ranking Member LANTOS),
and | am sure he would appreciate any
input that Members have on both sides.
It would be good if we could as a House
support this resolution on a bipartisan
basis because it will be, as my col-
league said, important to be able to
show that support for our troops who
are currently in Irag performing for us
and for the American people.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for that information;
and | understand he is a little bit in
the same position | am, having just
learned of this in the last few minutes.
I am pleased to hear that the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HYDE) will be
communicating with and working with
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS). Again, while there are, obvi-
ously, as we all know, disagreements
on the prosecution of that effort,
whether we should have undertaken it,
there is no, | think, dispute on the un-
derlying support of our troops, their ef-
fort, their safety, and their objectives.
Hopefully, that is what we will articu-
late.

I thank the gentleman for his infor-
mation, and | will surely be talking to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS), as | know our leader will, to
try to make sure that we are all to-
gether on this statement, which |
think will be good for our troops and
good for the world to see as well. |
thank the gentleman.

We had expected to see the budget
resolution on the floor next week.
Then, frankly, we had heard in the last
few hours, or few minutes, that that
was not going to be the case, that the
markup had been called off or can-
celled, rescheduled by the gentleman
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from lowa (Mr. NussLE) for next week.
Our presumption was, if that was the
case, then the budget would be delayed
a week.

Now the information is, and 1 know
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DELAY), the leader, is not on the floor,
it is my understanding that perhaps he
is working on trying to effect agree-
ment, but can the gentleman tell me
whether or not he has confidence that
that will be on the floor next week, or
are we waiting to see what is going to
happen today to make that final deci-
sion?

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, if my
colleague will yield further, it is still
up in the air. As the gentleman knows,
we had planned to have the budget
marked up in committee today and
then brought to the floor next week. It
is important that we keep our time
frame because it is important that we
have our appropriations bills done in a
timely manner. So we are still hopeful
that can happen, but we have had some
delays in the markup today. We did get
started on the markup. We had some
good opening statements, and we are
going back into committee later today,
but there are currently negotiations
over whether we can finish that today
or not.

I will say that we are excited about
the budget document. It does restrain
spending, which we believe is the right
thing to do. There have been some dis-
agreements between the bodies, even
between Members, on both sides of the
aisle, over some of the budget enforce-
ment mechanisms. Those are more the
issues here that have to do with caps
and PAYGOs and those sorts of issues;
but the budget itself, this resolution,
we hope to be able to mark up today. If
not, we will certainly mark it up next
week.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman.
Last week, | asked the leader and

would ask the gentleman, as we ap-
proach next week, assuming that the
budget is to be on the floor next week,
about the commitment of the majority
to allowing the minority, as has his-
torically happened, to have various al-
ternatives. As the gentleman knows,
the Congressional Black Caucus has al-
ways had the opportunity to offer an
alternative that was a thoughtful, per-
suasive budget. | did not always sup-
port it.
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We have other caucuses who may
want to offer alternatives as well, and
clearly the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), the ranking
member of the Committee on the Budg-
et on our side of the aisle, will want to
offer a substitute as well.

Is the gentleman aware of whether or
not, as has happened in the past, we
will be afforded the opportunity to
offer various alternatives to the budget
document that will be reported out of
committee?

Mr. Speaker, |
tleman.

yield to the gen-
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Mr. PORTMAN. | thank the gen-
tleman for yielding further.

It is my understanding that, as in
prior years, the Committee on Rules
will give preference to complete sub-
stitutes rather than amendments to
the budget document. It is my under-
standing further that we will provide
adequate time, as we have in the past,
for both general debate and for these
substitutes.

Historically, this debate has varied
between 3 to 5 hours for general debate
and 40 minutes to 1 hour for amend-
ments or substitutes. It is my under-
standing that it is the intention once
again for the Committee on Rules to
provide those kinds of rules. Of course,
they have not seen the various resolu-
tions yet, including the one that comes
out of the Committee on the Budget.
But that is certainly the intent of the
Committee on Rules at this point.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for that observation,
and | would hope we do follow that
practice. Because, clearly, while the
budget document, in particular for
those of us who serve on the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, is a rel-
atively broad-brush document, it does
very pointedly speak to the priorities
that Members have and that we think
our country ought to have. Because of
that, it becomes even more important,
I think, in the people’s House that the
people’s representatives have an oppor-
tunity to offer alternatives so that not
only Members, but the American public
can form a judgment of their own as to
what alternative is in the best interest
of our country.

So | appreciate the gentleman’s ob-
servation that full substitutes, and
usually, as you know, that is what we
have been offering, and certainly it is
the intention of the gentleman from
South Carolina, as the ranking mem-
ber, to offer a substitute. Of course we
do not know what ultimately is going
to happen, we will have to see what the
Committee on the Budget produces,
but | am sure that the gentleman from
South Carolina will want to offer a
substitute.

The gentleman mentioned enforce-
ment mechanisms. The Senate, as you
know, the other body, has adopted an
enforcement mechanism, which we
think if you are going to have an en-
forcement mechanism makes sense.

First of all, does the gentleman know
whether the enforcement mechanism
will be in a separate piece or legisla-
tion included in the budget offering
itself?

Mr. Speaker, | yield to my friend.

Mr. PORTMAN. Let me say at the
outset that we welcome a substitute
from the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT), better yet that he
supports the substitute the gentleman
from lowa (Mr. NussLE) will offer in
committee. But certainly having an al-
ternative is welcome and the debate
will be a healthy one.

With regard to any budget enforce-
ment mechanisms, there has not been a
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decision whether that will be part of
the budget resolution. | think that is
part of the discussion now whether
there will be separate legislation.
There are advantages and disadvantage
to both, | suppose, but that decision
has not been made yet.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | appre-
ciate the gentleman’s response. In ad-
dition, of course, to the substitute, or
an amendment to the budget in the
form of a substitute, | am sure that we
would be, depending upon what comes
out of the committee, very much com-
mitted to offering an enforcement
mechanism proposal of our own. We be-
lieve that the enforcement mechanism
that was in place some years ago was
effective in reaching balance and, in
fact, taking us into surplus. That was
allowed to lapse, and is not in force
now, which allowed us to do the tax
cuts that were passed over the last 3
years.

Is the gentleman of the view that we
will be allowed to have, under the
rules, a substitute and/or amendments
to the proposal for enforcement that is
reported out of the Committee on the
Budget?

| yield to my friend.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding to me.

I do not know what form it will take.
If it is part of the budget resolution, |
suppose then other budget resolution
substitutes, as we talked about earlier,
might include enforcement mecha-
nisms as well. The gentleman men-
tioned the ranking member may indeed
offer one of his own. If it is separate
legislation, the Committee on Rules
would take that up.

I do not know, | would say to my
friend from Maryland, | do not know
when that would be. | do not know if it
will be the same time as the budget.
There are other committees, particu-
larly the Committee on Rules, that
will have jurisdiction of any enforce-
ment mechanism. Ultimately, it is up
to the will of the Congress, is it not, as
to how we enforce our budgets?

| just do not know what the likely
form will take. Again, | think our goal
would be to have a healthy debate over
the enforcement mechanisms. We feel
strongly that spending ought to be sub-
ject to the pay-go rules. We feel strong-
ly that the tax relief that was enacted
over the last 3 years has now turned
this economy around and we are begin-
ning to see growth. So we would hate
to subject those to the kinds of pay-go
rules that would not have permitted,
during the time when the economy was
in bad shape, for us to begin to get
some economic stimulus and growth.

So this may be some of the debates
we will have on the floor, and |1 would
think we would encourage that.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | under-
stand the gentleman’s comment, but as
he knows, Mr. Greenspan, who has not
been necessarily an advocate of our
side of the argument, as a matter of
fact, has been on the gentleman’s side
of the argument on the tax cuts, has
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made it very clear that he believes, for
the interest of economic security and
stability in the country, that the pay-
go rules ought to apply on both the
spending and the tax side. Because, of
course, in either event, you can plunge
yourself, as we believe we have, into
deep deficits.

So | think that will be a good debate.
We will obviously point to Mr. Green-
span’s assertions, which we agree in
this instance, that it is very difficult
to control if you do not have pay-go ap-
plying on both sides of the ledger.

Lastly, if I might, as a distinguished
member of the Committee on Ways and
Means, a senior member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, the gen-
tleman knows that the Foreign Sales
Corporation legislation has been pend-
ing for many, many months now. We
are concerned, as you know, that the
Europeans are now imposing sanctions
as a result of the WTO’s finding that
we are not in compliance.

Can the gentleman tell me whether
or not the FSC legislation will be on
the floor any time soon; and, if so,
whether or not the Rangel-Manzullo al-
ternative will be made in order as an
alternative?

| yield to my friend from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my friend from Maryland for yielding
to me again.

The legislation is very much on our
minds. As you know, the Committee on
Ways and Means has worked hard on
this legislation already. The gentleman
mentioned the substitute which the
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL) may want to offer in committee.
The tariff increases are beginning to
take effect, increasing by 1 percent
every month, so it is something we are
working hard on.

We do want to work closely with the
other body on this to be sure that we
can actually enact legislation, as well
as with the President and with his
team, the U.S. Trade Representative’s
Office and the Treasury Department in
particular. So we are working closely
with them.

I do not know when legislation may
come to the floor, but | understand
that the Committee on Ways and
Means is planning another meeting
next week to discuss certain aspects of
this, to be sure that as we repeal the
FSC/ETI provisions, we are also pro-
viding adequate benefits for U.S. com-
panies who are involved in global com-
petition.

So this is a very high priority on our
side of the aisle and we continue to
work toward that goal.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for his comments, and
while | accept his premise that it is a
high priority, very frankly, | will tell
my friend from Ohio, there is no doubt
we could have passed a bipartisan sup-
ported bill here with a very substantial
number of votes many, many months
ago. That was not the determination,
apparently, of the committee to report
out such a bill. We think that is unfor-
tunate.
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We believe that if the Rangel-Crane
or the Rangel-Manzullo bill, or the
Manzullo-Rangel bill were reported
out, | think we would see well over 225
to 230 votes for that, maybe more. But
in any event, | appreciate the gentle-
man’s comments.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield a moment.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | would be
glad to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. PORTMAN. | respect the gentle-
man’s vote-counting ability, as he
knows, but being on the committee, |
can say that | am not certain such a
bill could have even been reported out
the committee because there are many
complexities with responding to this
tough issue.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Speaker, if | can just briefly, |
share the gentleman’s view. | do not
think such a bill could be reported out
of the Committee on Ways and Means
either. Our perception is, as the gen-
tleman well knows, it is tough to pass
bipartisan bills out of the Committee
on Ways and Means because | do not
think there is any interest in doing
that. | think that is unfortunate be-
cause this is a critical problem con-
fronting us.

I think we could have, as we have in
the past, and the drug reimportation
being a perfect example of a bill that
passed very handily in a bipartisan
fashion through this House. Unfortu-
nately, it did not make it out of the
conference committee. Notwith-
standing the fact that both Houses
were for it, there were people who were
not for it.

But this is a critical problem, and my
only suggestion to my good friend,
with whom | have worked in a very bi-
partisan fashion on very successful leg-
islation, and I know the gentleman’s
inclination is to do that, to legislate,
not just to throw bombs at one an-
other. | thank the gentleman for his
observation and hope, in fact, that he
is correct and we move on this quickly.
And if it is not a bipartisan bill as it
comes to the floor, 1 hope that we do
provide for the minority an oppor-
tunity to offer an alternative which we
think will be in the best interest of
this country. We will debate that and
the majority will prevail.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the gentleman
for his comments and thank him for
the information.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD). The Chair will recognize
Members for special order speeches
without prejudice to the possible re-
sumption of legislative business.
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

——

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.)

——

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.)

———

LOSS OF JOBS IN OHIO

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday President Bush made a cam-
paign trip to Cleveland to speak to
small business people to explain his
economic policy and to try to answer
why Ohio has lost 300,000 jobs in the
last 3 years; to try to explain why Ohio
has lost 160,000 manufacturing jobs;
that one out of every six manufac-
turing jobs in Ohio has disappeared,
likely permanently for most of them.
One out of six jobs in manufacturing
has disappeared since President Bush
took office.

He also came to Ohio to answer why
the head of his council, the chairman
of his Council of Economic Advisers,
Gregory Mankiw, said that outsourcing
of jobs, jobs moving overseas, that Mr.
Mankiw said and the President signed
a report supporting this, that
outsourcing was a good thing because
it makes the economy more efficient.

Now, Mr. Speaker, | think the Presi-
dent needs to explain a little better.
Last week, | was in Akron, in my dis-
trict. Akron, Ohio. | spoke to some
company owners who own small ma-
chine shops with 50 employees, 30 em-
ployees, or 100 employees, but all small
manufacturing businesses. One owner
of a machine shop came up to me be-
fore |1 spoke. He gave me a stack of
these fliers. He actually gave me about
four times this many, about six or
seven inches of fliers. He told me that
he gets about this many fliers every
month, and he says these fliers are auc-
tion fliers. They basically are notifica-
tions from companies all over the
United States that are having fire
sales; that are having going-out-of-
business sales.
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Mr. Speaker, here is an auction flyer
that says high-tech manufacturing
plant closing in Elk Grove, Indiana.
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